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We introduce a general method to engineer arbitrary Hamiltonians in the Floquet phase space
of a periodically driven oscillator, based on the non-commutative Fourier transformation (NcFT)
technique. We establish the relationship between an arbitrary target Floquet Hamiltonian in phase
space and the periodic driving potential in real space. We obtain analytical expressions for the
driving potentials in real space that can generate novel Hamiltonians in phase space, e.g., rotational
lattices and sharp-boundary well. Our protocol can be realised in a range of experimental platforms
for nonclassical states generation and bosonic quantum computation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Generation of nonclassical bosonic states [IH3], e.g.,
squeezed lights, Fock states and Schrodinger’s cat states,
is important not only for fundamental studies of quantum
mechanics but also for applications in quantum technolo-
gies [2, 4H6]. For example, bosonic states with discrete
translational or rotational symmetries in phase space [7-
14] have been proposed to encode quantum information
[I5H20], paving the way for hardware efficient quantum
error correction [21H24]. Bosonic code states can be pre-
pared and stabilized against dissipation via a sequence
of universal gates, e.g. interleaved selective number-
dependent arbitrary phase (SNAP) gates and displace-
ment gates [25H27]. A series of recent works [28-31] have
pointed to an alternative approach based on Hamiltonian
engineering. The passive control introduced in this ap-
proach can be leveraged to facilitate fault tolerant opera-
tions, e.g. by suppressing phase flip errors [28], suppress-
ing dynamically the coupling to the environment [30],
and accelerating state preparation of code words [31].

Another area of interest for Hamiltonian engineering is
topology. Due to the non-commutative nature of phase
space, a quantum particle moving on a closed phase-
space loop acquires a geometric phase analogous to the
Aharonov-Bohm phase for a particles in a magnetic field.
As a consequence, a gapped lattice Hamiltonian in phase
space can support non-trivial Chern numbers [16}, [32H40].
This is an appealing feature because in a system with a
physical boundary, it would lead to topologically robust
edge transport. While it has been shown how to gener-
ate arbitrary lattice potentials in phase-space [41], so far
it was unclear how to combine such a potential with a
sharp phase-space confinement.

It is well known that the stroboscopic dynamics of any
periodically driven system can be described in terms of
a time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian Hp defined via

exp (%HFT) = U(T,0) = T exp Li /OT ﬁ(t)dt] (1)

Here, U(T,0) is the time-evolution operator with 7' the
time-period of the system’s time-dependent Hamiltonian

H(t). In adddition, X is an effective dimensionless Planck
constant, and 7 is the time-ordering operator. Except for
very few models, it is impossible to obtain a closed form
of the FloquetAHamiltonian Hp from the time-dependent
Hamiltonian H(t). Instead, one often evaluates the Flo-
quet Hamiltonian relying on a high-frequency expansion
[42144], e.g. the Magnus expansion theory [45] [46], the
van Vleck degenerate perturbation theory [47] and the
Brillouin-Wigner perturbation theory [48]. In this work,
we focus on the inverse problem, that is, to find the time-
dependent Hamiltonian H(t) that synthetizes a target

Floquet Hamiltonian I;TI(,T). This is the realm of Flo-
quet engineering which is a very developed and active
field [39 49H52]. Most of the work so far has focused on
implementing specific Floquet Hamiltonians of interest.
However, a systematic constructive method to solve the
inverse Floquet problem for a single quantum particle is
still missing. In this work, we provide such a method.

II. MODEL AND GOAL

As a starting point, we consider a periodically driven
oscillator with lab-frame Hamiltonian

() = (0 +3%) + BV (@) @)

Here, wy is the oscillator natural frequency, g is the am-
plitude of the nonlinear driving potential V' (&,t) which
has time-period Ty and might contain also static terms.
In order to introduce an effective dimensionless Planck
constant A [53H55], the position &, the momentum p and
H(t) have been rescaled such that [Z,p] = i\ and at the
same time the Schrodinger equation reads i\ = 7—2(15)1/).
Parameter A measures the quantumness of our system
and A — 0 corresponds to the classical limit.

The Floquet Hamiltonian to be designed has time-
period T' = 27 /wp and is defined via O(t) = exp[iaawot],
where & = (& +ip)/v/2) is the annihilation operator. In
other words, H(t) in Eq. (1)) is the rotating-frame Hamil-

tonian given by H(t) = O(t)YH(t)O(t) + irO(t)OT (1),



which in our case reads

H(t) = BV & cos(wot) + psin(wot), t]. (3)
We enforce the time-periodicity, H (t) = H (t+T), by
setting T' = ¢T; with ¢ € N > 1, corresponding to a g-
photon resonance. Any detuning from the multiphoton
resonance is formally incorporated in the driving poten-
tial V' (z,t). For weak nonlinearity, 5 < wq, the evolution
in the rotating frame is slow. Thus, we are in the realm
of application of the Floquet high-frequency expansions,
here, with the small parameter 8/wy. This allows us to
approximate the Floquet Hamiltonian with the leading
order of the Floquet-Magnus expansion corresponding to
the rotating wave approximation (RWA),

T
lim  Hp(&,p) = %/0 dtH(t). (4)

wo /B—r0

Our goal is to engineer an arbitrary target Floquet
Hamiltonian }AII(VT) in phase space by properly designing
the driving potential V(z,t) in real space. Up to lead-
ing order (RWA) we, thus, require that the right-hand
side of Eq. coincides with the target Hamiltonian
fll(,T). The ensuing solution becomes exact in the high-
frequency limit wy /8 — oo.

III. NcFT TECHNIQUE

As a preliminary step towards deriving a suitable driv-
ing potential V' (z, t), we introduce a useful decomposition

of the target Hamiltonian H éT) in the form of a noncom-
mutative Fourier transformation (NcFT). This can be
viewed as a variant of quantum distribution theory [56].
We wish to decompose the target Hamiltonian H’E,T) as a
sum of plane-wave operators

Hy = % / / dkydky fr (Ko, ky)e! "= TP (5)

It can be shown that the Fourier coefficients fr(k,,kp)
are given by the inverse transformation [see App. |A]

e (k2 +kp)
T // dmde ,p)e

where the phase-space function H, g) (z,p) is the equiva-
lent of the Husimi Q-function, here, for a Hamiltonian
instead of the density operator. We remind that the
Q-function of an operator evaluated at a phase space
point (x,p) is simply its expectation value in the cor-
responding coherent state, HéT)(x,p) = <04|H'1(,,T)|a> with
ala) = ala) and o = (z+ip)/v2X. The latter mean value
can be calculated by normal ordering the target Hamil-
tonian fI},T)(dT,d). We point out three important fea-
tures of the Hamiltonian @-function: (i) For fixed A, the

fT(kzvkp)

—i(kgx+kpp) (6)
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FIG. 1: Rotational lattlce Hamiltonian in phase
space. (Left) Q-function H< (z,p) of target Floquet Hamil-
tonian Eq. @D (Right) the engineered real-space potential
V(z,t) for parameters ¢ = 6 and A = 0.01. The white con-
tours indicate the minima of the instantaneous real-space po-
tential.

mapping between Floquet Hamiltonians and @-functions
is one-to-one; (ii) The Hamiltonian @Q-function has the
same phase-space symmetries as the corresponding Flo-
quet Hamiltonian, and (iii) a well-defined classical limit

HI(,T) (x,p) = limy_o Hg) (x,p) [see App.|Bland App. .

IV. DESIGNING DRIVING POTENTIAL

The driving potential V( t) that generates the target

Floquet Hamiltonian H ( p) can be readily obtained
from its Fourier coefﬁ01ent fT(k‘x, k,). We can formally
write the solution as a superposition of sinusoidal poten-
tials

Viz,t) = o A(k, wot) coslkx + ¢(k,wot)]dk (7)

0

with time-varying amplitudes A(k,7) and phases ¢(k, 7)
determined from the Fourier coefficients in polar coordi-
nates (ky = kcosT, k, = ksinT)

A=k|fr(kcost,ksinT)|, ¢ = Argfr(kcosT, ksinT). (8)

This solution can be readily verified by plugging it into
Egs. (3) and @ and changing the integration variables
back to cartesian coordinates to arrive at Eq. . see
App. . In the remainder of this paper, we demonstrate
the flexibility of our method by calculating the potential
V(z,t) for a range of interesting Floquet Hamiltonians.
In passing, we will also highlight more general features
of our solution and comment on certain associated sub-
tleties.



V. EXAMPLES
A. Rotational lattice

We now apply our method to engineer a particularly
interesting Floquet Hamiltonian with ¢-fold symmetry in
phase space

A = Bl(& —ip)? — 1) (& +ip)? — 1]. 9)

The discrete rotational symmetry can be described by
R(%’r)ﬁg)RT(%ﬁ) = I:IE;T), where R(#) = exp(iafaf) is a
phase-space rotation by an angle 6 [20, 37]. This Hamil-
tonian supports ¢ global minima, cf. the Q-function in
Fig. |1| (left) for ¢ = 6. Here, we have rescaled the phase-
space coordinates such that the g global minima fulfill
|x + ip| = 1 corresponding to different classical solu-
tions. Remarkably, quantum fluctuations do not intro-
duce any tunneling between these solutions as the cor-
. 27

responding coherent states |o,,) = [« /v/2\) with
m=20,1,---,q — 1 are exact zero-energy eigenstates. In
other words, the groundstate manifold is g-dimensional
space spanned by ¢ g-legged cat states.

Note that since the Hamiltonian Q-function is a poly-
nomial, its Fourier transform Eq. @ is divergent. To
solve this problem, we renormalize the divergence intro-
ducing the bounded Hamiltonian ﬁg;) = U,YI;T}T)UW with
U, = e—a'a, Obviously, limy_,o Hff;) = ﬁg). We can

calculate analytically fr(ky,k,) and V(z,t) for fI;ﬂTW) for
any arbitrary positive integer ¢ and v > 0. This allows us
to arrive at a closed expression for the driving potential
in the limit v — 0 (see App. @

q
V(z,t) = Z By m AT " 2*™ — C, cos(quot)z?,  (10)

m=1

. mony2(_1yatm |
with By = Colinmr and Co = rogrstCoymyay
We note that for ¢ = 2 we recover a well-known result:
Eq. corresponds to a parametrically driven Duffing
oscillator [53} 54, 57, [58]. We further note that the driv-
ing period is Ty = T/q which directly follows from the
g-fold rotational symmetry of the Floquet Hamiltonian.

Realizing Hamiltonian @ is appealing in view of quan-
tum computation because weak photon decay, with rate
Kk < 2Bq?, steers the oscillator towards its groundstate
manifold containing code and error spaces of cat code
[8], see Ref. [28] for ¢ = 2 and Appendix for the general
case. In the App. [E] we numerically verify the quality
of the weak dissipation and rotating wave approximation
for realistic parameters.

B. Sharp-boundary well

Next, we demonstrate that our method allows us to
engineer wells with a sharp boundary in phase space.
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FIG. 2: Elliptical well in phase space. (a) Hamiltonian
Q-function Hg) (z,p)/B with long axis a = 2, short axis b =
1, A = 0.1 and convolution factor o = v/A. (b) Designed
driving potential V' (z,t) in one Floquet period (lower) and at
instants t = 0, t = w/2 (upper). (¢) Energy spectrum and
Husimi Q-functions of ground state (i = 1), first excited state
(1 = 2), fourth (i = 5) excited eigenstates. The dashed circles
in (a) and (c) indicate the boundary of elliptical well.

For concreteness we choose an elliptical shape, i.e.
H(QT) (z,p) = —f inside the white dashed line in Fig. a)

and H') = 0 otherwise. In the classical limit A — 0,
our method allows us to find a closed-form solution for
V(x,t) (see App. . However, our solution is divergent
at two time-dependent positions. In addition, it does
not directly apply to the quantum regime, A # 0, be-
cause the dependence of V(z,t) on A is not analytical.
This is due to the exponential factor in Eq. @ leading
to divergent NcFT coefficients fr(ky,k,) in the limit of
large wavevectors, k2 + k;g — oo, for any A # 0. We
remove these unphysical features by smoothing out the
target Floquet Hamiltonian by applying a convolution
with _a Gaussian kernel with standard deviation o, cf.
Fig. a). For o above a threshold, o > /A/2, the NcFT
spectrum fr(k,, k) becomes integrable and, thus, leads
to a smooth solution for V(z,t), cf. Fig. 2[b) and the
closed expression in the App. [G This implies that we
can implement a potential step that is arbitrarily sharp
compared to the typical dimensions of phase-space well,
but should remain smooth on the scale of the oscillator
quantum fluctuations. Note that Floquet Hamiltonians
with sharper boundaries (¢ < /A/2) are well-defined
but cannot be realized using our method (see App.|Bland
App. . The spectrum and first few eigenmodes are also
shown in Fig.[2[c). The latter are squeezed non-gaussian
states.

C. DMoiré superlattice

In Ref [41I], we have shown how to synthesize arbitrary
lattices in phase space. We can use our method to com-
bine a lattice potential with a sharp confinement realizing
a finite-size lattice. For concreteness we focus on a Moiré
superlattice, cf. Fig. a). This is the phase-space equiva-
lent of the 2D potential for electrons in twisted graphene
[59H62]. The Moiré superlattice is formed by overlay-
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FIG. 3: Moiré superlattice in phase space. (a) Hamil-
tonian Q-function of Moiré superlattice with twisted angle
# = 10° and confined in a region with radius R = 20x. (b)
Density plot of NcFT coefficient B fr(kz,kp). (c) Designed
driving potential V' (z,t) for t € [0,7/6). (d) V(z,t) at fixed
time instants ¢ = 0 (upper) and ¢ = T'/12 (lower).

ing two honeycomb lattices with a relative twist angle
0o in a finite region of radius R. Outside of this region

H}T) (z,p) = 0. The resulting Hamiltonian Q-function
for the twist angle 6y = 10° is shown in Fig. Bfa). As
discussed above, overall the Floquet Hamiltonian should
be smooth on the scale of the oscillator quantum fluc-
tuations. As for the phase-space well example above,
this can be implemented by applying a convolution with
a Gaussian kernel to the initially discontinuous Floquet
Hamiltonian. The ensuing transition between the Flo-
quet lattice potential and the phase-space region with

H},T) (z,p) = 0 can be arbitrarily sharp compared to R
or to the honeycomb lattice constant. A closed formula
for the Floquet Hamiltonian is given in the App. [H]

Applying our method, we calculate the NcFT spec-
trum fr(kz, kp) shown in Fig. b). It is formed by three
groups of twelve peaks. Each group of peaks is obtained
from a single peak by applying one of the six-fold phase-
space rotations and/or the rotation by the twist angle
0o, cf Fig. a). The width of all the peaks is oc R™!.
All these features as well as the exact locations of the
peaks can be read out from a closed-form solution for
fr(ky, kp) given in the App. H| In Fig. c), we plot the
ensuing driving potential V(z,t) for 0 <t < Ty. [In this
case, the driving period Ty is one-sixth of the natural pe-
riod, Ty = T/6, reflecting the 6-fold rotational-symmetry
of our target Floquet Hamiltonian.] In Fig. d), we also
plot the instant driving potential at ¢ = 0 and t = Ty/2
(or t = T/12). We note that the real-space driving po-
tential is a sequence of discrete lattice potentials localized
in a finite region of real space that are switched on for
a short time interval. We note further that in the limit

4

R — o0, the peaks in (k;, k,)-space become d-functions,
and the driving potential reduces to a discrete sequence
of stroboscopic lattices with specific amplitudes, wave-
lengths, and phases [39, 41l [63], [64]. Considering that
the contact interaction of cold atoms turns into a long-
distance Coulomb-like interaction in the rotating frame
[39, 4T, [64H70], many atoms in the phase space Moiré
superlattice would mimic the behavior of electrons in
twisted bilayer graphene [59H62].

D. Artificial atomic spectrum

Our method can be leveraged to implement a tar-
get spectrum {E,} as well as desired target eigenstates
{|Yn)}. As mentioned above, this could be useful for
quantum simulations with interacting atoms. In this sce-
nario, our method could be straightforwardly applied to
the target Floquet Hamiltonian ﬁg) = Enltn) (Y.
For concreteness, we consider |¢,) = |n) where {|n)}
is the harmonic oscillator (Fock states) eigenbasis. In
this example, the Hamiltonian Q-function and the NcFT
spectrum can be easily expressed as a sum over the exci-
tation number n,

CL‘2 P2 i En 2 2 n
HY (@,p) =5 S 2 (T

n! 2\
n=0
and
— . En 2 k2
Frika, k) =3 A=A TIR(1+m51-0%), (12)
Jé; 2
n=0
respectively. Here, 1Fi(a;b;2) is the Kummer conflu-

ent hypergeometric function. The driving potential V (z)
can be straightforwardly calculated by plugging Eq. (12])
into Egs. and . Note that since the NcFT spec-
trum fr(k cosT, ksin7) is independent of the angular co-
ordinate 7, the driving potential V(x) is static. This,
in turn, follows from our choice of eigenbasis leading to
a target Floquet Hamiltonian invariant under arbitrary
phase-space rotations, cf. Eq. . Note further that the

2
asymptotic behavior 1 Fi(1 4 n; 1; —%2) ~ (—g—k?)"e_%

for k — oo ensures that the integral in Eq. is well
defined. In Fig. 4| we display the potential V (z) for two
interesting choices of the spectrum {E,}. In panel (a),
we fix {E,} to be the spectrum of the hydrogen atom
E, = —BX/(n+1)%. In panel (b) we choose E; = —j3\
and Ey = Ey — BA(X — 2) while all other levels are zero,
E,~1 = 0. Thus, at A = 3/4, the energies Fy and F; of
the second spectrum display an exact crossing.

VI. STATE PREPARATION

Our method combined with an adiabatic ramp pro-
tocol following Ref. [31] can be exploited to prepare a
desired quantum state. As example, we demonstrate the
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atomic levels with parameter A = %; (b) levels |0) and [1)
gapped from other degenerate levels with A = 1. In both fig-
ures, the eigenstates |n) are the harmonic Fock states.

preparation of a cat state in the groundstate manifold of
Hamiltonian Eq. (9), including also the effects of dissipa-
tion, see App. [F}

VII. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATIONS

In order to design arbitrary Hamiltonians in phase
space, one needs the ability to engineer the driving real-
space potential V(x,t) in experiments. This might be
difficult in practice. An alternative route is to directly
use Eq. . In the App. we show that the tar-
get Floquet Hamiltonian can be well-approximated by
replacing the integral with sum of a finite number of
cosine lattice potentials. For example, we demonstrate
the preparation of a three-legged cat state with 99% fi-
delity using only 5 such potentials. In cold atom ex-
periments, the building block cosine lattice is formed by
laser beams intersecting at an angle [41] [71), [72]. In ex-

periments with superconducting circuits [73H75], a mi-
crowave cavity in series with a Josephson junction (JJ)
biased by a dc voltage (V) is described by the Hamilto-
nian H(t) = hwoda'a — E; cos[wt + A(al +a)], where E;
is the JJ energy, wy = 2eV/h is the Josephson frequency
and A = /2¢?/(hwoC) with C the cavity capacitance
[r6H87].

VIII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have introduced a general construc-
tive method to derive the driving potential, up to leading
order in the Floquet-Magnus expansion, generating any
arbitrary Floquet Hamiltonian of a single Bosonic mode.
We have also shown that, in App. [E] and App. [F] it can
be transferred to state-of-the-art experimental platforms
to efficiently prepare quantum states as part of a long-
lived quantum memory. A natural extension of our work
would be to include higher-order perturbative corrections
as the inverse problem of the Floquet-Magnus theory.
Another exciting prospect is to extend our method to
a many-body scenario by upgrading the single-particle
plane-wave operator exp[i(ky& + kpp)] used in Eq. (b)) to
a many-body equivalent exp[}_, i(k}2; + kpp;)]. In ex-
periments with superconducting circuits, this could be
implemented coupling a dc-voltage biased JJ to multiple
superconducting cavities [76] [81] [82] [84) [85] [87].
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Appendix A: Noncommutative Fourier transformation

In this section, we provide detailed calculation of the noncomutative Fourier transformation (NcFT) coefficient for

a given target Floquet Hamiltonian operator fI}T) = .FAIJ(VT)

sum of plane-wave operators, cf. Eq. (5) in the main text,

ﬁl(,T)(jfaﬁ) — %//dkxdkpr(kx,kp)ei(kmi+kpﬁ)-

(z,p). We start from writing the target Hamiltonian as a

(A1)

In order to calculate the Fourier coefficient fr(k,,k,), we first express the target Hamiltonian with reordered ladder

operators

a0 @4 a) =Y xam(@hmam.

Note that the ordering here keeps all the terms from commutators. By defining the coherent state |a) as the eigenstate
of lowering operator d|a) = a|a), we calculate the operator in the diagonal coherent representation

T *\ (T *\M . m
Héz)(a,a ):<C¥|H1(:)|OZ>ZZXnm(C¥) o™,

(A2)

Function Hg) (v, a*) can also be written as Hg) (x,p) by identifying o = (z + ip)/V 2\ where

x = {a|t|a) =

p= (alpla) =i

%(a* +a)

3(a

(A3)
*—a).



In order to calculation the NcFT coefficient fr(ky,k,) in Eq. (Al), we need to calculate the coherent diagonal

element of the plane-wave operator (oz|e’(’€ ’”+kpp)|a> For this purpose, we introduce the displacement operator

D, = e®'=2"a with the following relationship [69]

DaDﬁ = eiIm(aB*)ba+ﬂ’ Da|ﬁ> = eiIm(aﬂ*)|a + B> (A4)

We then write the plane-wave operator as e/(F=2+kpp) — Using the relationship (A4)), we have the
—\f kp—iky)" g

kyz+k

matrix element of plane-wave operator e*( »P) in coherent state representation

(a]eikadtkod)| gy — <a"b—\/§(k,,—ikm)|ﬂ>

<a P - mz>>e—i@mm—mm
_ |o¢\2 18— \/>(k —iky +a*[‘370¢*\/§ kp—iky \/>Im[ kp—iky)B"] (A5)

In the last step, we have used and the identity («|8) = e~lal®/2=181° /24078, Thus, we have the diagonal elements of
plane-wave operator from Eq. (A5

o A , .
<a|€z(kzw+kpp)|a> — exp ( . Z'kp . ik$|2)ez(kmx+kpp) _ e—%(k§+kﬁ)ez(kmx+kpp). (A6)

Using Egs. (A2) and (A6)), we have the Fourier coefficient from Eq. (A1) as follows

4(k2+k2
fr(ke, kp) = / / dxde( (z,p)e (kazthpp) (A7)

Egs. (A1) and (A7) construct the noncommutative Fourier transformation (NcFT) technique introduced in this paper.
From the hermicity of Hamiltonian operator, we have the following important relationship

fT(k/’wakp) = f7*“<_kwv_kp>- (AS)

Note out that here we present a general way to calculation the NcFT coefficient. In practice, for some specific target
Hamiltonians, there may exist a simpler and more direct way to obtain the result as for the rotational lattice shown
below.

Appendix B: One-to-one correspondence between Hamiltonian operator and Q-function

In the above derivation of the NcFT coefficient for a given target Hamiltonian operator, we perform Fourier
transformation of the Hamiltonian Q-function that only takes the diagonal elements of Hamiltonian operator in the
coherent state representation, cf. Eq. (A2)). One may wonder if some information is lost by neglecting the off-diagonal

elements. In this section, we will prove the Hamiltonian operator ﬁg)(a?,ﬁ), given by Egs. 1) and || is fully
determined by its Hamiltonian Q-function H(T) (z,p) = <a|ﬁ(T) (Z,p)|) together with commutator [#,p] = i\

We write the Hamiltonian in the Fock representation H(T) Y o Enm|n)(m| with n,m = 0,1,--- and define the

following operator
N 1 . N N
Hom(2,9) = o / / dkeydky from (ka, k) et FadTkop), (B1)
™
where fpm(ks, kp) is the NcFT coefficient of the operator |n)(m| given by

(kZ+k _
Jrm (kg kp) = T//dmdenm(x,p)eﬂ(k’””kpp) (B2)

with the Q-function of operator |n)(m| given by

Hym (2, p) = (a|n)(m|a). (B3)



Because the target Hamiltonian is the liner superposition of |n)(m| with n,m = 0,1,---, we just need to prove
(0 [ Hy (2, P) M) = O G- (B4)

Using coherent state in the basis of Fock states |a) = e~ o don r|n> we calculate the Q-function of |n)(m|

Hon(rp) = faln)(mlo) = —=—e= 5 (T22)" (120)", (55)

By introducing x = rcosf, p =rsinf and k, = kcosT, k, = ksinT, we have the Fourier component

rdrdf H,yy, (7 cos 0, 1 sin §) e~k cos(0=7)

Ak
el
Jnm(k, ) =

i(m—n)T man »2k?  poo 2
_ ez( 1—n) ( 1 ) + e4k / rm+n+1€_§d7“/ dee—ikrcos(G—7‘)+i(m—n)(9—7‘)
vnlm! \V/2A 2m Jo 0

ei(7rL—n)T ( 1

m+n )‘kz gn—m > m+n+1 _r2
S () e B

a2 Inlyo 1 /2
Tk <’L€”

)m n A
EV A I'(l—m+n)

= e —_—

Ao
m' 1F1(1+n,1—m+n,—§k ) (BG)

where J,_,(2) is the Bessel function with order of n —m, and 1 F}(a;b; ) is the Kummer confluent hypergeometric
function. We introduce the marix element [S§]

(ko dtkpp CA (2 k2 A oMt A
(n'|e! e hoR) ) = =3 (Fathy) [\/;(kpﬂkx)} \/;Ln, [ (k2 + k)] (B7)

where L;L”/,_"l(z) is the generalized Laguerre polynomial. Then, we have the matrix element of H,,,(&,p) in Fock
representation

<n/|Hnm(£aﬁ)|m/>

1 g
7/ / dkipdbp fom (a, bp) (/=02 )

= erm \/>\/> \/> (1—/7\71+n)

1
271'

o0 m/_n , |
x/ dk<\/xk) Ermt L B (14 ns 1 —mo+ g —ékz)LZ n (%k2)
0

= 6m nm/—n
\/ m—n+n') V 1—m—|—n

o
x/ kdk 1 Fy (1 + n; l—m—i—n—ka)Lm "( kQ)
0

= 6m nm/—n
\/ m—n+n') V 1—m—|—n
A

X / kdk 1 Fy(1+n;1 —m 4 n; —k2) L7 (1252) (where k = \/gk‘)
0
= B O (B8)

7 il —m)—(m = g

This is the identity we aim to prove. As a result, for a fixed )\, the mapping between Floquet Hamiltonians and
Q-functions is one to one.

Note that the exponentially suppression factor e~ F(RHRD) i Eq. ) cancels the same exponentially increasing
factor in Eq. ( . We will mention the sequence of this point in the dlscussmn of sharp-boundary elliptical well
below.



Appendix C: Designing driving potential

In this section, we show how to construct the driving potential from the NcFT coefficient such that its Floquet
Hamiltonian equals to the target Hamiltonian in the leading order (RWA). We introduce the polar coordinate system
in (ky, k) space via (k; = kcosT,k, = ksinT), and write the Fourier expansion Eq. (A1) as

1 2m

. ook (3 i
HI(:*T) _ dT/ dk|27|fT(k',T)EZk(ICOST+pSIHT)- (Cl)

2 Jo

Here, we have defined the Fourier component in the polar coordinate system via fr(k,7) = fr(ks, kp), and allow for
negative k via the relation fr(k,7) = f3(—k,7), cf. Eq.(A8). From the Fourier component of the target Hamiltonian
fr(k,7), we design the real space driving potential as follows

+oo k )
V(z,t) = / % (K, wot)e*® dk, (C2)

— 00
where the phase variable wyt in time domain plays the role of angle 7 in (ks, k) space. By setting driving period
Ty = 27 /(woq), the Hamiltonian in the rotating frame, cf. Eq. (3) in the main text, becomes

N teo . gy
H(t) = / Sl fr (R, wot)e(® coseottpsinit) g, (C3)

— 0o

By time averaging the above Hamiltonian, cf. Eq. (4) in the main text, and comparing the averaged result to Eq. (C1)),

one can directly find that the lowest-order Floquet-Magnus expansion (RWA) gives the target Hamiltonian H I(;T) (z,p).
We can also write the engineered driving potential in real space as

+oo
V(z,t) :/0 k£ (k,wot)| cos[kz + ¢ (k, t)|dk,

where we have introduced phase ¢(k,t) = Arg[fr(k,wot)] and used the property f(—k,wot) = f*(k,wot). Thus,
the driving potential can be engineered by superposing a series of cosine lattice potentials with tunable amplitudes
|k fr(k,wot)| and phases ¢(k,t).

Appendix D: Rotational lattice Hamiltonian

We apply our method to engineer the target Floquet Hamiltonian with g-fold discrete rotational lattice symmetry
in phase space

A = P et - agnar - ag)e ', o1
|l

where the factor e~74'® with v > 0 is introduced to suppress the divergence of Hamiltonian in phase space. The
above Hamiltonian is a generalised version of the rotational lattice Hamiltonian discussed in the main text, and it
goes back to Eq. (9) by setting ap = 1/v/2\. Using the identity

e—’yflf&|a> — e~ 3(1=e7*)]al? e ),

we have the Hamiltonian Q-function as follows

T ~(T
HY (2,p) = (ol A |a)

B z? 4 p? ’(zﬂ'p)q q qu
— _ — . D2
|ape |24 exp( 2\ ) V2\ %o¢ (D2)

Here, we have defined the parameter o, = 1/v1 —e=27.



In order to obtain the analytical expression for the NcFT coefficient of Hamiltonian Q-function, we transform
into the polar coordinate system by introducing (x = rcos¢,p = rsin¢) and (k, = kcosT,k, = ksin7). Plugging
Eq. (D2)) into Eq. (A7), we have

eAR? /4 ptoo 27 - ]
frk,7) = 5nF /0 rdr/o d(;SHéh)(r cos ¢, rsin (;S)e_mcos(‘b_ﬂ

e)\k2/4 +oo 727-722 r2a (Z',raoe'yfir)q (_Z'ra*e’yw%'r)q
= PEIE] / rdre 7% [7(2/\)qu(1€7“) - 7(2)0% J_q(kr) — 4(20)\)% Jq(kr) + |O‘0€7|2qJ0(k7")}

el AR 2(g+1)

A 5 .
- W{n!lmlﬂgl;ﬁﬁk%’ (e 0‘067\[) KOF(1+ g1+ g —502k?)

X A\ ¢ A A
(ie”agfﬂ\/;> FLR(L+ 1+ —502k?) + ‘O‘Oe ’ 1F1(1;1;7503k2)] (D3)

Here, J,(e) is the Bessel function of ¢-th order and ; F (a; b; e) is the Kummer confluent hypergeometric function.
In order to obtain an analytical expression for the driving potential V(z,t), we introduce the following identities:

+o0 1 A
Identity T : / ST R (14 1+ g3 —So2k?)ewdk

a2 +2 1 z?
=211 2)02 — A% [qD(L)(1 + (1)) A (L2 2
@2r0? =N TG+ ()R -5
. q+3 qg+3 3 22 }
4iz(1 — (—=1)™)T F 2 : D4
(1 (2 (22 ), (D)
Identity 11 : /+001|ke4 F(LL -2k dh = 2 p Ty (p)
y : . 11\ 4 97 2)\0_’2)/_)\ (2)\03_>\)% 2)\0—%7)\ 3
+ o0
1 A .
Identity III : / §\k|e%k21F1(q +1;1; —503/{2)6*%
OO g A 99
= ; ket 1F1(q+1;1;—507k ) cos(kx)dk
+o0 m 400
1 (-1) A2 A m
=3 Z @m)! /0 et Fi(g+1;1; - 50’3k2)(k‘$)2 dk?
m=0
+oo +o0
1 -nm A
= imzzo ((272)' 332’”/0 e%lel(q—l—1;1;—§o§z)zmdz (here, z = k?)
“+oo
1 -nm , 4\ m+1 2
= E 22— <) T(m+1)2F (m+ 1,9+ 1;1;202). (D6)
| B!
2 = (2m)! A

Here, I'(e) is the Gamma function and D(z) = e foz e’ dt is the Dawson function. Identity Eq. QD is the special
case of identity Eq. (D4) by setting n = 0. In identity Eq. , 2F1(a,b;c; z) is the hypergeometric function given
by the path integral in the complex (-plane [89]

T(c) 1 [T T(a+ b+ ()
TR fero (A (07)

2Fi(a,bic;2) =

The above integral is valid for |arg(—z)| <7 —¢ (0 <e <) and a,b ¢ Z, . For |z| < 1, the hypergeometric function
can be written by the power series

[ee]

)k (
o F1(a, b;¢; 2) Z (©n —!, |z| <1 (D8)
k=0
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with the Pochhammer symbol (z); = I'(x 4+ k)/T'(x). The analytical continuation of 5 F(a, b; ¢; z) into the domain
|z| > 1 can be realised from the following relationship [89]

L(e)l'(b—a) 1
Fi(a,bc;2) = — =) 2F} i1—b+a;—
2 1(0,, 76,2) F(b)F(c—a)( Z) 2 1( C+a7 +a7z)
T'(e)T'(a—0b) 1. 1
— =) oF1 (bl —c+b1— b; —). D9
+F(a)f‘(c—b)( Z) 2 1( ) c+ 3 a+ 72) ( )
The above relationship is valid for |arg(—z)| <7 —€ (0 < e <) and a — b ¢ Z. From Egs. and (D3)-(D6), we

obtain the analytical expression for the designed driving potential for finite values of v > 0 and arbitrary complex
number «aq as follows

()¢ +1) X I(m+1) 2m(4)m+1
|\faoe’7|2‘1 F2m+1 2 A

(Aof)riiae p— T
ﬁaoe':;q(g)\gg_)\){ﬂgs{(lev ao\/g)q+<267+ o %)Q}

7 g+2 1 z?
X[(1+(—l)q)qr(§)\/2)‘037)‘1}71( B 757 m)

V"/(x’t) =

2Fi(m+1,q+1;1;202)

. q+3 q+3 3 x?
diz(1 = (=1)O)T F 2 }
+diz(1 — (=1)1)I( B )1 ( 5 g 2)@37}\)
2 2
207 1 43@07 T

+ - — D( )- (D10)
205 =1 VX(202-1)7 ", fax02 — \

Next, we discuss how to calculate driving potential V,(z,t) in the limit of v — 0 (0, = 1/V1 —e~27 — +00).
Using Eq (Dg), (DY) and the Euler’s reflection formula F(z)I‘(l — z) = 7w/sin(wz), we obtain the following series
expansion of the hypergeometric function for |z| > 1 and q € Zg

+oo
T(m+k+1)2(=1)mtatt
Fi(1 1 i1 2) =
2 1( +m7 +Q7 72) ZF(

k=0

1 1\ k+m+1
— (- . D11
1+m)F(1+q)F(qu+k+1)k!<z) (D11)
Note that the parameter m actually can take the whole real values, i.e., m € R. Although the above expansion is
not defined for m at negative integers m € Z~, but the limit values do exist and can be defined as the values of the
expansion for m € Z~ . By plugging the above series expansion Eq. (D11)) and also the confluent hypergeometric

function 1 Fy (a;b;2) = Y e (a): 7: into Eq. 1) we obtain the driving potential in the limit of v = 0 (o0, = +00)

BRSNS o o i’ NS AU/l Vil oV s I M L
VAag2e =& T(2m+1) T(m—q+k+1) k! ‘202

el i oy 2)" + (= ieriragy (3] D13)

Vysolz,t) = (D12)

XTr+m+HrQd) 41/ _2\%—m 2
(1+ (=17 ; (=1)7227m T Ae) e (D14)
X [ T;O T +m)
+oo q 3
+Z(1 B (71)(]) Z F(% ;(?i;))r(g) (71)m2%7m7%(}\U’Qy)%fmf%x2m+1} (D15)
m=0 2
Y (D16)

L )k+m7q =0in

20,2Y
the limit of 0., = 400 (note that Gamma function I'(z) = oo for nonpositive integer argument z € Z ). In line ,
only terms with even integer ¢ and m < ¢/2 give nonzero contribution. Furthermore, we emphasise that the driving
potential V(x,t) is obtained from the RWA. In the rotating frame, the oscillating terms from m < ¢/2 cannot cancel
the time-dependent parts given by terms that contain e**7 in line (D13]). Therefore, the only nontrivial contribution

In line (D12)), only terms that satisfy k+m —q = 0 give nonzero contribution otherwise m(
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FIG. 5: Target Hamiltonian and engineered driving potential. (a) Q-function of target Hamiltonian Hy, (r )(x p)/B, cf.
Eq. ., with 3-fold rotational symmetry in phase space. (b) The real-space driving potential V5 (z,t) that generates target
Hamiltonian in (a). (c)-(d) The time-varying amplitude A(k,t) and phase ¢(k,t) of cosine component of engineered driving
potential V., (x,t), cf. Eq. (E7), as functions of wavenumber in the range k € (0, 10k.). Parameters: A = 1/4, ap = 1/v2X = /2
and v = |ag|72/2 = 1/4.

comes from the term with m = ¢/2 in line (D14)). For the same reason, only nontrivial contribution comes from the
term with m = (¢ — 1)/2 in line (D15)). By neglecting these terms, we have the designed driving potential

B ; 1 _1\m qﬂ q=m g 2m
Ve = v 2 @

(o) (i)
4T+ 9T(5) (-1)3

x([1+ (1)1 r(JHig) :

+1. (D17)

+i[l = (=1)7]

N[ =

By taking the value of ag = 1/v/2), we obtain the driving potential given by Eq. (10) shown in the main text, i.e.,

- @D o + (=D 1= (=D ¢
V(z,t) = mzzo @m)lg — m)! A ¥ — /7! (2+%) + (1) 1 cos(qr)z? + 1
= i By m AT " x*™ — C, cos(quot)z? + 1. (D18)
m=0

Here, we have defined the coefficients By, = % and Cy = y/mq! “f(r(;); + 11:(2111)” = F[(2q+23‘_/?ﬁ!1)q)/4].

Appendix E: Dissipative dynamics for the Bosonic code Floquet Hamiltonian

In this section, we discuss the dissipative dynamics for the Floquet Hamiltonian Eq. (9) of the main text, which
holds ¢-fold rotational symmetry in phase space. We prove that our arbitrary phase-space Hamiltonian engineering
method can indeed allow us to design driving potential such that photon loss (dissipation) naturally leads the system
state into the code subspace. Here, we focus on the experimentally relevant scenario occurring at a photon loss rate
 that is much smaller than the typical frequency of the oscillations in the rotating frame (set by driving strength 3).
We mention in passing that the special case of ¢ = 2 (parametric oscillator) has been already discussed in Ref. [28].

Note that the Floquet Hamiltonian fI}T) given by Eq. (9) in the main text is the special case of the Floquet
Hamiltonian f]g;) given by Eq. 1' in this Supplementary Material by taking parameters v = 0 and ag = 1/v2\. In

fact, the Floquet Hamiltonian H FT is somewhat “unphysical” because it is divergent when the phase-space coordinates
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approach infinity. In contrast, the Floquet Hamiltonian FI}? is more relevant to the real experiments and more

convenient to be studied by numerical simulations since the divergence is suppressed by the exponential factor e~va'a,
For this reason, below, we discuss the dissipative dynamics for the more general Floquet Hamiltonian ﬁ}? However,
we anticipate that the same basic physics will apply to any sufficiently small v and, thus, also to the limiting case
v = 0, corresponding to the Floquet Hamiltonian I:II(TT) of the main text.

1. Groundstate manifold and engineered driving potential

Before delving into the dissipative dynamics of the oscillator, we introduce a basis of rotationally invariant states

for the “ground-state” manifold of Hamiltonian f{}? and give more details about the implementation of f{}? We
remind that the g-fold symmetry of the Hamiltonian I;[I(,Tw) in phase space is described by

A A(T) B (T
R DR, = Y, (B1)
where
Rq = eszdQT"

is the discrete rotational operator [20, B7]. According to the Bloch theorem extended in phase space [20, B7], the
eigentsates of ¢-fold rotational Hamiltonian can be written in form of

[1m) = PRV G, Rlthnm) = e i) (E2)

W Z
where index [ labels the Bloch bands, m is called quasinumber representing the parity of state, |¢;) is the cell state
of [-th Bloch band and M m 1s the normalized factor. For the Hamiltonian H (r ) given by Eq. 1.) the g standard
coherent states |aoev+z q ) withm =0,1,--- ,g—1 are the degenerate exact zero—energy eigenstates. We thus choose

the coherent state |ape?) as the cell state for the lowest band, |¢o) = ape?), and construct the Bloch states of lowest
band

—1 g—1
1 K 1 f0n 27D ;2mp
[P = ——= Z P Rp|aoe“’> T Z e Jape ). (E3)
m p=0 m p=0
Here, we have omitted the band index [ = 0 for simplicity. The above ¢ ¢-legged cat states |¢),,) construct the code
subspace. For example for ¢ = 3, the code space is panned by the following three code states

1

lvo) = \/Nr(|aoe"’> + ‘Oéo€7+i%7ﬂ> + |a067+i4‘7”>) (E4)
0
1 ¥ i2r Y+iZE idz y+idE
1) = \/Tﬂaoe Y+ e ape’ T ) +e' s ape s >) (E5)
1
) = (Jaoe?) + €5 |ape ™) + €' |age? ). (E6)
2

Next, we give more details about the implementation of H ;,T). Also in this case we take as an example for concrete
numerical results the case ¢ = 3, but our more qualitative discussion will apply equally well to other inteier values of

g. In Fig. a), we calculate and plot the corresponding Hamiltonian Q-function Hg,;)(z, p)/B, cf. Eq. (D2)), for given

parameters. The analytical expression for the driving potential V (x,wot) that generates the target Hamiltonian H g;)
is given by Eq. (D10)). In Fig. b), we plot V., (z,wot) in one time period T' = 27 /wy. Different from the power-law
driving potential given by Eq. (10) in the main text, the driving potential here for generating ﬁl(};) is confined in
a finite region in real space due to the suppression factor 7. As discussed in the main text, the driving potential

V., (x,wot) can be formally written as a superposition of cosine potentials

+oo
V, (2, wot) = /O Ak, wot) coslka + 6 (k, wot)|dk. (E7)
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Here, the time-varying amplitudes A(k,wot) and phases ¢(k,wpt) are determined from the non-commutative Fourier
coefficients fr(k,wot) given by Eq. (D3) in polar coordinates (k, = k coswot, kp = ksinwyt)

A(k,wot) = E|fr(kcoswot, ksinwgt)|,  ¢(k,wot) = Arg[fr(k coswot, k sinwyt)]. (E8)

In Fig. c) and (d), we plot the time-varying amplitude A(k,wot) and the phase ¢(k,wot) respectively as functions
of time 0 < t < 27 /wy and wavenumber 0 < k < 10k,, where we have defined characteristic wavenumber

[1—e—27

2. Dissipative dynamics leading to the groundstate manifold

Here, we go back to the main goal of this section, i.e. to study the dissipative dynamics of the oscillator when the
Floquet Hamiltonian Hf;) is prepared using our method. In the presence of weak photon loss and pure dephasing,
the dissipative dynamics of the density matrix p(t) is described by the Lindblad master equation [90]

@ p(t) = < 1#1(0), (1)) + s (api — J{aa, p)) + n(atapila — S{@a)?, ). (E10)

where {/1, E} = AB + BA is the anticommutator,  is the single-photon loss rate and 7 is the dephasing rate. Here,
H(t) is the full Hamiltonian

A(E) = 55 +3%) + BV, (, wot), (E11)

with the potential V. (z,t) as derived using our method, cf Eq. (E7). We note in passing that the master equation
(E10) is valid for any weakly non-linear high-quality-factor oscillator [90]. In our work, these two conditions translate
into f < wyp, and k,n < wy, respectively. Below we show that in the realistic parameter regime

n]ae)? < K < 2¢%8 < wo, (E12)

the oscillator tends to relax into the groundstate manifold of the Bosonic code Floquet Hamiltonian. We will corrob-
orate our analytical derivation with numerical results obtained by directly solving Eq. , cf Fig. 2.

For our initial analytical treatment, we consider the dissipative dynamics when photon decay is the only decay
channel (setting the dephasing rate 7 = 0) and switch to the rotating frame arriving at the Lindblad master equation
[8, 18, 22} 28, 53, [90H93]

d T . . 1 ..
aprwa = _X[ gf;),prwa] + /‘ﬁ(aprumr,a]L - i{aTavprwa})- (EIS)

Going from the lab-frame master equation (E10) to the rotating-frame master equation (E13|), we have further
simplified the description by applying the RWA to the Hamiltonian in the rotating frame. This approximation [45] [46]
is standard and is consistent with the assumption § < wq leading to Eq. (47). We recall that the Floquet Hamiltonian

H éTv) comprises g separate wells. In the limit A < 1, the transition between different wells occurs on a very large time
scale (exponentially large in A™1). This means the total process towards equilibrium via photon loss can be divided
into two distinguished stages: a fast process of time scale £~ relaxing to local equilibrium point (z., p.) in each local
well and a slow transition (tunneling) process between local wells. The total probability in the code space is governed
by the first quench process because the second slow transition process only adjusts the distribution over the states
inside the code space. This makes it convenient to first analyze the linearized dynamics within one well. Below we

follow the general treatment of Ref. [94].
For concreteness, we consider the well about a, = (x. + ip.)/v/2X, cf. the minima of the Hamiltonian in Fig. (a).
Up to leading order in §a = a — a,, we can approximate the local rotating wave Hamiltonian as a harmonic oscillator
A\ ~ 2042 Boa1ba. (E14)

Thus, the oscillations about each well have frequency 23¢?, giving rise to the quantized spectrum E,, = A23¢%(n+1/2).
We note that the broadening of the Floquet spectrum due to photon decay is of the order Ax. If the broadening is
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FIG. 6: Dissipative dynamics leading to code subspaces. Time evolution of total probability P.oqe over code space
for different photon loss rates without pure dephasing (left) and with finite dephasing rate 1/wo = 107 (right). Parameters:
driving strength 8/wo = 1/40 and driving frequency w = wo.

much smaller than the typical level spacing, x < 2¢?3, the dissipative dynamics is well approximated by a rate
equation for the Floquet states [53, [04]

d
—P = -k Z(Wsz — W Py). (E15)

dt oy

Here, P, = (¢;|p|#:) is the occupation of the local Floquet states |¢;), i.e., the cell state of I-th Bloch band defined in
Eq. (E2)). The transition rates Wy according to Fermi golden rule are given by

Wi = [(¢1alenw)[*. (E16)

Because the local ground state for the quasienergy well is simply the standard coherent state |¢o) = |a.) according
to our target setting, the transition rates from a local ground to the excited states are exactly zero, i.e., W;g = 0 for
I > 0. Thus, photon decay induces transitions only towards the bottom of the well. Obviously, the same analysis
applies to all ¢ quasienergy wells. Thus, any superposition of states each localized about different quasi-energy wells
will relax towards the groundstate manifold spanned by the coherent states |a,,) = |eim277r ) withm=0,...q—1.

We note in passing that Eq. can be easily modified to account for finite photon dephasing with rate n
corresponding to the RWA Lindblad master equation [8] [I8] 22] 28 53] ©92] 03]

d —_ 1

. 1 1
TN (pruat! — 5 {610, prua}) +n(tapruedla — S {(@18)2, prua} ). El
dtprwa )\[ Fry 7p7wa] +’€ APrwa@ 2{& avp’rwa} +77 A APrywa@ a 2{(& Cl) 7p’U<l} ( 7)

In the limit 2¢%8 > x,n/(2)), we arrive at Eq. (E15)) with modified transition rates
A n At A
Wi = (@ulalon)l? + 2liouatalon) P (E15)

By making harmonic approximation near the bottom of quasienergy well, the local Floquet levels are simple displaced
Fock states |¢;) = da'?|ae)/V1!. The modified transition rates are approximately

Wi = U (1+ne) 1,0 + (' + 1)Aaedy—1 0 (E19)

leading to a steady state Boltzmann distribution over the quasienergy states with the effective thermal occupation
number from rate equation (E15)

tr(pdatoa) = fie = Lol (E20)
K
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This corresponds to the steady state groundstate manifold occupation probability

B 1 - 1
S l4me l+mlac2/k

0 (E21)

If the dephasing rate is weak enough compared to the photon loss rate satisfying n|a.|?/k < 1, the leakage probability
is also small (1— Py ~ n]a.|?/k). However, if the dephasing rate is strong so that n|a.|?/k > 1, the leakage probability
is large (Py ~ 0) indicating that the state preparation via photon loss does not work anymore.

Summarizing our analysis so far, we can conclude that the oscillator tends to relax into the groundstate manifold of
the Bosonic code Floquet Hamiltonian in the parameter regime identified by the set of conditions shown in Eq. .
The first condition ensures that photon decay is the dominant decay channel, the second that the broadening of the
Floquet levels is small, and the third that the RWA is valid. This is a realistic parameter regime in experiments with
superconducting circuits.

This conclusion is also corroborated by numerical results, shown in Fig. 2, obtained by simulating the full dissi-
pative dynamics as defined by the master equation 7 which includes the full time-dependence of the coherent
Hamiltonian Eq. . In these simulations, for the case ¢ = 3, we start from the zero-excitation Fock state and
choose the driving strength 8 = 1/40. In Fig. @(left), we show the time evolution of total probability of density matrix
over the three-fold rotational code states given by Eq. , ie.,

qg—1

Pcode (t) = <wm‘ppre (t)|'(/)m> (E22)

m=0

for different photon loss rates at zero dephasing rate n/wg = 0. The probability Pe.,q.(t) increases monotonously from
an initial small value P.,q.(0) ~ 0.1 with faster speed for stronger photon loss. Peqc(t) is larger as the photon loss
rate becomes stronger till an optimal value x/wy = 2.0 x 1073 (up to P.oqe > 0.95), then drops again as photon
loss rate continues increasing. This is because when the photon loss rate becomes large enough so that the condition
K < 2Bq%wy ~ 0.4wy is not satisfied, the off-diagonal matrix elements of density matrix play the role and the validity
of rate equation @ breaks down. In Fig. |§|(right)7 we show the time evolution of P.,q(t) for different photon loss
rates with finite dephasing rate n/wg = 107°. The results are qualitatively the same as that in Fig. @(left) but with a
slightly optimal point of photon loss rate and a lower probability in code space due to the effective temperature from
pure dephasing, cf. Eq. (F8]).

3. Dissipative dynamics within the code and error spaces

Next, we briefly discuss the dynamics within the groundstate manifold of the Floquet Hamiltonian . As we
explain below this manifold can be chosen to host the code and error spaces for a cat code. Here, we assume that
the conditions in Eq. are fulfilled and go back to the simplified description without counter-rotating terms and
dephasing. It is convenient to rewrite the Lindblad master equation projected onto the groundstate manifold into a
basis of g-legged cat states, cf. Eq. ,

-1
1 d im 27P 127
[thm) = 7N g e a |ozoeA’+ a ). (E23)

Here, N, are normalization constants and the quantum number m can be interpreted as the quasi-angularmomentum
or, equivalently, the photon number modolus q. We note that in the semi-classical limit, A — 0, all normalization
converge exponentially fast to the same value, limy_,oN,, = q. We note further that the annihilation operator
increases the value of the quasi-angularmomentum,

Nm+1
N

d|wm> = age”

|Ymt1)- (E24)
Thus, the annihilation operator a projected onto the groundstate manifold reads

qg—1 q—1
ally = age” Z /\5\77+1 [Vm1) (Um| = age” Z [Vm1) (Vml, (E25)
m=0 m m=0
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FIG. 7: State preparation with adiabatic ramp protocol. (a) Lower panel: ramp for the driving amplitude 3(¢) (black
curve) and the driving frequency w(t) (red curve) with the preparation time t,,e = 5000 X 27 /wo; Middle panel: stroboscopic
time evolution of fidelity F[po, ppre(t)], cf. Eq. , of prepared state ppre(t) with respect to the 3-fold rotational target
bosonic state po = |10) (0| given by Eq. ; Upper panel: snapshots of Husmi Q-functions of prepared states (a|ppre|c) at
time moments ¢t = 0, 700 X 27 /wp, 2000 X 27 /wo, 3400 x 27/we and 5000 X 27 /wp. (b) Fidelity of the final prepared state
Flpo, ppre(tpre)] as a function of preparation time ¢pre without photon loss (k = 0) and pure dephasing (n = 0).

where Il is the projector on the groundstate manifold. If A is small enough such that the last approximation is
accurate, the dissipative dinamycs of density matrix p.oqe within the groundstate manifold is described by the simple
master Lindblad Master equation

d e 1
= Poode = K (LpL ~5{L L,p}> (E26)

with the simple jump operator L = P |¢m+1><¢m| and damping rate £’ = k|ape?|2. The groundstate manifold

can be chosen to host the code and error bpaces for a bosonic code if ¢ = 2(N 4 1). In this case, the code space is
spanned by the cat states with quasi-angular momentun m = 0 and m = N + 1. The remaining cat states span the
error space. Such a code allows to correct the simultaneous decay of up to N photons. This can be straightforwardly
verified by applying the corresponding Knill-Laflamme conditions [95].

The standard cat code (correcting single photon decay) corresponds to the case ¢ = 4 (or N = 1) [22]. In this case,
the syndrome is a simple parity measurement (code states have even parity) [96]. When every error is detected by
applying repeated parity measurements, they can also be corrected by updating the definition of the code and error
states using the mapping m — m + 1, e.g. after the first error is detected the odd (even) states become the code
(error) states.

Appendix F: State preparation via adiabatic ramp

In this section, we combine our method with the “adiabatic ramp” protocol recently introduced by X. C. Kolesnikow
et al. in Ref. [3I] to prepare a target rotational bosonic code state that is the “ground state” of the Hamiltonian
Eq. . We further discuss the complexity of implementing our driving scheme by superconducting circuit with
Josephson junctions (JJs) or ultracold atom in optical lattice with beam lasers, and show that the quality of final
prepared state is still very good even the number of JJs or laser beams is significantly reduced (from 100 to 5). We
also investigate the quality of prepared state in a noisy environment, and show that the engineered code state is
indeed robust against leakage, relaxation and decoherence.
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1. Adiabatic ramp

To prepare the target bosonic code states, we adopt the recently proposed “adiabatic ramp” method introduced in
Ref. [31]. Following this method, we set the system Hamiltonian with periodic driving potential as

) = S5 +3%) + BOV, (,w (b)), (F1)
where V, takes the form given by Eq. (E7) with time-dependent driving amplitude §(¢) and frequency w(t). The main
idea is that the driving potential in Eq. (F1]) is turned on adiabatically from £(0) = 0, w(0) # wp within a preparation
time ¢y, to the values of B(tpre) = Bo, W(tpre) = wo. In such a way, the initial cavity state is adiabatically ramped to
the target code states. Following the ramp receipt present in Ref. [31], we modulate the driving amplitude 3(t) and
frequency w(t) in form of the sigmoidal function

c
“Trewm TP (F2)

9(t)
with the center of ramp t., the slope of ramp s. The parameters C and D are determined by the boundary conditions

. g(tpre) —9(0) _ g(tpre)
C= L st T (13 o)1 D=g(0) - e (F3)

As in Ref. [31], we set g(0) = B(0) = 0, g(tpre) = B(tpre) = 0.025wy, to = tpre/6 and s = 60/tp. for getting the
profile of driving amplitude 5(¢). Note that the Floquet adiabaticity may be lost when two Floquet states have
equal quasienergies modulo wy = 27/7T [3I]. This problem can be circumvented by making the driving frequency
w(t) incommensurate with but close to the harmonic frequency [31]. Here, we set g(0) = w(0) = wp/(1 + m x 1073),
G(tpre) = wo, te = 2tpre/3 and s = 30/tpre to fix the profile of driving frequency w(t).

In the lower panel of Fig. a), we plot the time-varying driving amplitude 8(t) and frequency w(t) for a preparation
time t,,. = 50007". The preparation process starts from an initial cavity state |¢p,.(0)), and the prepared state
[tpre(t)) is obtained by Schroedinger equation

0 :
A g [Upre(t)) = H(O)[Wpre(?))-

Note that the three code states given by Egs. (E4)-(E6) are three different eigenstates of phase-space rotational

iataz2x

operator ]%q =e « with different parity m, which is kept unchanged during the adiabatic preparation process
by our designed driving potential. According to Eq. , the code states |1)g), |t01) and |¢)2) can be adiabatically
achieved from Fock states |0), |2) and |1) respectively. As the cavity vacuum state is typically easier to start with
than other Fock states, we focus on preparing the code state |¢y) given by Eq. below.

To show the quality of prepared state, we define the fidelity F'[pg, ppre(t)] of prepared state ppre(t) with respect to
the target code state py = |1g)(10o| by [97]

Flpo, pore(®)] = Tr\) b ppre (0)p> = \/ Trlppre (£) po]- (F4)

In the middle panel of Fig. m(a), we plot the time evolution of fidelity calculated at the stroboscopic time moments
(wot/2m € ZT). Tt clearly shows that the prepared state starts with a low fidelity (F' < 0.4) and approaches the target
state with high fidelity (F > 0.99). In the upper panel of Fig. a), we plot several snapshots of Husmi Q-functions
of prepared states. From an initial vacuum state of cavity, the prepared state begins transiting to the target state
when the driving amplitude §(t) starts to ramp up around ¢ = 7007. Thereafter, the prepared state actually already
achieves the target state with high fidelity but keeps oscillating due to the finite detuning (w(t) # wp). When the
driving amplitude S8(t) is close to the final value 0.025wy, the driving frequency w(t) starts to ramp up and the fidelity
of prepared state becomes lower (see the snapshot at ¢ = 34007"). Finally, when the driving frequency w(t) approaches
the value of wy, the prepared state is stabilized to the target state with high fidelity again.

According to the Floquet adiabatic condition given in Ref. [3], the quality of prepared state becomes better when
the preparation time is longer. In Fig. |f|(b)7 we plot the fidelity of final prepared state F[po, ppre(tpre)] as a function
of preparation time ¢,,.. The plot verifies that the quality of prepared state is already very good when t,,. > 30007
For the typical cavity frequency wp/27 = 5GHz in the superconducting circuits, the preparation time is less than 1us
which is much faster than the preparation time using other protocols in circuit QED[13] O8] [99].
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FIG. 8: Dynamics with discretized wavenumbers. Time evolution of fidelity F[po, ppre(t)] of the prepared state based on
the approximate driving potential superposed by finite number of cosine functions with discretized wave numbers, cf. Eq. (F5]),
for different choices of discretized wavenumber step Ak = k./10 (black), Ak = k. (red) and Ak = 2k. (Green).

2. Discretization of wavenumbers

We now discuss another possible errors from implementation of our driving protocol. As given by Eq. , the
engineered driving potential is written in a superposition of cosine potentials with modulated amplitudes and phases
in time. In the real experiments, such driving potential can be created by laser beams for cold atoms [4I] or by
superconducting circuits with Josephson junctions [3I]. In both experiments, the potential is approximated by finite
number of cosine functions with discretized wavenumbers

kcut/ Ak
V,y(z,t) ~ Z A(nAk,t) cos[(nAk)z + ¢(k, t)| Ak. (F5)

n=1

In our numerical simulation, we choose the cutoff of wave number k.,; = 10k, where the characteristic wavenumber

is defined by k. = /(1 — e=27) /4, cf. Eq. 1’
In Fig. |8 we plot the time evolution of fidelity for different choice of discretized wavenumber step Ak = k./10, Ak =
k. and Ak = 2k, corresponding to 100, 10 and 5 tunable Josephson junctions (optical lattices) in the superconducting

circuits experiment (cold atoms experiment) respectively. This means the number of Josephson junctions (laser beams)
in the circuit-QED (cold atom) experiments and thus the complexity of total operations can be significantly reduced.

Our numerical results show that the discretization of the wavenumbers causes some discrepancies during the initial
phase of the preparation and also small oscillations in the long-time behavior. Nevertheless, the averaged final
fidelity of the prepared state can reach up to 99.64%, 99.63% and 99.06% for Ak = 0.1k., Ak = k. andAk = 2k,
respectively. The fidelity of the state prepared by using our scheme is higher than the fidelity obtained for cat states
of similar amplitude using a sequence of interleaved Selective Number-dependent Arbitrary Phase (SNAP) gates and
displacement gates [27]. We note in passing that the infidelity obtained using our method could be further increased
without adding any additional experimental complexity. In fact, we expect the residual infidelity in our numerical
results to be mainly due to high-order Floquet-Mafnus corrections (beyond the RWA) creating a deviation between
the implemented and the target Floquet Hamiltonian. This deviation could be reduced by fine-tuning the driving
potential to account for higher-order terms. Such an extension of our work is in preparation.

Coherently controlling multiple tunable Josephson Junctions (JJs) for designing functional quantum devices and
quantum computation/simulation is a well-established technology in circuit-QED architectures. Examples include
the Josephson ring modulator architecture [I00] [I0T] with 4 JJ (one for each transmon qubit), the quantum-state-
preservation superconducting circuit [102] with 9 transmons, the Google programmable superconducting processor
Sycamore [103] with 54 transmon qubits and the recent IBM quantum processor Eagle [104] with 127 transmons
qubit. We also note in passing that, in the spirit of Trotter discretization [105], our driving scheme could even be
realized even with a single transmon by decomposing the multiple JJs unitary operation into a sequence of discrete
gate operations. We leave a detailed study of this scenario to a future work [T06].



19

Photon loss Pure dephasing Photon loss & Pure dephasing
1.0 ~ 1.0 ~ 10 OODODD
= @@@8888888888828 &S (EOOPEOOSCEREEE 2 @@@888888&@@@@@
3208 =, 08 ©0® = 08 A o0
S @ = (<] — < _ —6
S klwy = 107° S klwyg =0 _ klwy = 10
06 o 0 Qs 08 O (] Q‘s 06] ®. 0 () .
~ o4 nlwy =0 < 04 nlog=10" | . 04 n/aw, = 10
S 02 =02 K02
* 00 @] 0.0 (b) < 00 (©)
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Time : wyt,,, /27 Time : wyf,,. /27 Time : wt,,,./2x
~ 1.0@@@@@888369@@@@@@@@@@ ~ 1.0 e@@@@e@ee&;@@
N NQ'
< 08 % ®°q = os ®
< 0] s 63@
S _ ® © —
as 06 =0 o A 0.6 k=0 ®
~ 04t b, = 5000 X 27/wy O < 04} 1, =5000x27/0, ©g
& Ooo0od £ g
. 02 2 02 DD
Y (d) 00 (e)
1077 107 1075 107 108 1077 107° 107 107*
Photon loss rate : k/w; Dephasing rate : n/w,

FIG. 9: Quality of prepared states in noisy environment. (a)-(c) Probability of the prepared state over the target
state Py (blue circled dots ), cf. Eq. , and total probability in the code space P.oqe (red circled pluses), cf. Eq. , as
functions of preparation time ¢p,. for different photon loss rates x/wo and pure dephasing rates n/wo. (d)-(e) Po(tpre) and
Peoge(tpre) of the prepared state at final time ¢pre = 5000 X 27 /wo as functions of photon loss rate x/wo and pure dephasing
rate n/wo.

3. State preparation in noisy environment

As discussed in the main text, our proposal can be realized with ultracold atom in optical lattices [4T] 71l [72]
or superconducting circuits with Josephson junctions [3T], [73H76] [RT] [82] [84] [85], [87]. Compared to clean ultracold
atomic systems, superconducting circuits are interacting with dirtier environment because of charge and flux noises.
For typical superconducting aluminium cavity with frequency wg/27 = 5GHz, the cavity relaxation time T; = 1/k
can be longer than 500us [98, [99] corresponding to x/wy =~ 6.4 x 1078, Usually, the pure dephasing rate of cavity is
much weaker than the relaxation rate with typical pure dephasing time T, = 1/n longer than 1ms [98] 99] meaning
n/wo < 3.2 x 1078, The dynamics of prepared state in a noisy environment is described by the Lindblad master

equation (E10]).

4. Photon loss

We first set pure dephasing rate n = 0 and discuss the effects of finite photon loss rate x > 0. To analyse the errors
from photon loss during state preparation, we unravel the master equation Eq. (E10]) with wave-function Monte Carlo
method [I07] in the framework of quantum trajectory theory [108]. For an initial pure quantum state, each stochastic
quantum trajectory of prepared state |1/Jpre( )) can be constructed by the following map for any infinitesimal time
interval dt [107]

n i n 1 ATA P AN n
W}z()rg(t + dt)> =|1- 77_[( )dt W)z(n"g( )> - iﬁdt(aTa - 2<G’T + a>na)|w;z(7rg( )> + de a’|¢p7’e( )> (FG)
together with a normalization procedure of |1/Jpre (t + dt)). Here, (af + a), = ( 1(,72 (t)|(af )|w,(,7?g( t)) and dW, is
Wiener noise increment satisfying (dW,,)? = dt independent of each quantum trajectory. The density matrix of the
prepared state at time ¢ is approximated by N quantum trajectories

prre(t Z [ () (2]
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The first term on the right hand side (RHS) of Eq. represents the unitary time evolution by adiabatic ramp. The
second and third terms on the RHS of Eq. describe dissipation and fluctuation (quantum jump) respectively.

In the weak photon loss rate regime (v/kdW > kdt), the jump term is dominant over the dissipation term. For the
rotational code state |¢; ) given by Eq. , the consequence from quantum jump is

g—1 g—1
Al m) o Y €M AR @) o > e TP REa| ) o [ty ma)- (F7)
p=0 p=0

Here, we have used the property RE&Rq = 4e'% in the second step, and al¢;) = age™7|¢;) with ¢ = age™ in the
last step. The relation @l m) < |t m+1) means that the single-photon loss only alternates the Bloch eigenstates
inside the “same” band without inter-band transition, and thus does not leak quantum information out of the code
subspaces [16], 28-30].

The quantum trajectory Eq. is used to analyze the effects of noises during preparation. To verify the above
analysis, we obtain numerical results directly from master equation . We define the probability of the prepared
state over the target state

Po(t) = (Yol ppre(t)[10)- (F'8)

and compare it to the total probability in the code space P.oge(t) defined by Eq. (E22). In Fig. [9)a), we plot Po(tpre)
and Peoge(tpre) of prepared state as function of preparation time t¢,,. with finite photon loss rate x/wy = 1076, As
expected, although the probability Py(t,-e) of prepared state over the target state at final time t,,. = 5000 x 27 /wy is
indeed lowered a bit, the total probability in the code space Ppoge(tpre) for long reparation time ¢,,.. = 5000 X 27 /wq
is close to one.

In Fig. @(d), we plot Py(tpre) and Peoge(tpre) of prepared state at final time ¢, = 5000 X 27/wy as function of
photon loss rate k/wg. Our result shows that the quantum information is well protected inside the code space, i.e.,
Prode(tpre) keeps close to one, as long as r/wg < 107> which is satidfied in the real circuit-QED experiments [98], [09].
For strong photon loss rate x/wg > 107, the quantum information will start to leak outside the code space due to
the nonnegligible excitation of prepared state into high-band states (Peoge < 1). The main channel is &Td|¢l7m> in the
dissipation term on the RHS of Eq. (F6), i.e.,

q—1 q—1
ataltim) o 3 ™ TataR?|g) o > e Reatalg). (F9)
p=0 p=0

In the second step, we have used the property RE&T&ﬁq = a'a. Because afala) = aaf|a) is no longer a standard
coherent state, the resultant state dT&|¢17m> can be a superposition of the states with the same parity m in all Bloch
bands. Thus, the operator a'a can introduce inter-band transition making the quantum information leaking outside
of the code space. Other channels introducing such leakage errors may include the non-RWA effects, the adiabatic
approximation and the deformation of the cell state |¢;) from the standard coherent state due to the finite detuning
(w(t) # wp), cf. the snapshot in the upper panel of Fig. a) at earlier time of preparation process t = 700 x 27 /wy.

The photon loss leads the system state to the code subspaces without distinguishing the states in the code space.
To prepare a specific target state in code space, one can detect the photon number loss and track the change of parity
during preparation. As single-photon loss only alternates the Bloch index m — m + 1 during the whole preparation
time according to Eq. , we can correct such flipping errors inside the code space by updating the knowledge of
quantum state when one single photon is detected without backaction on the encoded system. This error correction
scheme can be extended to mult-photon loss because of a™ |ty m) X |¥1m4n). All in all, we only need to counter how
many photons are detected in total, and update our knowledge accordingly in the end end of preparation process.
As long as the efficiency of photon number detection is perfect, the errors from photon loss can be 100% tracked and
corrected. Alternatively, one can directly perform parity measurement and post select the code state [22].

5. Pure dephasing

Now, we set photon loss rate x = 0 and discuss the effects of finite pure dephasing rate n > 0. In this case, the
stochastic quantum trajectory of prepared state |¢§f;§ (t)) can be constructed by the following map [107]

95+ dn) = [ SR G 0) — Sndr[(@ta)? — A(atay,alal W) + vadWaatalsfle)  (F10)
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FIG. 10: Preparation of four-fold code states. (a) Engineering 4-fold rotational symmetric Hamiltonian given by Eq.
with parameters: ¢ =4, A = 1/4, ap = /2 and v = 1/4. Subfigures from left to right: Hamiltonian Q-function Hg,y)(x,p)/ﬁ,
real-space driving potential V5 (z,t), time-varying amplitude A(k,t) and phase ¢(k,t) of cosine component of engineered driving
potential, cf. Eq. (E7). (b) Lower panel: Time evolution of fidelity F[po, ppre(t)] of prepared state ppre(t) with respect to the
4-fold rotational target bosonic state po = |10) (10| given by Eq. in clean (black curve, kK = 0, n = 0) and noisy (red curve,
k/wo = 1077, n/wo = 1077) environment; Upper panel: snapshots of Husmi Q-functions {a|ppre(t)|e) of prepared states at
time moments ¢ = 0, 700 x 27 /wg, 2000 X 27 /wo, 3500 X 27 /we and 5000 x 27 /wp in clean environment. (c) Preparation of
four-legs cat code words |0) and |1). The upper panel show the functions tan o and —tanha? as functions of o with sweet
spots (red dots) satisfying quantum error correction condition . We choose the parameters ¢ = 4, A = 1/4, v = 1/4,
and set a = ape” at sweep spot I for plotting the Husmi-Q functions of code-word states (lower panel). The adiabatic ramp
parameters are the same as that for figure (b) and the prepared code states are obtained at final moment t,,e = 5000 X 27 /wg.

together with a normalization procedure of |1/J1()72(t + dt)), where (afa), = ( éﬁg(tﬂ(d%)@éﬁz(t». Accordding to
i

Eq. (F9), starting from a rotational state |1, ), the noisy terms afa|v; ) and (a'a)?|1;,,) on the RHS of Eq. (
keep the parity m of prepared state exactly unchanged during the whole preparation process. As a result, the
probability of the prepared state over the target state Py and the total probability in the code space P,.,q. must be

exactly the same (no state flipping in the code space).

In Fig. |§|(b), we plot Po(tpre) and Proge(tpre) of prepared state as a function of preparation time ¢,,. with finite
pure dephasing rate 1/wp = 107 and zero photon loss k/wy = 0. It clearly shows that the probability of prepared
state over the target state Py(t,r.) coincides with total probability in the code space P.oge(tpre) for any preparation
time. In Fig. El(e), we further plot Py(tpre) and Peoge(tpre) of prepared state at final time t,,.. = 5000 X 27/wg as
function of pure dephasing rate n/wo € (1078,107%). The probabilities Py(tpre) and Proge(tpre) still coincide with
each other showing that the pure dephasing noise does not introduce intra-band transition.

Our code preparation protocol is robust as long as n/wy < 1077 corresponding to pure dephasing time T, <
0.32ms for a microwave superconducting cavity with frequency wg/2m = 5GHz. The significant leakage of quantum
information outside the code space for 7/wg > 10~7 comes from the consequence of a'alt; ) and (a'a)?(i,) in the
dissipation term on the RHS of Eq. as discussed below Eq. . Finally, in Fig. EKC), we plot Py(tpre) and
Peode(tpre) of prepared state as a function of preparation time ¢,,. with finite photon loss rate x/wo = 107° and finite
pure dephasing rate 7/wy = 10~7 showing that our code preparation protocol is indeed robust against decoherence in

the noisy environment.
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6. Preparation of four-fold code states

Below, we introduce the engineering of the four-fold symmetric cat code states that were introduced in Refs. |7, [§].
The codewords can be obtained from Eq. (E3|) with the following four-legs form [22]

10) = o) = —

(I} +1=a) +fia) +| - ia)) (F11)

35

1) = =) = —= (I + | = @) — fia) — | ~ ia) ), (F12)

where o = age? € R and N, = 8¢ (cosha? + (—1)% cosa?). Such four-legs cat code states can be prepared by
our phase-space Hamiltonian engineering method combined with adiabatic ramp.

In Fig. a)7 we first engineer a 4-fold rotational symmetric Hamiltonian ﬁl(,:’;) that is given by Eq. ll with

q = 4 whose zero-energy eigenstates are the above code-word states. The subfigures from left to right represent the

Hamiltonian Q-function H, gv) (x,p)/ B, the real-space driving potential V. (z,t), the time-varying amplitude A(k,t) and

the phase ¢(k,t) of cosine component of designed driving potential, cf. Eq. . The code state we aim to prepare
is the code word |0) given by Eq. (F11). In the lower panel of Fig. |1 b we show the time evolution of fidelity
Fpo, ppre(t)] of prepared state pp.(t) with respect to pg = |0)(0] from cav1ty vacuum state with the adiabatic ramp
method (lower panel) in the clean (black curve) and noisy (red curve) environment. In the upper panel of Fig. [I0|b),
we show the snapshots of Husmi Q-functions of prepared states (a|ppre(t)|a) at different time moments in the clean
environment. Our results show that the preparation process is indeed robust to the noises in the environment.

One can verify that the above code-word states given by Eqgs. and are the eigenstates of the photon

17ra a

parity operator [[ = with eigenvalues “+17. The code states |0) and |1), however, are distinguished by the
1

iz

A = N _ ~ L _
operator [[* = €% a'a gince H |0) = [0) and [[*|1) = —|I). It is natural to detect photon loss and extend the

lifetime of the above bosonic code states by tracking the photon parity from repeated measurements of f[ operator.
Such error correction scheme has been realized using a transmon qubit and cavity mode [96], [I09]. However, to ideally
correct the single-photon loss error, the chosen four-legs cat state need satisfy the Knill-Laflamme condition [95]:
(0lata|0) = (T|atalT), which turns to be [22]

tana? = — tanh a? (F13)

In the upper panel of Fig. (c), we plot the functions tan a? and — tanh o? as functions of o2. The crossing points
that meet the above quantum error condition are called sweet spots. The four colored plots below show the Husmi-Q
functions of code-word states at sweet spot I, where the first row shows the target code states while the second row
shows the prepared code states. The code state |0) is prepared from the vacuum cavity state while the other code
state |1) is prepared from the second excited Fock state of undriven cavity.

Appendix G: Sharp-boundary elliptical well in phase space

In this section, we calculate analytical expression of the engineered driving potential for the elliptical Hamiltonian
in phase space. We start from the general formula of the engineered driving potential as follows

1 o[tee :
V(x,t) = 5/ k| fr(k, t)e™ dk. (G1)
According to the identity 22 = 2 +oo |k|elk“’dk and defining the following function
I ;
vz, t) = %/ fr(k, t)edk, (G2)
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the driving potential V' (x,t) is the convolution of —z~2 and u(z, ), i.e.,

V(z,t) = —2 2 xv(x,t)
+o0 1
= —/700 ?v(z—z,t)dz
+o0 1
= — i [ — —
v %[(z—ieﬁ}v(x 2 t)dz
+oo 2,2 _ 62
= — lim ——v(x — z,t)dz. (G3)

o0t |_oo (P +e2)?

Here, we should first replace the convolution function 1/22 by (22 — €2)/(2% + €2)? to get converged integral, and then
take the limit of € — 0 to obtain V(z,1).

In the (z,p) phase space, we set a new coordinate (2/,p’) system which is rotated by an angle 7 between 2 and z’
axes given by the following orthogonal transformation

x=2a'cost —p'sint; p=2a'sint+p cosT. (G4)

We can express the target Hamiltonian Q-function with rotated coordinates by H, ég (',p)=H 0 (z,p). Then, we
project the Hamiltonian on the 2’ axis by the so-called Radon transformation

RAHSI@) = [ D @
—0
The 1D Fourier transformation of the above projected function is given by
FIRAHS k) = [ Rl )e e ' ()
The 2D Fourier transformation of HlQ(T) (2',p') is
FIHS o) = [ [ D@ pe e s oy (@)

By plugging Eq. (G5)) into Eq. (G6]) and comparing with Eq. (G7)), we have
T "T
FIRHg ko) = FIHG )k, iy = 0). (G8)

This is the so-called projection-slice theorem [IT0L I11]. Comparing to Eq. (A7) and using the orthogonal transfor-
mation |D we have F[R, [HQ(T)]](k) = 27 fr(k,7)e" 1% (here we have set ky = k) and thus

’ +oo A2 -
R, [Hy")(x) = / fr(k,r)e” 3 e k., (G9)

In the classical limit A = 0, according to Egs. 1) and 1' we have v(z,7) = 5=R, [HéQ(T)](x) and thus

11 '(T)
V(z,t) = 5ot Rr=[Hgy '](). (G10)
Now, we apply the convolutional form (G3|) and Radon transformation (G5|) to calculate the engineered driving
potential for the elliptical well in phase space in the classical limit A = 0. The boundary of the elliptical Hamiltonian

Q-function in phase space is given by

2 2

(2’ cosT —p'sinT) (2'sinT +p'cosT)
a? b2

Using the transformation (G4J), we have the following

=1.

sint?  cosT?\ 5 . 1 1N, , cost?  sinT?
(S )t —smen (- ) + (S +

)x’2—1:0.
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Using the two solutions pj and p) of the above equation, the length across the ellipse is

Py =] = p1 +p5)? — 4piph
(e ) Al
- \/Z 1 — Bz (G11)
where
Ar) =25 i ‘30;;2, B(r) = (C";;Q + S“;f) -3 Alm sin? zT(aiQ _ b%)z (G12)

From Eq. (G5)), we have the Radon transformation

|2'| <

RAHS (@) = v} — )

1— B(r)x"?

(G13)

| —
>

2
= /am

From Eq. (G10]), the driving potential is given by

1
Viet) = —5-a 2 Ry[Hg")(w)
1 too L2 2 "(T)
= —— 1 — _Ry[H, —
27 e—1>r(1)1+/ (z2+62)2Rt[ Q llw—2)dz

Wy N T
P

In the limit € = 0, we have

-/ 54 |lz| <
_ ’ \/B(t)
Via,t) = B(t) (1 ___la] ) 2] > —2 (G15)
A(t) zzf—B%t) ’ RVEION

This is the driving potential that can generate classical elliptical potential with sharp boundary in phase space.

Note that the value of V(z,t) is divergent at = £1/+/B(t) according to Eq. @ . In fact, the Fourier coefficient
Eq. is always divergent for & — oo in the quantum regime A > 0. For physical result, we can add an exponentially
suppressing factor to the Fourier coefficient:

Frkeky) — fr(ke.ky)e 30 B4R with o > /A/2. (G16)

According to the convolution theorem [112], we equivalently modify the Hamiltonian Q-function with a convolution
operation, i.e.,

1 _ 224 p?

e 207 . (G17)

1) = [ [ariale o) HD (2~ o0 =) with g(r.) =

2mo?

The kernel function g(x,p) smooths the sharp boundary of the elliptical well. Correspondingly, the driving potential
is also modified with a convolution, i.e.,

V, (2,8) = / @V (=, 8) with () = s (G18)

We point out that, in the Fock representation, the exponentially suppression factor e~ T2 HED) iy Eq. |i cancels
the same exponentially increasing factor in Eq. . As a result, a sharp well with boundary narrower than quantum
fluctuations (o < y/A/2) does exist. However, this scenario cannot be realised by our present method.
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Appendix H: Moiré superlattice

In this section, we discuss how to engineer a Moiré superlattice in phase space that is formed by two honeycomb
phase space lattices overlaid with a relative twist angle and confined in a finite region with radius R,

(T) ) Hg—o + Hyp—p,, 22+p>*<R
Hy '(z,p) = 5 (H1)
0, Vi +p* > R.

Here, Hp(z,p) = —[[°_, sin? [3Un - 2(0)] + 3 is the honeycomb lattice in phase space [4I]. We have defined the
vector z(0) = (zcos@ + psinf, —xsinf + pcos ), and three ancillary vectors

23 V3 V3

2200, v = (-2 -D). (112)

V1 = (
In Fig. 3(a) in the main text, we plot the resulting Moiré superlattice Q-function with twisted angle 6, = 10°.

We calculate and plot the NcFT coefficient fr(ky,kp,) in Fig. 3(b) in the main text, which composes of discrete
peaks reflecting the discrete translational symmetry of target Hamiltonian in phase space. The centers of these peaks
take place at (kI = kg cosTy, ki = kysint,) where 7, = ¢7/6, ¢qm/6 + 0y and k, = 2//3, 2, 4/\/3 with q € Z.
The finite width of peaks comes from the boundary condition of Moiré superlattice. In fact, we have the analytical
expression from Eq.

A, 1 (R = KD+ (ky — 5%
Fr(ke, kp) = zq: 21 R1\/(ky — k0)2 + (kp — k3)2

; (H3)

where A, = n/16, —7 /16, 7/32 for k, = 2v/3, 2, 44/3 respectively. Due to the long-distance asymptotic behavior of
Bessel function

2
Jl(k)%\/%cos(k—g) for |k| > 1, (H4)

we have added an exponentially suppressing factor e~ 3 (2HKD) {6 obtain convergent NcFT coefficient. As a result, the

Hamiltonian Q-function smoothed with a convolution kernel function g(z,p) = — )\e =4 , cf. Eq. 1)

Appendix I: Hamiltonian operator and Q-function symmetry

In this section, we prove that the Hamiltonian operator and its Q-function has the same symmetry in phase space.

7‘(1‘j (1

We first discuss the Hamiltonian operator in the discrete rotational operation R =e . From the Fourier form

of Hamiltonian operator Eq. (Al]), we have

R.H(#,p)Rl = %//dkxdkpr(k:m,k:p)f%qexp[i(km:%+kpﬁ)]}?§

2 2
% //dkxdkpr(k'x; kp) exp [z([k;x cos(%) —k, sin(%

_ %//dk;dk;ﬁp K kD) expli(kld + KLp)). (1)

)Nz + [ks bm(2q )+ k cos(zqﬂ)]ﬁ)}

Here, we have used the property

(12)

and transformed the integral coordinates by

{k’ = ky cos(f) k, sin(22)

g o (13)
ky, = ks bln(7) +k, cos(7)
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with the property dk,dk, = dk;dk; as the transformation is orthogonal.
Next, we will prove the NcFT coefficient of rotational lattice satisfies f (7, k) = f(kz,kp). According to (A7), we

have o
%(k)lZ-‘rk/z ,
fr(k,, k) = 27/ / dwdpHy ) (x,p)e F 1)
7T
2 (R3+E2) (ko ’
- 642719 /da:’dp'HégT)(x'ypl)e_l(k” Ther'), (I4)

where we have used transformation Eq. and made the orthogonal transformation in the phase space plane

7' = xcos(E X ) —i—psin(z’T)
{ =-—x sm(—“) —l—pcos(f) (I5)

Therefore, if the Hamiltonian Q-function satisfied the discrete rotational symmetry Hg) («',p") = H T) (z,p), the
NcFT coefficient of rotational lattice satisfies f(ks,kp) = f(ki, k;). Then, comparing Eq. (A1) and Eq. (I1), we have

x?''p
R, H (&, ﬁ)RT H(&,p) and vice versa .
The same discussion can also be applied for the translational symmetry described by the displacement operator

Do H(#,p)D}, = % / / dkydky fr (k. kp) Doy expli(kad + kyp)) D],
= % / / dkydky fr (ke ky)e™ FeroThoro) expli(k, @ + kyp)], (16)

where we have used the property ﬁao &ﬁL , = @ — ag and thus

{ Z?QU%Z?LO = «’? zo with zo = (ao|Z|ao) (17)
DD}, = p — po with po = (aglp|ag).
From Eq. , we have
, e (k2i+k) .
fT(km’kp)e—i(kwﬂco-i-kppo) — 573 //dxdeéT)($7p)e—z[kw(x+xo)+kp(17+po)
A2 1.2
— 6(2’;:) / drdpHY ( + 20, p + po)e i F=thop), (18)

Therefore, if the Hamiltonian Q-function satisfied the translational symmetry H(QT) (x 4+ zo,p+po) = H(QT) (z,p), the
NcFT coefficient of rotational lattice satisfies fT(kmkp)e_i(k””kaO) = f(ks,kp). Then, comparing Eq. and
Eq. , we have ﬁaoﬁ(i,ﬁ)DLO = I:I(i,ﬁ) and vice versa .

The same discussion can also be applied for other phase-space symmetries like the mirror symmetry, i.e., if the
Hamiltonian Q-function satisfies HéT) (x,p) = HégT)(ix, +p), the Hamiltonian operator has f[(iﬁ:, +p) = ﬁ(ij, +p)
and vice versa.

Lastly, we point out that the conclusion is also true for the smoothed Hamiltonian Q-function with a convolution
operation, i.e.,

Hy) = //dw’dp’g(m’,p’)Hg)(w —a',p—7p) (19)

2 2
as long as the kernel function is rotationally symmetric, e.g., the standard Gaussian kernel g(z,p) = 5--3 exp(— ””2;5 )
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