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We experimentally investigate a superconducting circuit composed of two flux qubits ultrastrongly
coupled to a common LC resonator. Owing to the large anharmonicity of the flux qubits, the system
can be correctly described by a generalized Dicke Hamiltonian containing spin-spin interaction terms.
In the experimentally measured spectrum, an avoided level crossing provides evidence of the exotic
interaction that allows the simultaneous excitation of two artificial atoms by absorbing one photon
from the resonator. This multi-atom ultrastrongly coupled system opens the door to studying
nonlinear optics where the number of excitations is not conserved. This enables novel processes for
quantum-information processing tasks on a chip.

Introduction

Superconducting circuits provide a versatile and flexi-
ble platform for modeling various quantum systems [1–6].
In this platform, artificial atoms can be designed to have
tailored energy transitions and controllable interactions
with microwave photons [2]. Moreover, superconduct-
ing circuits also became one of the main platforms for
scalable quantum information processing and quantum
simulation [2–6].
Taking advantage of the high electromagnetic field in a

one-dimensional resonator and the huge dipole moment
of artificial atoms, these systems achieve a stronger light-
matter interaction than the bare atomic or resonator
frequencies [7–13]. This ultrastrong (deep-strong) in-
teraction might lead to promising applications, such as
high-speed and high-efficiency quantum information pro-
cessing devices [14–19]. In this coupling regime, sev-
eral unique physical phenomena have been predicted,
and now some of these have been realized experimen-
tally. Important theoretical predictions are, for example,
the observation of quantum vacuum radiation and en-
tanglement in the ground state [20–24]. Especially, the
observation of induced parity symmetry breaking of an
ancillary artificial atom was also demonstrated [25]. In
Ref. 25, it is shown that, when is broken the parity sym-
metry is broken in an atom-light system that is deep in
the ultrastrong coupling regime, the light field acquires
a coherence in the ground state that induces symmetry
breaking in an ancillary flux qubit weakly coupled to the
same field [26].
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In the ultrastrong coupling regime, one of the most
fascinating theoretical predictions is, when the parity
symmetry is broken [27–29], one of the most fascinat-
ing is that one photon can simultaneously excite two
atoms [30, 31]. Similarly to Rabi oscillations, this pro-
cess, which is mediated by virtual excitations, is a co-
herent and unitary process and the atoms can jointly
emit one photon[29, 30]. The reverse phenomenon, i.e.,
two photon excitation of an atom or molecule, has been
adopted for specific spectroscopic instruments [32, 33].
Likewise, we believe that the two-atom excitation pro-
cess can open the door to new applications.
We experimentally investigate a circuit composed of

two flux qubits ultrastrongly coupled to a common LC
resonator. Flux qubits, which form the artificial atoms,
share the same inductor with the LC resonator; as a
consequence, they interact with each other. This sys-
tem is described by the Dicke Hamiltonian generalized to
include atomic longitudinal couplings and the spin-spin
interaction term.
Away from the flux qubit optimal point, where the

parity symmetry of the system is broken, in the experi-
mentally measured spectrum, we observe an energy-level
anti-crossing, which indicates hybridization between the
bare states |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩, where g(e) and 0 respectively
indicate the atomic ground (excited) and zero photon
states. This is the fingerprint of the interaction that al-
lows one photon to simultaneously excite two atoms and
the reverse process. When the system is set up in the
one-photon state, the artificial atoms and the resonator
can exchange excitations in a Rabi-like oscillation.
Since the atom–light and atom–atom interactions are

very strong, the atomic states should be strongly hy-
bridized with each other, and should not be possible to
clearly observe the effect of “one photon exciting two
atoms”. However, the direct atom-atom interaction par-
tially suppress the atom–light interaction. Moreover, de-
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FIG. 1. (a) Optical microscope image of the measured sam-
ple. The sample holder has a coil to bias a uniform magnetic
field from the back surface of the chip. Qubit 1 has a local
bias line that changes the magnetic flux of the qubit loop.
The spectrum is measured using a vector network analyzer
(VNA) for probing and reading from the transmission line
shown below the circuit. (b) SEM images of qubits 1 and 2.
The design parameters of both qubit junctions are the same.
(c) Equivalent circuit diagram of the sample.

pending on the phase of the longitudinal interaction, the
light and matter decouple. Therefore, the spectrum is
asymmetric with respect to the sign of the flux bias, and
the one photon exciting two atoms effect is clearly ob-
servable.

Device

Figure 1(a) shows an optical microscope image of the
artificial-atom–resonator circuit. The LC resonator is
composed of an interdigital capacitor and line inductance
made of a superconducting thin film [34, 35]. The two
flux qubits are inductively coupled to the LC resonator
via a Josephson junction [Fig. 1(b)], which increases the
couplings to the ultrastrong regime. The energies of the
flux qubits [36] can be changed applying an external mag-
netic flux to the loop from a global coil and using an on-

chip bias line. Figure 1(c) shows the equivalent circuit
with lumped elements and Josephson junctions.
The Hamiltonian of the entire system is [37–39]

Ĥtot = Ĥq1 + Ĥq2 + Ĥr + Ĥint , (1)

where Ĥqk (k = 1, 2), Ĥr, and Ĥint represent the
qubits, resonator, and atom-resonator plus atom-atom
couplings, respectively. The Hamiltonian of the resonator
is Ĥr = ℏωr

(
â†â+ 1/2

)
, where ωr ≡ 1/

√
LrCr is the res-

onance frequency, â ≡ (ϕ̂r − iZrq̂r)/
√
2ℏZr is the annihi-

lation operator, â† ≡ (ϕ̂r + iZrq̂r)/
√
2ℏZr is the creation

operator, Zr =
√
Lr/Cr is the characteristic impedance

of the LC resonator, and q̂r is the conjugate variable of

ϕ̂r = Φ0φ̂r. The Hamiltonian of the k-th artificial atom
is defined as

Ĥqk ≡ 4Ecq̂
T
kM

−1
k q̂k + ELrφ̂

2
βk + ÛJk , (2)

where Ec is the charging energy of the Josephson junc-
tion, Mk is the normalized mass matrix, ELr = Φ2

0/(2Lr),

and ÛJk is the qubit potential energy of Josephson junc-
tions:

ÛJk(φ̂ek) =−EJ[βk cos (φ̂βk)+cos (φ̂ak)+cos (φ̂bk)

+αk cos (φek − φ̂ak − φ̂bk − φ̂βk)] . (3)

Here, EJ is the current energy of the Josephson junction,
and φek represents the external flux for the loop of each
atom. The interaction Hamiltonian

Ĥint = −ELr(φ̂β1φ̂r − φ̂β2φ̂r + φ̂β1φ̂β2) (4)

is obtained from the boundary condition (Kirchhoff’s
voltage law) of the loop forming the resonator with el-
ements Lr and Cr.
By approximating each atom as a two-level system [40],

on the basis of persistent currents of the superconducting
loop, we obtain the total Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) as

Ĥtot/ℏ ≃ ωrâ
†â+

ε1
2
σ̂z1+

∆1

2
σ̂x1+

ε2
2
σ̂z2+

∆2

2
σ̂x2

− (g1σ̂z1 − g2σ̂z2)(â
† + â)− 2g1g2

ωr
σ̂z1σ̂z2 , (5)

where εk is the persistent current energy of each qubit,
∆k is the qubit energy gap when εk = 0, while σ̂zk and
σ̂xk are the Pauli matrices for the k-th qubit. We define
εk > 0 when the qubit current flows anticlockwise and
vice versa.
After a unitary transformation that diagonalizes the

atomic Hamiltonians Ĥqk, we obtain a generalized Dicke
Hamiltonian [41] with the spin-spin interaction:

Ĥtot/ℏ ≃ ωrâ
†â+

ωq1

2
σ̂z1 +

ωq2

2
σ̂z2

−(g1Λ̂1 − g2Λ̂2)(â
† + â)− 2g1g2

ωr
Λ̂1Λ̂2 , (6)
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FIG. 2. Pump frequency ωp from the VNA versus the persistent current energy ε1 of qubit 1. (a) Raw data of the observed
single-tone spectrum of the sample shown in Fig. 1. (b) Observed single-tone spectrum with fitted curves corresponding to the
state transition frequencies ωij between the i-th and j-th eigenstates of Hamiltonian (6). The fit parameters are g1/2π = 3.31,
g2/2π = 3.41, ∆q1/2π = 1.35, ∆q2/2π = 1.26, ωr/2π = 5.14, and ε2/2π = −3.21 GHz. Note that ω31 and ω51 are not used
for fitting because those signals were too weak, but the curves of ω31 and ω51 still reproduce well the experimental results.
Around 5.09 GHz and 5.57 GHz can be seen parasitic modes, which originate from, for example, sample ground planes and/or
the measurement environment; this includes the sample holder and microwave components coupled to the system.

where ωqk = sgn(εk)(ε
2
k +∆2

k)
1/2 is the qubit frequency

and Λ̂k = (cos θk σ̂xk + sin θk σ̂zk) gives the direction
of the interaction, with θk ≃ − arctan(∆k/εk) (details
in Appendix A). For θk = 0 (εk = 0) the interaction is
transverse. When θk ̸= 0, the interaction has a longitu-
dinal component and the one photon exciting two atoms
effect is allowed.

Results

Energy spectrum

Figure 2(a) shows the raw data of the measured spec-
trum as a function of the persistent current energy ε1
of qubit 1, after fixing the value of ε2/2π at −3.21 GHz
when ε1 = 0. In Fig. 2(b) the spectrum is fitted with
the numerically calculated transition frequencies ωij be-
tween the i-th and j-th eigenstates of the total Hamil-
tonian Ĥtot. The persistent current energy for qubit 2
and the resonator frequency are affected by the exter-
nal magnetic flux applied to qubit 1 [8]. Thus, to derive
the transitions frequencies ωij , in Eq. (5), we substitute
ε2 −→ ε2 +Aε1 and ωr −→ ωr(1+B±ε1), where A and B±
are fitting parameters. Because the spectrum is asym-
metric with respect to the sign of ε1, we use two different
values for B±, where B+ is used when ε1 ≥ 0 and vice

versa. From the fitting, we obtain A = −9.10 × 10−3,
B− = 1.13 × 10−3, and B+ = 0.79 × 10−3. To calculate
the spectrum, we used the quantum toolbox in Python
(QuTip) [42, 43].

Flux qubits 1 and 2 are almost identical except for
the loop size; consequently, they have similar fitted pa-
rameters, i.e., ∆q1 = 0.26ωr and ∆q2 = 0.25ωr. We
find atom-resonator couplings rates of g1/ωr = 0.64 and
g2/ωr = 0.66, indicating that the artificial atoms are ul-
trastrongly coupled with the resonator.

Observing ω30 (blue curve) and ω40 (red curve) in
Figs. 2(b) and especially 3(a), it is possible to notice that
the spectrum is asymmetric with respect to the sign of ε1.
This occurs due to the presence of atom-light longitudinal
interactions when two or more qubits are coupled to the
same cavity mode [44]. Assuming that there are only lon-
gitudinal couplings, the atomic states are associated to
photonic coherent states. However, if ε1 > 0, the atomic
and photonic states are decoupled if M = m1 −m2 = 0,
where mk = ±1 is the eigenstate of σzk (details in Ap-
pendix B). If ε1 < 0, the atomic and photonic states
are decoupled if M = −m1 − m2 = 0. In our experi-
mental setup we have both longitudinal and transverse
couplings; the presence of the longitudinal components
justifies the asymmetry in Fig. 2.



4

|gg1〉

|ee0〉

|gg1〉

|ee0〉

(b)

(c)

(a)

FIG. 3. (a) Enlarged view of the central part of the spectrum in Fig. 2(b) with fitting curve. The fitting reproduces the
spectrum well. (b) Enlarged image of the anticrossing between ω30 and ω40. (c) Projection of |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩ bare states to
the third and fourth eigenstates calculated using the fitting parameters and Hamiltonian in Eq. (6).

One photon simultaneously excites two atoms

We indicate with |ψi⟩ the eigenstate of the system

Hamiltonian Ĥtot with eigenenergies ℏωi0. The terms
ωqiσ̂zi/2 in Eq. (6) define the ground |g⟩ and excited |e⟩
atomic bare states.

In Fig. 3(a), which is an enlarged view of the red
dashed rectangle in Fig. 2(b), the white arrow indicates
the anticrossing between the eigenstates |ψ3⟩ and |ψ4⟩,
with eigenfrequencies ω30 and ω40. In correspondence
of the anticrossing [see Fig. 3(b)], we numerically cal-

culate the projection P
(i)
j ≡ |⟨ψi|j⟩|2 of the third and

fourth eigenstates |ψi⟩ (i = 3, 4) on the bare states
|j⟩ = {|gg1⟩ , |ee0⟩} as a function of ε1. Figure 3(c) shows
that, at the anticrossing, the third and fourth eigenstates
are approximate symmetric and asymmetric superposi-
tions of |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩. Considering also that the sum
of the bare qubit frequencies are nearly equal to the bare
resonator frequency, ωq1 + ωq2 ≃ ωr, the anticrossing is
the signature of the one photon exciting two atoms ef-
fect. Half of the minimum split between ω30 and ω40 in
the spectrum gives the effective coupling between |gg1⟩
and |ee0⟩, that is 22 MHz (details in Appendix C).

With respect to the theoretical prediction in Ref. 30,
our system has a much larger coupling. This implies
that the system eigenstates should have a strong dress-
ing, and in principle we could not observe a clean one
photon exciting two atoms effect. However, the spin-spin
interaction, that is not considered in Ref. 30, reduces
the dressing. When ε1 and ε2 are both negative, the
system states are decoupled with respect to the longitu-
dinal interaction if M = m1−m2 = 0. This occurs when
m1 = m2 = ±1, so when the atoms are both either in
the ground |gg⟩ or in the excited |ee⟩ states. However,
the transverse interactions still affect our system gener-

ating a small dressing that reduces the projection P
(4)
gg1

and P
(3)
ee0 to almost 0.8 at ε1/2π = −2.4 GHz.

Discussion

We measured the spectrum of a circuit composed of
two artificial atoms ultrastrongly coupled to a LC res-
onator. The generalized Dicke Hamiltonian with spin-
spin interaction describes well the measured spectrum.
At the energy where the sum of the atomic energies al-
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most matches the one of the resonator, we observed one
anticrossing between the states |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩. This ex-
perimentally confirms the recent theoretical prediction
that one-photon can simultaneously excites two atoms
[30], opening a new chapter in quantum nonlinear optics.

Future work would involve reading out the qubit and
photon states [45] as well as observing the one photon
exciting two atoms dynamics. These studies could also

be extended to explore, for example, photon down- and
up-conversion [29] and ultrafast two qubit gates [14, 17].

Data availability

The data that support the findings of this study are
available from the corresponding authors upon reason-
able request.
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Appendix A. Circuit Hamiltonian

Here we describe the circuit Hamiltonian calculation
in detail. The branch fluxes across the circuit elements,
which are junctions, the inductance Lr, and the capaci-
tance Cr, follow Kirchhoff’s voltage laws:

φβ1 + φα1 + φa1 + φb1 = φe1 , (A1)

φβ2 + φα2 + φa2 + φb2 = φe2 , (A2)

φcr + φℓr + φβ1 − φβ2 = 0 , (A3)

where φcr and φℓr represent fluxes between the resonator
capacitor and the inductor. The total Lagrangian of the
circuit is described as the summation of circuit compo-
nents as

Ltot = KJ1 +KJ2 − UJ1 − UJ2 + Lr , (A4)

where

KJk =
CJ

2

[
βϕ̇2βk + ϕ̇2ak + ϕ̇2bk

+αi(ϕ̇βk + ϕ̇ak + ϕ̇bk)
2
]
, (A5)

UJk = −EJ [βi cos(φβk) + cos (φak) + cos (φbk)

+αi cos (φek − φβk − φak − φbk)] ,
(A6)

Lr =
Cr

2
ϕ̇2cr −

1

2Lr
(ϕcr + ϕβ1 − ϕβ2)

2 , (A7)

and k ∈ {1, 2} represents the index of a qubit. The sub-
index cr refers to the capacitor of the resonator. The
qubit kinetic energy part of the Lagrangian in Eq. (A4)
becomes

KJi =
1

2
ϕ̇TMϕ̇ , (A8)

where ϕk ≡
(
ϕβk ϕak ϕbk

)T
and the mass matrix is

given by

Mk = CJ

βk + αk αk αk

αk 1 + αk αk

αk αk 1 + αk

 . (A9)

Using the canonical conjugate qi = ∂Ltot/∂ϕ̇i for ϕ̇i,
where i ∈ {βk, ak, bk}, we can rewrite Eq. (A8) as

KJk =
1

2
qT
kM

−1qk . (A10)
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g1,2/ωr = 0.1 g1,2/ωr = 1g1,2/ωr � 0.65

FIG. A1. Frequency difference ωi0 for the lowest-energy eigenstates of Hamiltonian Eq. (C1) using different coupling ratio
g1,2/ωr ≃ 0, 0.65 (fitted value), and 1. Other parameters for Eq. (C1) are obtained from fitting the spectrum Fig. 2 The tilt in
the horizontal axis originates from the fitting parameter A caused mainly by crosstalk.

Then, we obtain the total Hamiltonian of the circuit as

Htot =
∑
k

qT
k ϕ̇k − Ltot

=
∑
k

(4Ecq̃
T
k M̃

−1
k q̃k + ELrφ

2
βk + UJk)

+Hr +Hint , (A11)

where 2eq̃ = q and CJM̃ = M, and the term ELrφβk

originates from Eq. (A7) because we define

Hr ≡
Cr

2
ϕ̇2cr +

1

2Lr
ϕ2cr , (A12)

as a bare LC resonator. We expand the total Hamilto-
nian Eq. (A11) using the eigenvectors |i⟩k (i ∈ N) of the
atom Hamiltonians (Htot −Hr −Hint),

Ĥtot =ℏ
∑
i

(Ω
(1)
i |i⟩1 ⟨i|1 +Ω

(2)
i |i⟩2 ⟨i|2) + Ĥr

− ℏ
∑
i,j

(g
(1)
ij |i⟩1 ⟨j|1− g

(2)
ij |i⟩2 ⟨j|2)(â†+ â)

− EL

∑
i,j

g
(1)
ij g

(2)
ij |i⟩1 |i⟩2 ⟨j|1 ⟨j|2 , (A13)

where ℏΩ(k)
i is the i-th eigenenergy of atom k and ℏg(k)ij =

IzpfΦ0 ⟨i|φ̂βk|j⟩ is the coupling matrix element (Izpf =

√
ℏωr/2Lr). When we use the two lowest eigenstates

for each qubit, we can obtain the Hamiltonian with the
two-level system qubits and the N -level system resonator
as shown in Eqs. (5) and (6). In Eqs. (5) and (6), the
spin-spin interaction reduces the current flowing in the
resonator loop, which in this system is the ferromagnetic
coupling.

For the fitting, we use Eq. (6), and 11 fitting param-
eters, this includes the offset value when ε1 = 0 and
the persistent current Ip1 in qubit 1 to derive ε1 =
Ip1Φ0(φe1 − 0.5), where Φ0 is the flux quantum. We
also use the photo-processing technique to obtain peak
points from the spectrum [37, 46, 47].

Appendix B. Asymmetric spectrum in the
generalized Dicke Hamiltonian

Consider the system Hamiltonian [Eq. (6)] with ∆k =
0, g1 = g2 = g, and substituting σzk with its eigenvalue
mk = ±1, we can write:

Hs/ℏ =
|ε1|
2
m1 +

|ε2|
2
m2 + ωra

†a+ gM(a† + a) , (B1)

with M = sgn(ε2)m2 − sgn(ε1)m1. Performing the

substitution â = b̂−Mg/ωr in Eq. C4,
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g/ωr = 0.66
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FIG. A2. The left panel shows the maximum value of the projections Pgg1(g/ωr) and Pee0(g/ωr) at the antisplitting point. The
green dotted vertical line corresponds to the value that maximizes g30−40. the right panel shows the effective coupling constant
g30−40 plotted against the coupling ratio g/ωr. The red and blue star represent g1/ωr = 0.64 and g2/ωr = 0.67, respectively.

Hs/ℏ =
|ε1|
2
m1 +

|ε2|
2
m2

+ ωr(b̂
† −M

g

ωr
)(b̂−M

g

ωr
)

+ gM(b̂† −M
g

ωr
+ b̂−M

g

ωr
) , (B2)

= ωrb
†b+

|ε1|
2
m1 +

|ε2|
2
m2 −M2 g

2

ωr
, (B3)

we obtain the Hamiltonian of a harmonic oscillator. By

applying the annihilation operator b̂ to its ground state

|0⟩M (i.e. b̂ |0⟩M = 0), we thus obtain

â |0⟩M = −M g

ωr
|0⟩M . (B4)

From Eq. B4, we see that atomic states with M = 0
are associated with the zero-photon state; while atomic
states with M = ±2 are associated with the photonic
coherent states |±α⟩. In turn, M depends on the sign of
ε1 and ε2. If ε1 < 0 and ε2 < 0, then M− ≡ M = m1 −
m2. If ε1 > 0 and ε2 < 0, then M+ ≡M = −(m1 +m2).
Table I shows the eight possible states as a function of
the sign of ε1 when the interaction is longitudinal. This
explains the asymmetry of the spectra respect the sign
of ε1.

Appendix C. Coupling ratio dependence of one
photon exciting two atoms

Figure A1 shows the numerically calculated transi-
tion frequency ωi0 (spectrum) for the coupling ratios
g1,2/ωr = 0, 0.65 (fitted value), and 1. We use the same

TABLE I. Possible values of M and relative states. We con-
sider ε2 < 0.

m1 -1 +1 -1 +1

m2 -1 -1 +1 +1

M− 0 +2 -2 0

States if ε1 < 0 |gg⟩ |0⟩ |eg⟩ |−α⟩ |ge⟩ |+α⟩ |ee⟩ |0⟩

M+ +2 0 0 -2

States if ε1 > 0 |gg⟩ |+α⟩ |eg⟩ |0⟩ |ge⟩ |0⟩ |ee⟩ |−α⟩

Hamiltonian in Eq. (6),

Ĥtot/ℏ ≃ωrâ
†â

+
ε1
2
σ̂z1 +

∆1

2
σ̂x1 +

ε2
2
σ̂z2 +

∆2

2
σ̂x2

− (g1σ̂z1−g2σ̂z2)(â†+ â)− 2g1g2
ωr

σ̂z1σ̂z2 , (C1)

and fitting parameters. We can see that the asymme-
try of the spectrum increases with g1,2/ωr, and the an-
tisplitting gap between ω30 and ω40 in g1,2/ωr ≃ 0.65
(−1 < ε1/ωr < 0) is larger than that of the other two
coupling ratios.

We numerically calculate the projection Pj ≡ |⟨Ψj |j⟩|2
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of the superposition states,

|Ψgg1⟩ ≃ (|ψ3⟩+ |ψ4⟩)/
√
2 (≃ |gg1⟩) , (C2)

|Ψee0⟩ ≃ (|ψ3⟩ − |ψ4⟩)/
√
2 (≃ |ee0⟩) , (C3)

at the anticrossing point on the bare states |j⟩ =
{|gg1⟩ , |ee0⟩} as a function of the coupling ratio, and
the result is shown in Fig. A2(a). As mentioned in the
theoretical prediction in Ref. 30, a lower g/ωr maximizes
the projection. However, the effective coupling strength
below g/ωr = 0.1 is much smaller than that at larger
coupling ratios, see Fig. A2(b). Thus, when g/ωr is be-
low 0.1, we cannot clearly see the antisplitting between
|gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩ and the one photon exciting two atoms
effect. As shown in the right panel of Fig. A2, the ef-
fective coupling is maximum at around g1,2/ωr ≃ 0.66,
which is close to our system.

According to the theoretical prediction in Ref. 30,
when the Hamiltonian has no direct spin-spin interac-

tion, which is written as

Hideal/ℏ =
ωq

2

∑
i=1,2

σ̂zi + ωra
†a

+ g
∑
i=1,2

(σ̂zi cos θ + σ̂xi sin θ)(â
† + â) , (C4)

the effective coupling strength Ω between |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩
can be approximate to

Ω ≃ 8

3

g3

ω2
q

sin θ cos θ2 , (C5)

where ωq is the qubit frequency, and θ = arctan(−∆/ε).
The parameters in our system are θ1 ≃ 0.09 × 2π,
θ2 ≃ 0.06 × 2π, ωq1 ≃ 3.42 GHz, and ωq2 ≃ 2.48 GHz.
From Eq. (C5), the effective coupling constant Ω ob-
tained using the parameters in our system is expected
to be more than 200 MHz. The measured effective cou-
pling constant g30−40 is much suppressed. Besides, if the
Hamiltonian has no direct spin-spin interaction, the pro-
jections on |gg1⟩ and |ee0⟩ at the anticrossing point is
less than 0.8 when g/ωr = 0.25, and when g/ωr ≫ 0.25,
the one photon exciting two atoms effect is no longer
observed.
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