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Abstract – We study the two-qubit asymmetric quantum Rabi model (AQRM) and find its dark-
state solution. Such solutions have at most one photon and constant eigenenergy in the whole
coupling regime, causing level crossings in the spectrum, although there is no explicit conserved
quantity except energy. We find an operator in the eigenenergy basis to label all the degeneracies
with its eigenvalues, and compare it with the well-known hidden symmetry which exists when
bias parameter ϵ is a multiple of half of the resonator frequency ω. Extended to the multimode
case, we find symmetries related with conserved bosonic number operators, which also cause level
crossings. This provides a perspective for symmetry studies on generalized Rabi models.

Introduction. – The quantum Rabi model (QRM)
[1] describes the interaction between a single-mode cavity
and a qubit. It has wide applications in quantum op-
tics [2–7], circuit quantum electrodynamics (QED) [8–12],
cavity QED [13–18], quantum information [19–21] and so
on [22–24]. Its semiclassical form was first introduced by
Rabi [25,26]. Jaynes and Cummings [1] carried out the ro-
tating wave approximation (RWA) [27] for the QRM, and
obtained the analytical solution in 1963. However, the
ultrastrong [28] and even deep strong coupling [29] has
been realized in experiments, where the RWA fails. The
analytical solution to the QRM was found by Braak [30]
in 2011 in the Bargmann [31] space, and then retrieved
by Chen et al. with Bogoliubov operator approach [32].
There are many interesting studies on QRM and its gen-
eralizations [?,?, 33–50] recently. Since there is no closed
subspace in the photon number space, the eigenstate nor-
mally consists of infinite photons, making the dynamics in
the ultrastrong coupling regime quite complex. However,
there are special dark states with finite photons for the
multiqubit and multimode case [51–54], since the coherent
superposition of basis with N -photon will cancel the pop-
ulation of higher photon number states when applied by
the Hamiltonian. Such solutions exist in the whole qubit-
photon coupling regime with constant eigenenergy when

(a)E-mail: jpeng@xtu.edu.cn

N = 1. Taking advantage of such special dark states,
one can fast generate W -states [54], Bell states [55], and
high-quality single photon sources [56] in the ultrastrong
coupling regime deterministically through adiabatic evo-
lution.

Meanwhile, the AQRM has attracted much interest re-
cently. It has an additional static bias term ϵσx, which
was considered physically as a spontaneous transition of
the qubit [30]. Moreover, the AQRMwidely appears in cir-
cuit QED systems, where the static bias of the supercon-
ducting flux qubit can be tuned externally [57–60]. This
provides more options for precise quantum control of the
system. For the AQRM Hamiltonian, the presence of the
static bias breaks the Z2 symmetry R = exp (iπa†a)σz
of the QRM. Hence, generally there is no level crossing
in the spectrum. However, recent studies [30] have found
that level crossings are restored when ϵ takes half-integer
value of ω, indicating a hidden symmetry in the AQRM
[61–63]. In addition, many works [63, 64] have rigorously
constructed the hidden symmetry operators using different
methods, and inspired people to study the hidden symme-
try of generalized AQRMs [65–68].

Recent hidden symmetry studies of the AQRM focus on
the case of ϵ is a multiple of ω/2 [62–65, 69]. However, it
is interesting to explorer whether there are other kinds of
symmetries. In this paper, we first study the two-qubit
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AQRM and find a special dark state with at most one
photon and constant eigenenergy in the whole coupling
regime, corresponding to a horizontal line E = ω in the
spectrum. Apparently, this one-photon solution will bring
in level crossings. Similarly, the level crossings existing
when ϵ = nω/2 [63] is also brought by solutions involving
only finite basis in the extended coherent state space [32],
located at the baseline E = nω − g2/ω ± ϵ. However, the
level crossings here only happen between the one-photon
solution and other energy levels, so we can use a projection
operator in the eigenenergy basis to label all the degen-
eracy points. Such degeneracy also happens in the parity
subspace when ϵ = 0. Whether such level crossings due
to a hidden symmetry or just fine tuning of parameters is
an interesting question to study. We extend the two-qubit
AQRM to the M -mode case and introduce a Bogoliubov
transformation [70] to rewrite the Hamiltonian, so that
the dark state solution with at most one photon and con-
stant energy is directly obtained. The hidden symmetry
still exists when ϵ takes half-integer value of ω and its
symmetry operator is obtained. Moreover, there are other
M −1 symmetries related with conserved bosonic number
operator b†jbj for j = 2, . . . ,M .

Special dark state solution of the two-qubit
AQRM and level crossings it caused. – The Hamil-
tonian of the two-qubit AQRM reads (ℏ=1)

H = ωa†a+ g1σ1x(a
† + a) + g2σ2x(a

† + a) + ∆1σ1z

+∆2σ2z + ϵ1σ1x + ϵ2σ2x, (1)

where a† and a are creation and annihilation operators
with cavity frequency ω, respectively. The two qubits are
described by Pauli matrices σx and σz with the energy
level splitting 2∆. g1 and g2 are the qubit–photon coupling
constants for the two qubits, respectively. ϵ1 and ϵ2 are
the static bias of the two qubits, respectively.

For this Hamiltonian, the presence of the static bias
breaks the Z2 symmetry R = exp(iπa†a)σ1zσ2z. The
eigenstates generally consist of infinite photon number
states. To find possible level crossings beside when ϵ takes
half-integer value of ω, we search for solution involving
finite basis in the photon number space. Meanwhile, find-
ing such solutions will be interesting and useful [54, 56]
for fast quantum information protocols using ultrastrong
coupling. Supposing there is an eigenstate with at most
one photon |ψ⟩ = c0,1|0, g, g⟩+ c0,2|0, e, e⟩+ c0,3|0, e, g⟩+
c0,4|0, g, e⟩ + c1,1|1, g, g⟩ + c1,2|1, e, e⟩ + c1,3|1, e, g⟩ +
c1,4|1, g, e⟩, then the eigenenergy equation reads ( ω is set
to 1)

see eq. (2) below

which requires∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
0 0

√
2g1

√
2g2

0 0
√
2g2

√
2g1√

2g1
√
2g2 0 0√

2g2
√
2g1 0 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = 0. (4)

Such that g2 = ±g1 = g, c1,1 = ∓c1,2, c1,3 = ∓c1,4, and
eq. (2) reduces to

see eq. (5) below

If there are less nonzero rows than columns in the above
8 × 6 coefficient matrix after elementary row transforma-
tion, then there are nontrivial solutions. This can be
done when E = 1, g2 = ±g1 = g, ϵ2 = ±ϵ1 = ϵ,

ϵ2 =
∆4

1 + (−1 + ∆2
2)

2 − 2∆2
1(1 + ∆2

2)

4
≥ 0, and the co-

efficient matrix becomes



1 0 0 0 0
∓(∆1 −∆2)(−1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2g

0 1 0 0 0
(∆1 −∆2)(1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2g

0 0 1 0 0
−ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

g(−1 + ∆1 −∆2)

0 0 0 1 0
±ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

g(1 + ∆1 −∆2)

0 0 0 0 1
∓2ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

(−1 + ∆1 −∆2)(∆1 +∆2
1 +∆2 −∆2

2)
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0


. (7)

Therefore, the eigenstate reads

|ψRϵ⟩ =
1

N
[
±(∆1 −∆2)(−1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2
|0, g, g⟩

− (∆1 −∆2)(1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2
|0, e, e⟩

+
ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

−1 + ∆1 −∆2
|0, e, g⟩

∓ ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

1 + ∆1 −∆2
|0, g, e⟩

+ g|1⟩(|e, g⟩ ∓ |g, e⟩)

± 2ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

(−1 + ∆1 −∆2)(∆1 +∆2
1 +∆2 −∆2

2)

× g|1⟩(|g, g⟩ ∓ |e, e⟩)].

(8)

Since it has constant energy and exists independent of
the relation between g and other parameters, it corre-
sponds to a horizontal line in the spectrum, as shown in
fig. 1(a), while still being a qubit-photon entangled state.
Obviously, this horizontal line will bring level crossings,
although there is no explicit conserved quantity except
energy. Its prominent characteristic is that the level cross-
ings only happens between |ψRϵ⟩ and other energy levels,
therefore we can label this degeneracy sufficiently with
the eigenvalues of |ψRϵ⟩⟨ψRϵ|, 0 and 1. This operator ob-
viously commutes with H, and has an analytical form.
However, we still need an operator contaning operators
like a and a†, commuting with H to confirm the existence
of a hidden symmetry.

According to Ashhab [62], symmetric operators can
be expressed in the eigenenergy basis as Ŝ =

p-2
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

−∆1 −∆2 − E 0 ϵ1 ϵ2 0 0 g1 g2

0 ∆1 +∆2 − E ϵ2 ϵ1 0 0 g2 g1

ϵ1 ϵ2 ∆1 −∆2 − E 0 g1 g2 0 0

ϵ2 ϵ1 0 −∆1 +∆2 − E g2 g1 0 0

0 0 g1 g2 1−∆1 −∆2 − E 0 ϵ1 ϵ2

0 0 g2 g1 0 1 + ∆1 +∆2 − E ϵ2 ϵ1

g1 g2 0 0 ϵ1 ϵ2 1 + ∆1 −∆2 − E 0

g2 g1 0 0 ϵ2 ϵ1 0 1−∆1 +∆2 − E

0 0 0 0 0 0
√
2g1

√
2g2

0 0 0 0 0 0
√
2g2

√
2g1

0 0 0 0
√
2g1

√
2g2 0 0

0 0 0 0
√
2g2

√
2g1 0 0





c0,1

c0,2

c0,3

c0,4

c1,1

c1,2

c1,3

c1,4


= 0, (2)



−∆1 −∆2 − E 0 ϵ1 ϵ2 0 0

0 ∆1 +∆2 − E ϵ2 ϵ1 0 0

ϵ1 ϵ2 ∆1 −∆2 − E 0 0 0

ϵ2 ϵ1 0 −∆1 +∆2 − E 0 0

0 0 ±g g 1−∆1 −∆2 − E ϵ1 ∓ ϵ2

0 0 g ±g ∓(1 + ∆1 +∆2 − E) ϵ2 ∓ ϵ1

±g g 0 0 ϵ1 ∓ ϵ2 1 + ∆1 −∆2 − E

g ±g 0 0 ϵ2 ∓ ϵ1 ∓(1−∆1 +∆2 − E)





c0,1

c0,2

c0,3

c0,4

c1,1

c1,3


= 0. (5)
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Fig. 1: The spectrum of the two-qubit AQRM with (a)
g1 = g2 = g, ∆1 = 0.6, ∆2 = 0.3, ϵ1 = ϵ2 = ϵ =√

∆4
1 + (−1 + ∆2

2)
2 − 2∆2

1(1 + ∆2
2)

2
=

√
1729

200
, and (b) g1 =

g2 = g, ∆1 = ∆2 = 0.8, ϵ1 = 1/2, ϵ2 = 0.

∑
i,j si|ψi,j⟩⟨ψi,j |, where ψi,j is the j-th eigenstate of Ŝ

with eigenvalue si. We can obtain the information of Ŝ
from the spectrum. If level crossings only happen between
two groups of energy levels, then we only need two s′is

to label the degeneracy. If si = ±1, then Ŝ can be a
parity operator, e.g., exp (iπa†a)σz =

∑
n(|ψ+,n⟩⟨ψ+,n| −

|ψ−,n⟩⟨ψ−,n|) for the standard QRM. Or in some cases,

si is dependent on parameters, and then so does Ŝ, e.g.,
the hidden symmetry operator J obtained in [63, 64] for
the AQRM. If level crossings happen between N groups
of energy levels, then Ŝ should have N eigenvalues. E.
g., for the standard Jaynes-Cumming (JC) model, the
conserved excitation number operator C = a†a + (σz +
1)/2 =

∑
i=1,2,3... i(|ψi,+⟩⟨ψi,+|+ |ψi,−⟩⟨ψi,−|) is obtained

by choosing si = 0, 1, 2, 3 . . .. Here level crossings only

happen between |ψRϵ⟩ and other energy levels, so it is con-
venient to study its symmetric operator in the eigenenergy
basis. We can easily write

Ŝ = |ψRϵ⟩⟨ψRϵ|+ f(∆1,2, ϵ, g)
∑

ψ ̸=ψRϵ

|ψ⟩⟨ψ|. (9)

The simplest choice is f(∆1,2, ϵ, g) = 0, where Ŝ can have
an analytical form, which is still dependent on parameters.
However, a symmetric operator written in terms of a, a†

or Pauli operators is still needed to confirm the existence
of a hidden symmetry. Eq. (9) may give a hint since it
reveals a possible form in the eigenenergy basis.

As discussed in [65], there is another kind of level cross-
ings in the two-qubit AQRM, where ϵ1 = 1/2, ϵ2 = 0,
g1 = g2, ∆1 = ∆2, which is depicted in fig. 1(b). This
level crossings is brought about by the hidden symmetry
operator [65], which reads

see eq. (10) below

in the qubit basis {|e, e⟩, |e, g⟩, |g, e⟩, |g, g⟩}. Different from
the former case, here level crossings happen between differ-
ent energy levels, so it is impossible to label all the degen-
eracies with a certain |En⟩⟨En|. This operator (eq. (10))
is written in the qubit basis and contains a and a†.
Actually, hidden symmetries of generalized Rabi models

do not only exist in the above case. There are hidden
symmetries in the asymmetric N-qubit [65], two-mode [67],
two-photon [66,71], anisotropic and the Rabi–Stark model
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eiπa
†a



a† − a+ 4g +
∆

g
0 a† + a 0

0 −a† + a− ∆

g
−4g −a† − a

−a† − a −4g −a† + a+
∆

g
0

0 a† + a 0 a† − a+ 4g − ∆

g


(10)

[61,68]. These level crossings are all brought about by the
qubit bias. However, level crossings can also be present
even in the absence of the bias. Choosing ϵ = 0 in eq. (8),
|ψRϵ⟩ reduces to

|ψR⟩ =
1

N ′ [(∆1 −∆2)|0, e, e⟩+ g|1⟩(|g, e⟩ ∓ |e, g⟩)],
(12)

with the condition ∆1 + ∆2 = 1, g2 = ±g1 = g, and
E = 1, which has been found in [51]. This solution still
corresponds to a horizontal line in the spectrum and ob-
viously causes level crossings in the parity subspace. So
although the parity exp (iπa†a)σ1zσ2z is restored, we still
need another conserved quantity (possible hidden symme-
try) to label such level crossings. We can construct such
operator by Ŝ = |ψR⟩⟨ψR| + f(∆1,2, g)

∑
ψ ̸=ψR

|ψ⟩⟨ψ| in
the eigenenergy basis, because level crossings only happen
between |ψR⟩ and other energy levels. However, we have
not obtained its analytical form in terms of operators like
a and a†.

Interestingly, such degeneracies also happen in the sub-
space of the two-qubit JC model

H = ωa†a+
∑
i=1,2

(giaσ
†
i + gia

†σi +∆iσiz). (13)

The excitation number operator C = a†a+ (
∑
i=1,2 σiz +

2)/2 is conserved. The detunings of the photon frequency
from the qubit transition frequencies are defined as δ1,2 =
2∆1,2 −ω. When δ1 + δ2 = 0, i.e., ∆1 +∆2 = ω, there are
dark states

|ψd⟩ =
√
N + 2|N, e, e⟩ −

√
N + 1|N + 2, g, g⟩ (14)

with constant eigenenergies E = N + 1 (N = 0, 1, 2, . . .)
in the whole coupling regime, as shown in fig. 2 (a) for
N = 0. This is because the superposition of |N, e, e⟩ and
|N+2, g, g⟩ could cancel the population of |N+1, e, g⟩ and
|N+1, g, e⟩ when applied by H (Eq. (13)). Although |ψd⟩
has constant eigenenergy, it will not cause level crossings.
On the other hand, H(|N + 1, e, g⟩ ∓ |N + 1, g, e⟩) only
involves basis |N + 1, e, g⟩ and |N + 1, g, e⟩ when g1 =
±g2. If ∆1 = ∆2, then |N − 1, e, g⟩ ∓ |N − 1, g, e⟩ is
a dark-state solution with the same constant energy as
|ψd⟩, which causes degeneracies in the subspace of C =
N+2. It can be explained from the conserved total angular
momenta for the spin singlet state |N + 1, e, g⟩ − |N +

(a)
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0.7
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1.3

g

E

(b)

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

g

E

Fig. 2: The spectrum of the two-qubit Jaynes-Cummings model
in the subspace of C = 2 with (a) ∆1 = 0.55, ∆2 = 0.45,
g2 = 0.1g1 = 0.1g, and (b) ∆1 = 0.55, ∆2 = 0.45, g2 = g1 = g.

1, g, e⟩. Meanwhile, if ∆1 +∆2 = ω, then

|ψd1⟩ = (∆1−∆2)|N, e, e⟩+
√
N + 1g|N+1⟩(|g, e⟩∓|e, g⟩)

(15)
becomes a dark state solution to H (eq. (13)) with the
same constant energy as |ψd⟩. They degenerate with each
other in the subspace of C = N + 2, as shown in fig. 2
(b) for N = 0. If the counter-rotating terms are further
included, |ψd1⟩ is still a dark state solution for N = 0,
which reduces to |ψR⟩. To conclude, the possible hidden
symmetry is close related to the resonance condition δ1 +
δ2 = 0 and partially broken permutation symmetry (g1 =
±g2, ∆1 ̸= ∆2). It is interesting to note that flat band may
arise due to symmetries or fine tuning of lattice parameters
[72, 73], just like the dark state here, so they may have a
link.

Extended to the multimode case. – The multi-
mode two-qubit AQRM reads

HM =

M∑
i=1

ωia
†
iai +∆1σ1z +∆2σ2z

+

M∑
i=1

(gi1σ1x + gi2σ2x)(a
†
i + ai)

+ϵ1σ1x + ϵ2σ2x, (16)

where a†i and ai are the i-th photon mode creation and
annihilation operators with frequency ωi, respectively. gi1
and gi2 are the qubit-photon coupling strength between
the i-th mode and two qubits, respectively.

When ωi = ω and gi1/gi′1 = gi2/gi′2, we can introduce

p-4
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0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

g
′

E

(a)
|ψRϵ

′ 〉
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0.5

1.0

g/ 2
E

(b)
|ψRϵ〉
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g
′

E

(c)
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Fig. 3: (a) and (c) Spectrum of the two-qubit two-mode AQRM
with ω1 = ω2 = ω = 1, g′1 = g′2 = g′. The former has ∆1 = 0.5,

∆2 = 0.2, ϵ1 = ϵ2 = ϵ =

√
4641

200
. The latter has ∆1 = ∆2 =

0.3, ϵ1 = 1/2, ϵ2 = 0. (b) and (d) Spectrum of the two-qubit
single-mode AQRM with parameters the same as in (a) and
(c) respectively, except g =

√
2g′.

similar Bogoliubov operators as proposed in [70]

b1 =

∑M
i=1 gi1ai√∑M
i=1 g

2
i1

,

bj =

∑j−1
i=1 gi1gj1ai −

∑j−1
i=1 g

2
i1aj√∑j

i=1 g
2
i1

∑j−1
i=1 g

2
i1

, j = 2, 3, . . . ,M

(17)

to transform eq. (16) into

H ′
M = ωb†1b1 +∆1σ1z +∆2σ2z

+

[
(

M∑
i=1

g2i1)
1
2σ1x + (

M∑
i=1

g2i2)
1
2σ2x

]
(b†1 + b1)

+ϵ1σ1x + ϵ2σ2x + ω

M∑
j=2

b†jbj . (18)

H ′
M is a combination of the two-qubit AQRM and

M − 1 free bosonic modes. So its solution takes the
form of |ψb1

∏M
j=2 nbj ⟩. |nbj ⟩ is the eigenstate of b†jbj

and |ψb1⟩ can be obtained from the solution of the sin-

gle mode case by replacing g1 with (
∑M
i=1 g

2
i1)

1
2 , g2 with

(
∑M
i=1 g

2
i2)

1
2 and a by b1. Dark-state solution to the

two-qubit AQRM |ψRϵ⟩ exists when g1 = g2 = g, so
a similar solution |ψ′

Rϵ⟩ for the multimode case also re-

quires (
∑M
i=1 g

2
i1)

1
2 = (

∑M
i=1 g

2
i2)

1
2 = gb. Considering

gi1/gi′1 = gi2/gi′2, we arrive at gi1 = gi2 = g′i. |ψ′
Rϵ⟩

can be obtained by replacing |1⟩ = a†|0⟩ with |WM ⟩ =

b†1|0⟩ = (
∑M
i=1 g

′
i
2
)−

1
2

∑M
i=1 g

′
i|0102 . . . 1i0i+1 . . . 0M ⟩, and

g with gb in |ψRϵ⟩ (eq. (8)). |ψ′
Rϵ⟩ reads

|ψ′
Rϵ⟩ =

1

N ′′ [
±(∆1 −∆2)(−1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2
|0M , g, g⟩

− (∆1 −∆2)(1 + ∆1 +∆2)

2
|0M , e, e⟩

+
ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

−1 + ∆1 −∆2
|0M , e, g⟩

∓ ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

1 + ∆1 −∆2
|0M , g, e⟩

+ gb|WM ⟩(|e, g⟩ ∓ |g, e⟩)

± 2ϵ(∆1 −∆2)

(−1 + ∆1 −∆2)(∆1 +∆2
1 +∆2 −∆2

2)

× gb|WM ⟩(|g, g⟩ ∓ |e, e⟩)].

(19)

It still has constant eigenenergy E = 1, corresponding
to a horizontal line in the spectrum, as shown in fig. 2 (a)
forM = 2. Such a horizontal line will obviously cause level
crossings. Its degeneracy can be labelled by the eigenval-
ues of |ψ′

Rϵ⟩⟨ψ′
Rϵ|, 0 and 1. Meanwhile, the dashed lines

with nb =
∑
j nbj ̸= 0 are translations of the same-color

solid lines with nb = 0 by nbω, according to eq. (18). This
will cause another kind of level crossings between energy
levels with different nb, as found in the multimode QRM
without bias [70]. The corresponding symmetry operator

reads b†jbj , and can be used to label the degeneracies by
its eigenvalues nbj = 0, 1, 2, . . ..
On the other hand, the spectrum of the two-qubit mul-

timode AQRM is the same as the single mode two-qubit
AQRM except for the energy levels with nonzero nbj , if we
choose gb = g, according to eq. (18). If g′1 = g′2 = g′ for
the two-mode case, then the corresponding g =

√
2g′ for

the single mode case. Then the spectra will be the same
for nb = 0, as shown in figs. 3 (a) and (b). If we choose
∆1 = ∆2, ϵ1 = 1/2, ϵ2 = 0, the level crossings in the sin-
gle mode AQRM also appears in the multimode case, as
shown in figs. 3 (c) and (d). The hidden symmetry op-
erator can be obtained simply by replacing a with b1 and
g with gb in eq. (10). There is also another kind of level
crossings between dashed lines and other energy levels,
caused by the symmetry operator b†jbj , since it commutes
with the Hamiltonian eq. (18).

Conclusion. – We study the two-qubit AQRM and
find its dark-state solution with at most one photon and
constant energy in the whole coupling regime, which
causes level crossings, although there is no explicit con-
served quantity except energy. We find an operator in the
eigenenergy basis to label all the degeneracies and com-
pare it with the hidden symmetry operator found in [65].
The level crossings brought about by the dark-state so-
lution still exists in the parity subspace when there is no
qubit bias. Whether such level crossings due to a hidden
symmetry or just fine tuning of parameters like the con-
tacts of energy bands [72,73] is an interesting question to
explorer. One evidence supporting the former is that the
adiabatic evolution along the dark state is successful in
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the vicinity of the crossing point, as if “protected” by cer-
tain symmetry, just like the case of ϵ = nω/2, where the
adiabatic evolution along a certain energy level is also suc-
cessful although there are level crossings during the pro-
cess. Extended to the two-qubit M -mode AQRM, there
are M − 1 conserved bosonic number operator b†jbj for
j = 2, 3, . . . ,M . Such symmetries also cause level cross-
ings in theM -mode AQRM. This work develops a perspec-
tive on the symmetry studies of generalized Rabi models.
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Ripoll J. J. , Phys. Rev. Lett., 105 (2010) 023601.
[12] Romero G., Lizuain I., Shumeiko V. S., Solano E.

and Bergeret F. S. , Phys. Rev. B, 85 (2012) 180506.
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