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Generation of all-to-all connections in a two-dimensional qubit array with two-body

interactions
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All-to-all connections are required in general quantum annealing machines to solve various com-
binatorial optimization problems. The Lechner, Hauke, and Zoller (LHZ) method, which is used
to realize the all-to-all connections, requires many-body interactions in locally connected qubits.
Because most of the qubit interactions are two-body interactions, Lechner also proposed the con-
struction of each four-body interaction by six controlled-NOT (CNOT) gates between two qubits.
However, it is difficult to construct many CNOT gates. Herein, we show more concrete sequences
to produce four-body and three-body interactions based on a two-dimensional solid-state qubit sys-
tem. We show that the number of operations needed to construct the many-body interactions can be
reduced using appropriate pulse sequences. These findings will help reduce quantum computation
costs for solving combinatorial problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The progress of artificial intelligence (AI) in science
and technology is leading to significant changes in society.
Faster solving of combinatorial optimization problems is
a prerequisite condition for efficient development of AI al-
gorithms such as deep-learning machine algorithms. The
quantum annealing machine (QAM) is expected to ef-
ficiently solve the combinatorial optimization problems
in a shorter time than is possible with classical anneal-
ing methods1–10. Nishimori et al. developed the the-
oretical foundation of the QAM,1–3, and QAMs based
on superconducting circuits are widely used11,12. In a
QAM, NP-hard problems, such as the traveling sales-
man problem, can be mapped to problems in finding
the ground states of the Ising Hamiltonian, expressed
by13 H =

∑

i<j Jijs
z
i s

z
j +

∑

i his
z
i , where the variable

szi is a classical bit of two values (szi = ±1). The first
term denotes the interaction, with a coupling constant
Jij , and the second term denotes the Zeeman energy
with an applied magnetic field hi. For a QAM, a tun-
neling term is added and the Hamiltonian is given by
H =

∑

i<j JijZiZj +
∑

i[hiZi + ∆i(t)Xi], and the vari-
ables are expressed by Pauli matrices given by X =
(

0 1
1 0

)

, and Z =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

. The tunneling term is

controlled such that it disappears at the end of the cal-
culation, given by ∆(t → ∞) → 0. To solve many combi-
natorial problems, all connections between two cells are
required. By contrast, interactions between solid-state
qubits are limited to the nearest or next-nearest interac-
tions. Choi introduced the minor embedding method to
solve this problem in the D-Wave superconducting cir-
cuit structure.14,15 Lechner, Hauke, and Zoller (LHZ)
proposed a novel method of realizing all connections by
introducing a logical spin.16 Albash et al. compared the
minor embedding and LHZ methods in terms of error tol-
erance and concluded that the minor embedding method
is more error-tolerant than the LHZ method.17 However,
the best method is decided according to the system, and

it is better that both methods should be equally investi-
gated. Here we would like to investigate the LHZ method
theoretically. One of the key challenges when using the
LHZ method is to construct the four-body interactions.
Kerr nonlinearity based on Josephson parametric oscil-
lators is one of the promising candidates proposed for
realizing the LHZ scheme.18–21 As the two-photon drive
strength increases, the system enters a stable cat state
as the result of the bifurcation. However, the Kerr effect
can be observed in some limited systems. Lechner also
proposed the construction method of using controlled-
NOT (CNOT) gates. He showed that the number of the
CNOT gates required for constructing a single four-qubit
interaction is six. However, in general, the CNOT gates
are complicated to build, and it is difficult to use many
CNOT gates for constructing the quantum annealing pro-
cess. Herein, we propose a method that enables every
qubit system interacting with nearest-neighbor Ising in-
teractions to realize the LHZ Hamiltonian. We dynam-
ically form the many-body interactions by using appro-
priate pulse sequences.

We propose a more concrete method to construct the
four-qubit interactions without directly using the CNOT
gates. It is shown that the dynamic pulse sequences by
single-qubit rotations and two-body interactions enable
the formation of the four-body and three-body interac-
tions.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we show our dynamical pulse sequence using the
effective Hamiltonian method in22. In Section III, we
show the numerical results of the success probability of
our method. In Section IV, we discuss our results. In
Section V, we summarize and conclude this study.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.05443v1
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FIG. 1: LHZ scheme for generating the all-to-all
connections.16 (a) Ten connections exist for five logical spins.
(b) In LHZ,16 one physical qubit represents two physical spins
such that two parallel spins correspond to qubit ”0” and two
antiparallel spins correspond to qubit ”1.”
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FIG. 2: (a) Four-body interaction Z1Z2Z3Z4 in LHZ. (b)
Realization of the four-body interaction by two-body interac-
tions J12,J13, and J34. The solid brown line shows an initial
Hamiltonian that uses Eq. (8). The dotted lines show the
required interactions to form the four-body interaction. (c)
Lechner’s method to construct the four-body interaction.23

II. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN METHOD

A. Previously proposed method for constructing

many-body interactions

In the LHZ method, the all-to-all connections shown in
Fig. 1(a) are realized by the replacement of Fig. 1(b).16

The key point is to introduce the four-body interaction
into the Hamiltonian described by

HLHZ =
∑

i

[A(ta)Xi +B(ta)JiZi]

− λ
∑

i

Z
C

(i)
u
Z
C

(i)
d

Z
C

(i)
l

Z
C

(i)
r
, (1)

where A = 1 and B = 0 at ta = 0 and A = 0 and B =

1 at the end of the calculation. C
(i)
c , {c ∈ u, d, l, r} are

the neighboring qubits of qubit i. The four-body interac-
tion represents the constraint of Fig. 1(b), which means
that the physical spin states consist of an even number
of spins. At the boundary sites, this four-body inter-
action changes to three-body interaction. Lechner also
used the quantum approximate optimization algorithm
(QAOA) scheme, in which the Hamiltonian H0 +Hint is
separated into components of the single-qubit rotations
H0 and the interaction parts Hint.

23,24 The rotation an-
gles of the single qubits and the interactions are deter-
mined by a feedback loop of measuring the outcome of
the previous measurements. Once the interaction part
λ
∑

i ZC
(i)
u
Z
C

(i)
d

Z
C

(i)
l

Z
C

(i)
r

is separated, this part is con-

structed by a series of qubit operations.
Let us estimate the number of processes re-

quired to construct the four-body interactions pro-
posed by Lechner.23 For the Ising Hamiltonian Hint =
∑

i<j JijZiZj , the conditional phase flip (CPF) gate is

given by Rz
1(θ4)R

z
2(θ4)e

iθ4Z1Z2 , where θ4 ≡ π/4, and
Rα

i (θ) ≡ exp{iθαi} is a single-qubit rotation. The CNOT
gate between qubits 1 and 2 is given by UCNOT

12 =
Ry

2(−θ4)U
CPF
12 Ry

2(θ4), and the time to obtain the CNOT
gate is given by τCNOT ≈ 4τrot+τJ, where τrot represents
the time of the single-qubit rotation and τJ = π/(4J).
Then, the time required to obtain the conditions in
Fig. 2(c) is given by 25τrot + 6τJ. For the XY model,26

the CNOT gate is expressed by

UCNOT
12 = Rz

1(−θ4)R
x
2 (θ4)R

z
2(θ4)U

iSWAP
12 Rx

1(θ4)

× U iSWAP
12 Rz

2(θ4) (2)

where U iSWAP
12 ≡ exp{iθ4[X1X2 + Y1Y2]}. Thus, we have

τCNOT ≈ 4τrot+2τJ, and the time required to obtain the
conditions in Fig. 2(c) is given by 25τrot + 12τJ. Thus a
lot of qubit operations are required to construct a single
four-body interaction.

B. A creation of the four-body interaction using

the effective Hamiltonian method

Here, we show our scheme for creating the effective
Hamiltonian of Eq. (1). In order to see the true ef-
fect of our method, we do not use the feedback of the
QAOA approach, and we simply approximate the time
evolution of the total Hamiltonian into small intervals
of time. A given time t is separated into smaller pieces

t =
∑Na

i=0 ∆t with ∆t = t/Na with an integer Na. Thus,
in our method, the time evolution is expressed by

U(t) =

Na
∏

l=1

Uunit(tl, tl−1) (3)

where tNa
= t and t0 = 0, and tl − tl−1 = τsq + τmb.

Uunit(tl, tl−1) ≈ e−iτsq
∑

i
[A(tl)Xi+B(tl)hiZi]

× e−iJτmb

∑
ZiZjZkZl . (4)
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FIG. 3: (a) Basic pulse sequence to produce the four-body
interaction from the initial Hamiltonian Hini = Z2Z3. (b)
Graphical description of the formation of the four-body inter-
action using the pulse element of (c); see Eq. (10).

By using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff(BCH) formula
eH1eH2 = eH3 , where H3 = H1 + H2 + [H1, H2]/2 +
[H1, [H1, H2]]/12 − [H2, [H1, H2]]/12.., we neglect the
commutation relations [H1, H2]. In our method, the
magnitude of the constraint term is adjusted by the
time period of τmb. Once the unitary evolution is sep-
arated into each component, we can multiply those uni-
tary operations directly one-by-one, and we can con-
struct many-body interactions starting from two-body
interactions. Here we focus on the case of the Ising
interaction, and we consider the conversion of the two-
body interaction

∑

i,j JijZiZj into the four-body inter-

action
∑

i,j,k,l JijklZiZjZkZl. The core idea is to apply

the effective Hamiltonian method22 to the Hamiltonian
Heff =

∑

ZiZjZkZl. The effective Hamiltonian Heff is
produced from its initial form Hini by applying a series
of operations Hop

j such that

Heff →
n
∏

j=1

exp(−iτopj Hop
j )Hini

1
∏

j=n

exp(iτopj Hop
j ). (5)

The increase in the degree of the many-body interactions
is carried out by the basic equations:22

e−iθZ1Z2X1e
iθZ1Z2 = cos(2θ)X1 + sin(2θ)Y1Z2, (6)

e−iθZ1Z2Y1e
iθZ1Z2 = cos(2θ)Y1 − sin(2θ)X1Z2 . (7)

For example, if we apply the pulse during θ = JτJ , we
obtain

Y1 → X1Z2. (8)

Repetitions of these equations enable the transformation
of m-body interactions into (m+ 1)-body interactions.
As a simple example, we consider the construction of a

single four-body interaction including four spins (Fig. 2).
We assume that there is a mechanism for switching in-
teractions on and off. The initial Hamiltonian is given
by Hini = JZ2Z3, where other interactions Z1Z2, Z3Z4,
and Z4Z1 are initially switched off. Once we prepare
Hini = JZ2Z3, we can change this Hamiltonian by three
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FIG. 4: Distribution of interactions to realize all-to-all con-
nections for six logical qubits by forming the four-body in-
teractions; an application of our method to the LHZ scheme.
Bold lines show the interactions of the initial Hamiltonian
Hini. Dotted lines show the interactions to be formed from the
pulse sequence. Ising interactions are assumed to be switched
on and off between the qubits.
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FIG. 5: Graphical description of the generation of four-body
interaction in the 13-qubit system shown in Fig. 4. Parallel
processing is possible; see Eq. (12).

steps given by

Hint = JZ2Z3 ⇒ JX2X3 : [step1]

⇒ J(Y2Z1)(Y3Z4) : [step2]

⇒ JZ1Z2Z3Z4 : [step3] (9)

Here, in step 1, we apply a π/2 pulse around the y-
axis, given by e−i(π/4)YiZie

i(π/4)Yi = Xi for qubits 2
and 3. In step 2, free running of the system during the
period of π/(4J) leads to the use of Eq. (8). In step
3, we apply a π/2 pulse around the x-axis such that
ei(π/4)XiZie

−i(π/4)Xi = Yi for qubits 2 and 3. These
processes are described in Fig. 3.

RX
2,3(−θ4)[R

X
2,3(2θ4)e

−iτJ [Z1Z2+Z3Z4]RX
2,3(−2θ4)]

× RY
2,3(−θ4)e

−itZ2Z3RY
2,3(θ4)e

−iτJ [Z1Z2+Z3Z4]RX
2,3(θ4),

(10)
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where Rα
2,3(θ) = exp(iθ[α2 + α3]) (α = X,Y ). The

square bracket is required to change e−iτJ [Z1Z2+Z3Z4] into
eiτJ [Z1Z2+Z3Z4], and we can reduce RX

2,3(−θ4)R
X
2,3(2θ4) =

RX
2,3(θ4) in the first line of the equation. Thus, the re-

quired time is 5τrot + 2τJ , which is 1/6 times less than
that of Lechner’s method.

The general case is the repetition of the single-four
qubit case. Figure 4 shows the order of the operations
for 13 qubits. The initial Hamiltonian is given by

Hini = Za1Za2 + Za2Za3 + Za3Za4

+ Zb1Zb2 + Zb2Zb3 + Zc1Zc2. (11)

We start from block [1], and blocks [2] and [3] are followed
serially. The detailed pulse sequence of the 13 qubits is
given by the following, where the bold characters show
the operations at each step:

Hini ⇒ Za1Za2 + Za2Za3 + Za3Za4

+ Zb1Zb2 + Zb2Zb3 +Xc1Xc2 : [step1]

⇒ Za1Za2 + Za2Za3 + Za3Za4

+ Zb1Zb2 + Zb2Zb3 +Yc1Zd1Yc2Zd2 : [step2]

⇒ Za1Za2 + Za2Za3 + Za3Za4

+ Xb1Xb2 +Xb2Xb3 + Zc1Zd1Zc1Zd2 : [step3]

⇒Za1Za2+Za2Za3+Za3Za4

+Yb1Zc1Yb2Zc2+Yb2Zc2Yb3Zc3+Zc1Zd1Zc1Zd2 : [step4]

⇒Xa1Xa2+Xa2Xa3+Xa3Xa4

+ Zb1Zc1Zb2Zc2+Zb2Zc2Zb3Zc3+Zc1Zd1Zc1Zd2 : [step5]

⇒Ya1Zb1Ya2Zb2+Ya2Zb2Ya3Zb3+Ya3Zb3Ya4Zb4

+ Zb1Zc1Zb2Zc2+Zb2Zc2Zb3Zc3+Zc1Zd1Zc1Zd2 : [step6]

⇒Za1Zb1Za2Zb2+Za2Zb2Za3Zb3+Za3Zb3Za4Zb4

+ Zb1Zc1Zb2Zc2+Zb2Zc2Zb3Zc3+Zc1Zd1Zc1Zd2 : [step7]

(12)

Note that the process of YiZj → ZiZj , which is the third
step in Eq. (9), can overlap the next four-body genera-
tion step. Thus, for the three blocks (Nb = 3), we have
2× 2 + 3 = 7 steps of operations.

These processes are easily extended to a general case.
The addition of one block line adds two steps. As shown
in Fig. 4, the [Nb]-th block includes Nb squares and Nb

four-qubit interactions. Thus, the [Nb] block system in-
cludes (Nb +1)(Nb +2)/2+Nb qubits and Nb(Nb +1)/2
initial interactions by 2Nb + 1 steps. The number of
logical qubits, Nb(Nb + 1)/2 interactions, is feasible.
The generation time is estimated from the graphical de-
scription of Fig. 5. The right part includes a time of
Nb(τJ + τrot) + τrot, and the left part includes a time
of Nb(τJ + 2τrot) + τrot. Thus, we need a total time
of Nb(2τJ + 3τrot) + 2τrot by using parallel processing
(Fig. 4).

C. Creation of the three-body interaction

As Lechner16,25 derived, the LHZ condition is also sat-
isfied by a three-qubit interaction using ancilla qubits.
The replacement of the four-body interaction by the
three-body interaction is expressed by25

Z1Z2Z3Z4 → Z1Z2Za + Z3Z4Za, (13)

where Za is the element of the ancilla qubit. It can be
shown that the three-body interaction is derived from
the two-body interactions similarly to the four-body in-
teraction mentioned above. Figure 6 shows the formation
process of three blocks, where six ancilla qubits (pi, qi,
ri) are prepared. The initial Hamiltonian is given by

Hini = Za1Zp1 + Za2Zp2 + Za3Zp3

+ Zb1Zp1 + Zb2Zp2 + Zb3Zp3

+ Zb1Zq1 + Zb2Zq2 + Zc1Zq1 + Zc2Zq2

+ Zc1Zr1 + Zd1Zr1. (14)

We start from block [1], which includes the line with the
smallest number of qubits. The transformation of the
Hamiltonian is carried out stepwise by using Eqs. (6)
and (7), similar to the four-body interaction. The num-
ber of steps is the same as that of the four-body interac-
tion (see Appendix B). The graphical description of the
three-body generation is shown in Fig. 7. The generation
time is the same as that of the four-body interaction and
is given by Nb(2τJ+3τrot)+2τrot. The difference between
the four-body generation and the three-body interaction
is that the qubits that are controlled are mutually sep-
arated in the three-body generation case because of the
existence of the ancilla qubits. This will be helpful in
fabricating the gate electrodes to control the qubits. The
disadvantage of the three-body interaction array is that
the number of qubits is larger than that of the four-body
interaction case.

III. NUMERICAL CALCULATION

We calculate the success probability of our method for
the four-body interaction in six qubits. The time evolu-
tion of the unitary matrix is calculated using the Cheby-
shev expansion,27 and overlapping the evolution with the
exact wave functions is estimated. The initial input data
hi are randomly chosen (i = 1, .., 6). The limited number
of qubits is caused by the calculation resources. For this
reason, the number of qubits (six qubits) in the three-
body interaction is not calculated here.
The three types of the annealing schedules considered

for A(ta) = ∆(ta) and B(ta) = 1 −∆(ta) in Eq. (1) are
given by

∆(ta) = 1− ta, (I)

∆(ta) = 1− exp(−ta), (II)

∆(ta) = 1/
√
ta + 1. (III)
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FIG. 6: An application of our method to the LHZ scheme
of three-body interactions. The distribution of interactions
realizes all-to-all connections for six logical qubits by three-
body interactions. Bold lines show the interactions of the
initial Hamiltonian Hini. Dotted lines show the interactions
to be created from the pulse sequence. The three-body in-
teractions are generated by three blocks. In the first block
[1], the three-body interaction regarding the rightmost line is
generated. In the second block [2], the three-body interaction
regarding the middle line is generated; in the third block [3],
the three-body interaction regarding the left line is generated.
In total, a seven-pulse sequence is required. The extension to
more qubits is straightforward.
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FIG. 7: Graphical description of the generation of the three-
body interaction of Fig. 6. Parallel processing is possible; see
Eq. (B1).

In this calculation, A = 1 and B = 0 at ta = 0 and A = 0
and B = 1 at ta = 1. The time 0 < ta < 1 is divided into
Na steps, during each of which the single unit of Eq. (4)
is carried out.

In order to use the BCH formula in Eq.(3), the time
step ta/Na should be sufficiently small. When we follow
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FIG. 8: Numerically calculated success probability of the
annealing process. (a) ∆(ta) = 1 − ta, (b) ∆(ta) = 1 −

exp(−ta), and (c) ∆(ta) = 1/
√

ta + 1. τsb = π/200, NS =
50 and JτM = π/2. The annealing time ta is divided into
N = 105 steps. Each time step has a time interval of τS+τM
as shown in Eq. (4) where τS = NSτsq . Thus, the real elapsed
time is estimated by N(τS + τM).

the calculational procedure of Eq.(3), we have to calcu-
late many sets of Uunit(tl, tl−1). In this procedure, the
Na times of the formation of the many-body interactions
is repeated, and the operations complexity increases as
the time step ta/Na becomes smaller. It is found that
the success probabilities does not reach one in the calcu-
lations of the range Na ∼ 106 (figures not shown). Thus,
we think that, if the time step is sufficiently small, we
can rearrange the order of the operations Eq.(3) such as

U(tl, tl−1)U(tl+1, tl) ≈ e−iτsqH
SQ(tl)e−iτsqH

SQ(tl+1)

× e−i2τmbH
MB

, (15)

where HSQ(tl) ≡
∑

i[A(tl)Xi + B(tl)hiZi] and HMB ≡
J
∑

ZiZjZkZl. Then we can collect parts of Eq.(3),
and the whole unitary operations consist of the lumps of
smaller processes each of which has NS times of HSQ and

HMB. That is, one lump contains Πl′+NS

i=l′ e−iτsqH
SQ(ti)

and e−iNSτmbH
MB

. This method has the advantage of
maximizing the effect of the constraints of the four-body
interaction, for JτM = π/2 + mπ with integer m where

τM ≡ NSτmb, because of the relationship e−iτMHMB

=
cos(JτM ) − i sin(JτM )HMB/J . Hereafter, we treat this
method to estimate the success probabilities.
Figure 8 shows the result of N = 105 and NS = 50. It

is found that type (II) is the best for scheduling. As N
and NS become larger, the success probability increases.



6

�

���

���

���

���

���

���

��	

��


� ��� ��� ��� ��
 �

type(II)

S
u

cc
es

s 
p

ro
b

ab
ili

ty

time

Ν������� ��	
��


Ν������� �������

Ν���� !" #$%&'()

FIG. 9: Numerically calculated success probability of the
annealing process of type (II) (∆(ta) = 1 − exp(−ta)) when
the N and NS are reduced.

Next we consider whether N can be reduced or not by
focusing on the type (II). Figure 9 shows different param-
eter regions ofN andNS for the type (II). It is found that
the reduction of NS degrades the success probability. Al-
though the N in Fig. 9 is about one-fifth smaller than
the N in Fig. 8, the success probability of Fig. 9 become
about 80% of Fig. 8. These results show that the speed
to reach to the maximum success probability becomes
slower when the success probability become close to one.
From the realistic viewpoint, the stopping point of the
annealing process will depend on the requirement of the
accuracy of the individual solution.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

We estimate the time required to carry out our pro-
cesses regarding the calculations of Fig. 8. When we
choose J = 100µeV assuming τrot ≪ τJ and Nb = 3,
we have JτM = 6τrot + 11π/2 ∼ 11π/2, and τM ∼
7.15× 10−10s. For NS = 50, we have τS ∼ 4.14× 10−8s.
The repetition of τM + τS by N = 105 times leads to 278
µs as the total annealing time. Because the operation
times are limited by the coherence time of the system,
we have to reduce the annealing time. In order to reduce
the total annealing time, we must increase the strength
of the coupling J . If we apply our idea to a quantum an-
nealing machine based on floating gates (FG)28,29 with
15 nm width, 100 nm height, and tunneling oxide thick-
ness 3.5 nm, we have J ≈ 10.34 meV and τJ ≈ 0.304
ps. Then, we have the total annealing time of 2.69 µs.
As J increases, the number of qubits could be increased.
Whether the feedback developed in the QAOA24 is effec-
tive to optimize the number of the annealing process of
our model is a future problem.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we proposed a method to construct four-
qubit interactions without directly using CNOT gates
in QAMs. We considered concrete pulse sequences for
the all-to-all connection of the LHZ method.16 We ap-
plied the effective Hamiltonian theory22 and showed that

the form of the four-body interaction can be constructed
without directly using CNOT gates. The processes for
generating the four-body interaction and the three-body
interaction have the same number of steps. As the num-
ber of steps increases, the success probability increases.
The total annealing time is determined by the size of
the system and the coherence time. The findings of this
study will help reduce computation costs for solving com-
binatorial problems in quantum annealing. We treated
the simple case of no feedback in the process of obtaining
optimal annealing parameters. In future work, it should
be discussed whether the number of steps can be reduced
using the feedback loop as in the QAOA methods.
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Appendix A: Basic formula

The operations treated here are derived from the fun-
damental mathematical equations. The single-qubit ro-
tation is given by

exp(−iθσα)σβ exp(iσα) = cos(2θ)σβ + ǫαβγ sin(2θ)σ
γ

(A1)
where ǫαβγ is the Levi-Civita symbol ({α, β, γ} =
{x, y, z}), and σα are the Pauli matrices. These equations
are derived by the relationship e(iθσα) = cos θ+iσα sin θ.

Appendix B: Steps in the three-body interaction

The detailed pulse sequence for generating the three-
body interactions in Fig. 6 is given by the following (bold
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characters show the operations at each step):

Hini ⇒ Za1Zp1 + Za2Zp2 +Xa3Zp3

+ Zb1Zp1 + Zb2Zp2 +Xb3Zp3 + ... : [step1]

⇒ Za1Zp1 + Za2Zp2 +Ya3Za4Zp3

+ Zb1Zp1 + Zb2Zp2 +Yb3Zb4Zp3 + ... : [step2]

⇒ Za1Zp1 +Xa2Zp2 + Ya3Za4Zp3

+ Zb1Zp1 +Xb2Zp2 + Yb3Zb4Zp3

+ Zb1Zq1 +Xb2Zq2 + Zc1Zq1 +Xc2Zq2 + ...: [step3]

⇒ Za1Zp1 +Ya2Za3Zp2 + Za3Za4Zp3

+ Zb1Zp1 +Yb2Zb3Zp2 + Zb3Zb4Zp3

+ Zb1Zq1 +Yb2Zb3Zq2 + Zc1Zq1 +Yc2Zc3Zq2 + ... : [step4]

⇒ Xa1Zp1 + Ya2Za3Zp2 + Za3Za4Zp3

+ Xb1Zp1 + Yb2Zb3Zp2 + Zb3Zb4Zp3

+ Xb1Zq1 + Yb2Zb3Zq2 +Xc1Zq1 + Yc2Zc3Zq2

+ Xc1Zr1 +Xd1Zr1: [step5]

⇒ Ya1Za2Zp1 + Za2Za3Zp2 + Za3Za4Zp3

+ Yb1Zb2Zp1 + Zb2Zb3Zp2 + Zb3Zb4Zp3

+ Yb1Zb2Zq1 + Zb2Zb3Zq2 + Yc1Zc2Zq1 + Zc2Zc3Zq2

+ Yc1Zc2Zr1 +Yd1Zd2Zr1 : [step6]

⇒ Za1Za2Zp1 + Za2Za3Zp2 + Za3Za4Zp3

+ Zb1Zb2Zp1 + Zb2Zb3Zp2 + Zb3Zb4Zp3

+ Zb1Zb2Zq1 + Zb2Zb3Zq2 + Zc1Zc2Zq1 + Zc2Zc3Zq2

+ Zc1Zc2Zr1 + Zd1Zd2Zr1 : [step7] (B1)
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