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One prominent application of near-term quantum computing devices is to solve combinatorial op-
timization such as non-deterministic polynomial-time hard (NP-hard) problems. Here we present
experiments with Rydberg atoms to solve one of the NP-hard problems, the maximum independent
set (MIS) of graphs. We introduce the Rydberg quantum wire scheme with auxiliary atoms to
engineer long-ranged networks of qubit atoms. Three-dimensional (3D) Rydberg-atom arrays are
constructed, overcoming the intrinsic limitations of two-dimensional arrays. We demonstrate Ku-
ratowski subgraphs and a six-degree graph, which are the essentials of non-planar and high-degree
graphs. Their MIS solutions are obtained by realizing a programmable quantum simulator with the
quantum-wired 3D arrays. Our construction provides a way to engineer many-body entanglement,
taking a step toward quantum advantages in combinatorial optimization.

One of the latest efforts in quantum computation re-
search is to use a sizable quantum many-body sys-
tem [1–4] to solve non-deterministic polynomial-time
(NP)-optimization problems [5–8]. Combinatorial op-
timization problems are to find an optimal solution
from feasible solutions: for example, the maximum-
independent-set (MIS) problem seeks to find an indepen-
dent vertex set of maximal size for a graph [9]. While
the MIS problem is classical by definition, their compu-
tational complexity (NP-complete) makes it intractable
to classical Turing machines [10, 11]. Alternatively, if a
quantum many-body system allows an intrinsic mapping
of the problem to, for example, the many-body ground
state, its evolution might be engineerable for the benefit
of computational speedup [12, 13].

Rydberg atom systems provide an intrinsic Hamilto-
nian for the MIS problem [8, 14], of particular relevance
in the context of the present paper. Consider N atoms
are arranged to a graph G = G(V,E) with vertices
(V ) and edges (E), representing atoms and Rydberg-
blockaded atom pairs, respectively. Their many-body
ground state gives the MIS solution of G, M(G) [4, 15].
The Hamiltonian is approximately given by

ĤG = U
∑

(j,k)∈E

n̂j n̂k −
~∆

2

∑
j∈V

σ̂z
j

where U is the nearest-neighbor interaction, ∆ is the laser
detuning, and n̂ = (σ̂z + 1)/2 is the Rydberg excitation.
The configuration n = 1 (n = 0) is for the Rydberg
(ground) state of each atom, respectively [16]. It is easy

to find that the many-body ground state of ĤG gives
M(G) with anti-ferromagnetic strong coupling (U > ~∆)
and positive detuning field (∆ > 0). Thus, quantum
simulations for the ground state of the Schrödinger equa-
tion, ĤG|M(G)〉 = Eg(G)|M(G)〉, find the MIS solutions.
In Fig. 1(a), an example of two-dimensional (2D) Ry-
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FIG. 1. (a) Graph representation of a Rydberg-atom array:
Four (N = 4) atoms are arranged in the nearest-neighbor
Rydberg-blockade regime for G(V,E) = the 3-pan graph
of V = {1, 2, 3, 4} and E = {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, {2, 4}, {3, 4}}, of
which the MIS solution is M(G) = {{1, 3}, {1, 4}}. (b) Ryd-
berg quantum-wire concept: Qubit atoms (blue) are arranged
to represent an initial graph G0 = X101. When a chain of
auxiliary atoms (red) makes a new edge between nonadjacent
atoms (vertices A and B of G0), the combined graph G0+w

(qubit and wire atoms) constructs a target graph GT , the
Moser spindle graph, by sharing the same MIS solutions.

dberg array simulations is presented with the 4-vertex
graph, G = the 3-pan graph in the nomenclature of IS-
GCI (Information System on Graph Classes and their
Inclusion) [17]. The atom arrangement, illustrated as
the numbering in Fig. 1(a), is suitable to utilize the
Rydberg blockade with the radius, rb, and its ground
state (|1010〉+ |1001〉)/

√
2 gives the MIS solution, M(3-

pan) = {{1, 3}, {1, 4}} by counting the n = 1 atoms.

We remark two intrinsic limitations of 2D Rydberg-
atom arrays for the MIS problems. First, non-planar
graphs cannot be simulated by 2D Rydberg atoms, as
the mathematical theorem by Kuratowski indicates [18].
Second, graphs with high-degree vertices cannot be en-
coded, because the size of Rydberg-atom interactions is
set by the blockade radius. In this work, we demonstrate
the two limitations are overcome by introducing a new
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scheme of quantum wires to Rydberg-atom arrays.
Quantum wires are a chain of auxiliary wire atoms,

proposed to mediate strong interactions between distant
atoms in such a way that a complex target graph, GT ,
can be synthesized from a simple initial graph, G0. Such
quantum wires are in principle realizable by using lo-
cal addressing fields [19], but implementing them in the
current Rydberg atom experiments is daunting. We,
instead, propose an alternative quantum-wire scheme,
termed as Rydberg quantum wire, which require no local
addressing. Our scheme, as to be shown below, demon-
strates that the MIS problems with non-planar or high-
degree graphs are readily accessible.

The Rydberg quantum wire scheme consists of the
three steps, construction of a wired array, quantum sim-
ulation for a MIS problem, and projection of the wire
information. The construction step is illustrated in
Fig. 1(b), in which the quantum wire of an even num-
ber (M = 6) of wire atoms (red spheres) is added to the
initial graph, G0 = X101 (blue spheres), to couple the
A and B qubit atoms. If the quantum wire is treated
as an edge, the combined graph G0+w is equivalent to
the target graph, GT = the Moser spindle graph. In
the quantum simulation step, the ground state of the
Hamiltonian is obtained by solving the Schrödinger equa-
tion, ĤG0+w |M(G0+w)〉 = Eg(G0+w)|M(G0+w)〉 experi-
mentally, for example, with quantum annealing. Note
that the size of the Hilbert space of GT is different from
the one of G0+w by the factor of 2M , where M is the
number of added atoms for the quantum wire. Thus,
additional operations of quantum states of G0+w is per-
formed in the final step. The MIS solution of a target
graph, M(GT ), can be schematically written as,

|M(GT )〉 = PFPH

[
|M(G0+w)〉

]
.

The first operation (PH) is to make a projection of quan-
tum states in the enlarged Hilbert space of G0+w onto
the Hilbert space of the target graph GT , which can be
readily done by measuring the qubit information of GT .
Hereafter, we introduce the bar notation to specify the
projection, for example, M(G)→ M̄(G). The second op-
eration (PF ) is to remove configurations with frustration
between qubits at the boundaries, when some elements
F(G0+w) of M̄(G0+w) violate the Rydberg blockade con-
dition. Then, the MIS solution of GT is obtained as

M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w)− F̄(G0+w) (1)

(see Appendix for detailed discussions). It is noted that
our Rydberg quantum wire scheme utilizes quantum en-
tanglement of the two quantum many-body systems,
original graph and wire. Namely, qubits of the two sys-
tems become entangled so that the MIS solution of a
target graph is accessible.

Quantum simulation of MIS problems is performed
with quantum annealing of 3D atom arrays [20]. In ex-
periments, neutral 87Rb atoms are arranged in free space
in such a way that all nearest-neighbor atom pairs, which

describe the edges of the graphs, are kept at a fixed in-
teratomic distance d smaller than the Rydberg block-
ade radius, i.e., d < rb = (C6/~Ω)1/6 = 9.8 µm, and
that all other atom pairs, which are not connected by
edges, are at longer distances [20, 21]. The ground state∣∣5S1/2, F = 2,mF = 2

〉
= |n = 0〉 and the Rydberg state∣∣71S1/2,mJ = 1/2

〉
= |n = 1〉 of each atom are used for

the qubit two-state system. An effective Hamiltonian of
the 3D atom arrays is

Ĥ(t) = U
∑

(j,k)∈E

n̂j n̂k −
~
2

∑
j∈V

(
δ(t)σ̂z

j − Ω(t)σ̂x
j

)
, (2)

where the Pauli matrices with the two states at sites j, k
are introduced with n̂j,k = (σ̂z

j,k + 1)/2. Each term on
the right hand side describes the van der Waals interac-
tion at the fixed distance d, the time-dependent detun-
ing, and the time-dependent Rabi frequency, respectively.
Initially, the atoms are prepared in the paramagnetic
down spins at t = 0, |00 · · · 0〉, with δ(0) = −∆i < 0
and Ω(0) = 0. To find the MIS solutions of G, these
atoms are quasi-adiabatically driven to the many-body
ground state of ĤG, by turning on and off the Rabi
frequency while the detuning is gradually increased to
δ(t = tf ) = ∆f < U [20] (see Appendix for details).

We first consider in Fig. 2 experimental tests of Ryd-
berg quantum wires for the cases with and without the
frustration, F̄(G0+w) = ∅ and 6= ∅ in Eq. (1), respectively.
For graphs without the frustration, we consider the ini-
tial graph, G0 = P4 in Fig. 2(a), and the target graph,
GT = C4 in Fig. 2(b). The construction of the wired
graph, G0+w = C6, is done by adding an M = 2 Ryd-
berg quantum wire (red spheres) as shown in Fig. 2(c).
Quantum simulations observe high-population states as
in Figs. 2(d,e,f), of which the MIS solutions are sum-
marized as M(G0) = {{2, 4}, {1, 4}, {1, 3}}, M̄(G0+w) =
{{2, 4}, {1, 3}}, and M(GT ) = {{2, 4}, {1, 3}}. It is easy
to verify that F(G0+w) = ∅ and M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w),
satisfying the MIS solution in Eq. (1). Note that the
population difference among the MIS solutions of G0, in
Fig. 2(d), is due to the fact that the quantum annealing
results in a coherent superposition of the MIS solutions,
|M(G0)〉〉 = (|0101〉+ |1010〉)/

√
2 + |0110〉 /2.

For graphs with the frustration, i.e., F(G0+w) 6= ∅,
we consider the initial and target graphs, G0 = S4 and
GT = 3-pan as in Fig. 2(g,h). The wired graph is
G0+w = 5-pan, constructed with the Rydberg quantum
wire as shown in Fig. 2(i). Quantum simulations of G0,
GT , and G0+w are respectively shown in Figs. 2(j,k,l), of
which the high-population states are given by M(G0) =
{{1, 2, 4}}, M(GT ) = {{1, 4}, {2, 4}}, and M̄(G0+w) =
{{1, 4}, {2, 4}, {1, 2, 4}}. The results also confirm the
MIS solution, M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w) − F̄(G0+w), where
F̄(G0+w) = {{1, 2, 4}} is the frustrated configuration.

Next, we consider nonplanar graphs, focusing on Ku-
ratowski subgraphs, K5 and K3,3. The seminal work by
Kuratowski shows that a graphG is nonplanar if and only
if G contains any of these two Kuratowski subgraphs [18].
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FIG. 2. Experimental tests of Rydberg quantum wires. (a-c) A test graph set, {G0, GT , G0+w}, for the algorithm with no
frustration, M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w): (a) G0 = P4, the four-vertex path graph; (b) GT = C4, the four-vertex circle graph;
(c) G0+w = C6, the six-vertex circle graph. (d-f) Experimental MIS solutions (filled bars) in the probabilities of all qubit-
atom states in the bare-atom basis enumerated and sorted by Ne =

∑
j∈V nj (the total Rydberg excitation): (d) M(G0) =

{{2, 4}, {1, 4}, {1, 3}}; (e) M(GT ) = {{2, 4}, {1, 3}}; and (f) M̄(G0+w) = {{2, 4}, {1, 3}}. (g-l) A test graph with the frustration,
M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w) − F(G0+w): (g) G0 = S4, the four-atom star graph; (h) GT = the 3-pan graph; and (i) G0+w = the 5-
pan graph. (j-l) Experimental MIS solutions: (j) M(G0) = {{1, 2, 4}}; (k) M(GT ) = {{2, 4}, {1, 4}}; and (l) M̄(G0+w) =
{{2, 4}, {1, 4}, {1, 2, 4}}. In (d-f) and (j-l), state preparation and measurement errors of P (0|1) = 0.03 and P (1|0) = 0.18 are
taken into account. In (f,l), numerical simulation for possible experimental errors are estimated for comparison.

K5 in Fig. 3(a) is a complete graph with each vertex
edged to all other vertices and K3,3 in Fig. 3(b) is a bi-
partite graph with three vertices on one side completely
connected to the vertices on the other side. It has been
shown that both of these graphs require quantum wiring
as well as 3D atom arrangements [22, 23].

We construct wired graphs, G0+w = Kexp
5 and Kexp

3,3 ,

as shown in Figs. 3(c,d), to simulate the target graphs
GT = K5 and K3,3, respectively. In Fig. 3(c), the
initial graph is G0 = K5-e of five qubit atoms (blue
spheres) in the tetrahedral configuration, of which the
two qubit atoms (2 and 5) are coupled by the quan-
tum wire of six wire atoms (red spheres). With the
constructed Kexp

5 , quantum annealing is performed and
the result is shown in Fig. 3(e). Six peaks are ob-
served corresponding to the five singly-excited solutions
(black bars), {1}, {2}, · · · , {5}, and a doubly-excited
{2, 5} (gray bar). The last solution, {2, 5}, is frustrated,
and the MIS solution of K5 is obtained by Eq. (1),
M(K5) = {{1}, {2}, · · · {5}}. We note that the uneven
probabilities of the singly-excited states are attributed
to the difference of their higher-order interactions, which

are ignored in Eq. (1), to other qubit atoms and the
quantum wire, which are mainly due to the asymme-
tries of physical implementations (for example, atom 3
is kept closer to atom 5 than 2 to avoid the interference
of holographic optical potentials [22]). In Fig. 3(d) for
Kexp

3,3 , the initial graph is the A graph (blue) and three

quantum wires (yellow, orange, and red) are used to con-
nect (1, 6), (1, 4), and (3, 4) pairs. Quantum annealing of
the constructed Kexp

3,3 results in two peaks as shown in

Fig. 3(f), corresponding to the two MIS solutions (black
bars), {1, 2, 3} and {4, 5, 6} of Kexp

3,3 . Both the solutions
are not frustrated and the Rydberg quantum-wire algo-
rithm in Eq. (1) experimentally finds the MIS solution of
K3,3 as M(K3,3) = {{1, 2, 3}, {4, 5, 6}}.

As an additional application of Rydberg quantum
wires, we consider a graph of high-degree vertex in Fig. 4.
Implementation of a high-degree vertex is crucial in quan-
tum simulations with Rydberg-atom arrays. For exam-
ple, the star graph S6 in Fig. 4(a), which has a six-
degree vertex at the center, cannot be simulated in any
2D arrays without a quantum wire scheme, because a
naive 2D implementation of atoms results in a different
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FIG. 3. Nonplanar graphs. Experimental construction of Kuratowski subgraphs: (a) K5. (b) K3,3. (c) Rydberg quantum-wire
implementation of Kexp

5 with K5-e (blue) and a P6 quantum wire (red). (d) Kexp
3,3 with the A graph (blue) and three quantum

wires (yellow, orange, and red). (e) Experimental MIS solutions M̄(Kexp
5 ) = {{1}, {2}, · · · , {5}, {2, 5}}, in which {2,5} has a

frustrated quantum wire. (f) M̄(Kexp
3,3 ) = {{1, 2, 3}, {4, 5, 6}}.

graph, the wheel graph W7, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Our
strategy is to reduce the degree of the high-degree ver-
tex, by using the Rydberg quantum wires, also known
as vertex-splitting in graph theory [24]. As shown in
Fig. 4(c), the 13-vertex extended tree-like graph (red and
blue spheres), Sexp

6 , is constructed from the initial graph,
7K1 of seven isolated vertices. Three quantum wires
are used to split the 6-degree center vertex by adding
the three 3-degree vertices. Quantum annealing results
of the as-constructed Sexp

6 are shown in Fig. 4(d). A
single peak is observed corresponding to the MIS solu-
tion of Sexp

6 , which is not frustrated (F̄(G0+w) = ∅),
i.e., M̄(Sexp

6 ) = {{2, 3, · · · , 7}}, and the Rydberg quan-
tum wire scheme successfully constructs the high-degree
graph.

In summary, we have proposed and experimentally
demonstrated the Rydberg quantum wire scheme, which
utilizes Rydberg many-body interactions along a chain
of neutral atoms to program the complex connections
of nonplanar and high-degree graphs necessary for gen-
eral MIS problems. We have used 3D arrays of qubit
and quantum-wire atoms, to construct the Kuratowski
subgraphs, K5 and K3,3, and the six-degree graph, S6,
and probed their many-body ground states using the
near-adiabatic quantum annealing procedure. The ob-
served ground-states of the quantum-wired systems have
exhibited excellent agreements with, or algorithmically
retrieved, the MIS solutions of the target graphs. Our
demonstration suggests that a general graph of N -by-
N couplings is in principle implementable by Rydberg

quantum wires, while there remain unresolved issues such
as limited physical resources [25], efficient many-body
ground-state probing [26], and technical issues involved
with tangled 3D wires. It is hoped that our quantum-wire
scheme demonstrated for MIS problems shall be useful to
further developments for other optimization problems.

Appendix A: Quantum Mechanics of the wired MIS
problems

Our goal is to find the MIS solution of a target graph,
GT , which can be obtained by finding the ground state
of the Schrödinger equation of the target Hamiltonian,

ĤT |M(GT )〉 = Eg(GT )|M(GT )〉.

However, the construction ofGT is fundamentally limited
by non-planar graphs and high-degree vertices.

Our strategy to overcome the limitations is to investi-
gate a wired graph, G0+w, and obtain the MIS solution of
GT . The basic fact is the relation, M(GT ) ⊂ M̄(G0+w),
which can be easily shown by replacing an edge of GT by
a quantum wire. The MIS solution of G0+w is obtained
by solving the Schrödinger equation,

Ĥ0+w|M(G0+w)〉 = Eg(G0+w)|M(G0+w)〉.

The ground state can be written as

|M(G0+w)〉 =
∑
j

Cj |Ψj〉 =
∑
j

Cj |ψj〉 ⊗ |φj〉.
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of the six-degree center vertex. (b) 2D implementation of S6

results in a wheel graph W7. (c) Three quantum wires are
used to split the center 6-degree vertex to three extended 3-
degree vertices. (d) Experimental MIS solution M̄(Sexp

6 ) =
{{2, 3, · · · , 7}} = M(S6).

Note that the qubit state |ψj〉 (the combined state |Ψj〉)
is located in the Hilbert space whose size is 2N (2N+M ),
where N and M are the numbers of qubits of the target
graph and wires, respectively. The MIS solution of the
wired graph is

M(G0+w) = {(ψ1, φ1), (ψ2, ψ2), · · · }.

We introduce the projection operator, PH , defined as

PH |Ψj〉 = |ψj〉.

Mathematically, a Fock space with different qubit num-
bers is necessary, and yet it is safe to use the above no-
tation for the MIS problems. The projection state is

PH |M(G0+w)〉 =
∑
j

Cj |ψj〉

and the corresponding solution set is

M̄(G0+w) = {ψ1, ψ2, · · · , ψ̃1, ψ̃2, · · · }.

The bar notation is introduced to specify the projection.
Some of the elements of M̄(G0+w) are not a solution
of the MIS problem of GT , which are specified by the
tilde notation. One can introduce the frustration func-
tion defined as f(nA, nB) = nAnB , where nA and nB

are the number operator eigenvalues of the boundaries
where a wire is connected. For an element of M̄(G0+w),
the Rydberg blockade condition, f(nA, nB) = 1, can
be tested, and a set with the condition is obtained,
F̄(G0+w) = {ψ̃1, ψ̃2, · · · }. Then, one can introduce the

second projection operator, PF = I −
∑

a |ψ̃a〉〈ψ̃a|, and
the final state is

|M(GT )〉 = PFPH

[
|M(G0+w)〉

]
.

Then, the solution set can be written as

M(GT ) = M̄(G0+w)− F̄(G0+w) = {ψ1ψ2, · · · }. (A1)

Appendix B: Rydberg-atom quantum simulator

Experiments of Rydberg quantum wires are performed
with a 3D Rydberg-atom quantum simulator, which con-
sists of a magneto-optical trap (MOT) of 87Rb atoms, an
optical system for holographical optical tweezers, a laser
system for Rydberg-atom excitations, and a single-atom
detection system.

The atoms are cooled in the MOT down to 30 µK
by Doppler and polarization gradient cooling, and op-
tically pumped to the ground hyperfine state |0〉 =∣∣5S1/2, F = 2,mF = 2

〉
. After the MOT is turned off, op-

tical tweezers (far-off resonant optical dipole traps) are
turned on to capture single atoms. Up to 250 optical
tweezers are created at predetermined 3D locations of 5-
10 µm spacing, by using an 820-nm laser (Ti:Sapphire
CW laser of Avesta), a spatial light modulator (SLM,
ODPDM512 of Meadowlark optics), and a microscope
objective lens (Mitutoyo G Plan Apo 50×). Each optical
tweezer has the trap depth of 1 mK, the diameter of 2
µm, and the lifetime of 40(10) s.

To make a defect-free arrangement of N atoms, we use
N optical tweezers on target atom positions and another
N optical tweezers as a reservoir around the targets.
The atom occupations of the optical tweezers are deter-
mined by fluorescence imaging of the

∣∣5S1/2, F = 2
〉
−∣∣5P3/2, F = 3

〉
transition with an electron-multiplied-

CCD camera and an electrically-tunable-lens (ETL, EL-
16-40-TC of Optotune). The lateral and axial resolutions
are 0.3 µm and 0.5 µm, respectively. After the occupa-
tions are checked, the captured atoms are rearranged by
optical tweezers steered along a set of paths obtained by
Hungarian algorithm [27]. 3D Gerchberg-Saxton (GS)
algorithm is used to program the dynamic holograms, of
which the real-time calculation is performed with a GPU
(NVIDIA, Titan-X pascal). The 3D GS algorithm uses
for fast convergence the weights of target site intensity
feedback, and the initial phase pattern of SLM for ev-
ery iteration utilizes the calculated phase pattern from
the former iteration [28]. As example, a 35 times itera-
tion takes about 700 ms and it is sufficient to move traps
about 20 µm with an over 90 % occupation probability
of each site. The 3D atom positions of all experimental
graphs are listed in Table I.
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TABLE I. Atom positions of the graphs demonstrated in the main text.

Figure Graph Positions (x, y, z) (µm)

2a P4 1 : (-7.0, 3.0, 0.0) 2 : (-3.5, -3.0, 0.0) 3 : (3.5, -3.0, 0.0) 4 : (7.0, 3.0, 0.0)
2b C4 1 : (-3.5, 3.5, 0.0) 2 : (-3.5, -3.5, 0.0) 3 : (3.5, -3.5, 0.0) 4 : (3.5, 3.5, 0.0)
2c C6 1 : (-7.0, 0.0, 0.0) 2 : (-3.5, -6.1, 0.0) 3 : (3.5, -6.1, 0.0) 4 : (7.0, 0.0, 0.0)

5 : (-3.5, 6.1, 0.0) 6 : (3.5, 6.1, 0.0)
2g S4 1 : (-3.8, 6.5, 0.0) 2 : (-3.8, -6.5, 0.0) 3 : (0.0, 0.0, 0.0) 4 : (7.5, 0.0, 0.0)
2h 3-pan 1 : (-6.5, 3.8, 0.0) 2 : (-6.5, -3.8, 0.0) 3 : (0.0, 0.0, 0.0) 4 : (7.5, 0.0, 0.0)
2i 5-pan 1 : (-3.8, 6.5, 0.0) 2 : (-3.8, -6.5, 0.0) 3 : (0.0, 0.0, 0.0) 4 : (7.5, 0.0, 0.0)

5 : (-10.7, 3.8, 0.0) 6 : (-10.7, -3.8, 0.0)
3a K5 1 : (-2.0, 0.0, -2.1) 2 : (-5.0, 0.0, 2.5) 3 : (5.0, 0.0, -2.5) 4 : (1.0, 2.9, 1.5)

5 : (1.0, -3.5, 1.5) 6 : (-9.6, 5.0, 4.0) 7 : (-8.8, 12.1, 3.6) 8 : (-5.1, 12.1, -0.8)
9 : (1.0, 12.1, -3.8) 10 : (8.1, 12.1, -4.7) 11 : (8.8, 5.0, -5.1)

3b K3,3 1 : (-6.9, 8.0, 0.0) 2 : (0.0, -4.0, 0.0) 3 : (8.0, 4.0, 0.0) 4 : (-6.9, -8.0, 0.0)
5 : (0.0, 4.0, 0.0) 6 : (8.0, -4.0, 0.0) 7 : (-13.9, 4.0, 0.0) 8 : (-13.9, -4.0, 0.0)
9 : (-6.9, -13.7, -5.7) 10 : (0.0, -16.0, -7.0) 11 : (7.0, -13.0, -7.0) 12 : (14.5, -10.5, -7.0)
13 : (17.0, -3.0, -7.0) 14 : (13.7, 4.0, -5.7) 15 : (-6.9, 13.7, 5.7) 16 : (0.0, 16.0, 7.0)
17 : (7.0, 13.0, 7.0) 18 : (14.5, 10.5, 7.0) 19 : (17.0, 3.0, 7.0) 20 : (13.7, -4.0, 5.7)

4c S6 1 : (0.0, 0.0, 0.0) 2 : (6.1, 17.5, 0.0) 3 : (-6.1, 17.5, 0.0) 4 : (-18.2, -3.5, 0.0)
5 : (-12.1, -14.0, 0.0) 6 : (12.1, -14.0, 0.0) 7 : (18.2, -3.5, 0.0) 8 : (0.0, 14.0, 0.0)
9 : (-12.1, -7.0, 0.0) 10 : (12.1, -7.0, 0.0) 11 : (0.0, 7.0, 0.0) 12 : (-6.1, -3.5, 0.0)
13 : (6.1,-3.5,0.0)

The atoms are two-photon excited from the ground
state |0〉 =

∣∣5S1/2, F = 2,mF = 2
〉

to the Rydberg state

|1〉 =
∣∣71S1/2,mj = 1/2

〉
via the intermediate state

|m〉 =
∣∣5P3/2, F = 3,mF = 3

〉
. We use 780 nm (home-

made extra-cavity diode laser) and 480 nm (TA-SHG Pro
from Toptica) lasers for the |0〉 → |m〉 and |m〉 → |1〉
transitions, respectively. Both the lasers are frequency-
stabilized to an ultra-low-expansion cavity (Stable laser
systems, finesse 15000) by Pound-Drever-Hall method.
The effective Rabi frequency of the two-photon transi-
tion is Ω = Ω780Ω480/2∆m = 2π × 0.88(1) MHz, where
Ω780 = 2π × 50 MHz and Ω480 = 2π × 20 MHz are the
Rabi frequencies are the 780 nm and 480 nm lasers, re-
spectively, and ∆m = 2π × 570 MHz is the intermedi-
ate detuning. The laser power of 780(480) nm beam is
50 µW (550 mW) and the 1/e2 beam diameter is 180 µm
(100 µm), which is sufficient to cover the atomic array we
used with near-uniform Rabi frequencies less than 10 %
deviation. The typical decay time of the single-atom Rabi
oscillation is 7(2) µs [21].

For quantum annealing, the control parameters δ(t)

and Ω(t) of the Hamiltonian Ĥ(t) in Eq. (2) are adjusted
from the paramagnetic phase condition, δ(t = 0) = ∆i <
0 and Ω(t = 0) = 0, to the MIS phase condition, δ(t =
tf ) = ∆f < U and Ω(t = tf ) = 0. Within the time of
tf = 4 µs, we use three regions of operations. At the first
region during t : 0→ tf/10, δ(t) is fixed to ∆i, and Ω(t) is
linearly increased from zero to Ω0, for the initial state to
evolve to the ground state of quantum Ising Hamiltonian.
Then at the second region δ(t) is linearly increased from
∆i < 0 to ∆f > 0, while Ω(t) = Ω0 is constant during
t : tf/10→ 9tf/10. Finally at the third region, during t :
9tf10→ tf , Ω(t) gradually decreases to zero while δ(t) =

∆f is kept constant [20]. Table II shows the interatomic
distance, d, initial detuning, ∆i, final detuning, ∆f , and
measurement repetitions of each experiment.

TABLE II. Experimental parameters

Figure Graph d (µm) ∆i (MHz) ∆f (MHz) repetition
2a P4 7.0 -3.0 +3.0 678
2b C4 7.0 -3.0 +3.0 672
2c C6 7.0 -3.0 +3.0 734
2g S4 7.5 -3.0 +3.0 425
2h 3-pan 7.5 -3.0 +3.0 525
2i 5-pan 7.5 -3.0 +3.0 570
3a K5 7.0 -3.0 +1.5 1961
3b K3,3 8.0 -3.0 +3.0 1279
4c S6 7.0 -3.0 +3.0 1640

The experimental time budget is summarized in Ta-
ble III. After the procedure, resulting atom states are
detected with the fluorescence of ground-state atoms

TABLE III. Experimental time budget

Process Time budget
Single atom loading (PGC) 100 ms
Initial occupancy checking 40× 2×Np ms

(for 3D array with Np planes)
Arom rearrangements 800 ms

Final occupancy checking 40× 2×Np ms
Bias field ON, optical pumping 20 ms

Quantum annealing 5 µs
(including trap off)

Bias field OFF 20 ms
Final state detection 40× 2×Np ms
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TABLE IV. Experimental errors

Error sources Treatment
Spontaneous decay from intermediate level |m〉 Lindblad master equation [29, 30]

dρ
dt

= − i
~ [H, ρ] +

∑N
j=1

(
LjρL

†
j − 1

2

{
L†jLj , ρ

})
with Lj =

√
γm/2σ

(j)
z and γm = 2π × 10 kHz

Laser phase noise Monte-Carlo simulation with spectral noises [30]
104 (Hz2/Hz) (780 nm) and 103 (Hz2/Hz) (480 nm)

Laser intensity fluctuation Monte-Carlo simulation with measured value (2%)
Finite temperature Monte-Carlo simulation with positional fluctuation [31]

standard deviation σr = 0.1 µm (radial) and σz = 0.6 µm (axial)
where the temperature 30 µK, trap depth 1 mK

State-preparation-and-measurement (SPAM) error Correction of measured microstate probabilities [20]
P (|0〉 | |1〉) = 0.18 and P (|1〉 | |0〉) = 0.03

during 40 ms cyclic transitions to
∣∣5P3/2, F = 3

〉
, and

the procedure is repeated until the probability distribu-
tion is obtained. In our experiment, state-preparation-
and-detection (SPAM) errors are P (|0〉 | |1〉) = 0.18 and
P (1| |0〉) = 0.03 [20]. With these parameters the mea-
sured microstates S can be reconstructed to the error-
corrected microstates S′ by S′ = (M−1)⊗NS for N
atoms, where M is the SPAM error matrices, given by

M =

[
1− P (|0〉 | |1〉) P (|1〉 | |0〉)
P (|0〉 | |1〉) 1− P (|1〉 | |0〉)

]
. (B1)

Experimental errors are listed in Table IV. Dominant
errors are from the spontaneous decay rate of the in-
termediate state and laser phase noises [29, 30]. While
the the spontaneous decay from the Rydberg state (of
the lifetime 104 times longer than |m〉) is ignorable, the
scattering rate to |m〉 is γm = 2π × 10 kHz. The phase
noise of Rydberg excitation lasers are measured by the
frequency noise spectrum of the error signal while both
lasers are stabilized. The overall spectral densities of
frequency noise are measured to 104 (Hz2/Hz) for 780

nm and 103 (Hz2/Hz) for 480 nm around the Fourier
frequency near the Rabi frequency Ω0. Numerical simu-
lations with Lindblad master equation with these effects
taken into account are shown (with red dots and purple
dots) in Figs. 2(f,l). Additional experimental errors are
from the finite temperature of atoms and the intensity
fluctuations of Rydberg excitation lasers. The finite tem-
perature of atoms in the tweezer induces the uncertainty
of exact positions of atomic sites. For the temperature
30 µK and the trap depth 1 mK, the standard deviation
of the position is calculated to σr = 0.1 µm for radial di-
rection and σz = 0.6 µm for axial direction (tweezer prop-
agation direction). The intensity fluctuations of lasers
are measured about 2%. Monte Carlo numerical simula-
tion are performed with these effect taken into to account
for the probabilities (green dots) in Figs. 2(f,l).
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