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We study the quantum Rabi model for a two-level system coupled to a quantized cavity mode under
periodic modulation of the cavity-dipole coupling in the ultrastrong coupling regime, leading to rich
Floquet states. Exploiting the quantum vacuum, we show how purely mechanical driving can produce real
photons, depending on the strength and frequency of the periodic coupling rate. This scheme is promising
for the coherent manipulation of hybrid quantum systems and quantum vacuum effects, with potential
applications for quantum state engineering, quantum information processing, and the study of non-
equilibrium quantum phenomena.
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Since the early observations with intersubband polar-
itons [1,2], the ultrastrong coupling (USC) regime of light-
matter interactions has emerged as a fascinating and
distinctive phenomenon in quantum optics, particularly
within the realm of cavity quantum electrodynamics (QED)
[3–5]. One intriguing facet of USC is the occupation of
virtual excitations (e.g., photons), even in the ground state
of the dressed system, which is a consequence of counter-
rotating wave effects and breaking U(1) symmetry [3,5,6].
This raises the question of whether it is possible to convert
virtual photons into real ones [3,7], which requires input
energy, e.g., coherent or incoherent excitation [8,9], to
introduce time-dependent characteristics into the system,
nonadiabatically [10,11]. Although virtual excitations are
not detectable, ideas have been proposed to release them as
real excitations [8–10,12–28], e.g., through time modula-
tion of the Rabi frequency [10,14], using flying atoms [28],
and exploiting phonon pumping [27,29]. Related ideas
have been proposed [30–32] and measured [33,34] in the
context of the the dynamical Casimir effect [29,35–37].
In this Letter, we study the nonperturbative “shaking” of

a two-level system (TLS), coupled to a single quantized
cavity, while in the USC regime. In such a regime, the
Jaynes-Cummings model, a cornerstone model under the
rotating-wave approximation for explaining weak and
strong coupling effects, fails [38–40]. Instead, one must
consider the joint atom-cavity dressed states [3,39–41],
where even the ground state is an entangled state of photons
and matter, which is caused by counter-rotating wave terms
in the cavity-TLS interaction Hamiltonian. With such
terms, the definitive model in cavity QED is the quantum

Rabi model (QRM), which contains nonlinear saturation
effects even in vacuum.
However, for driven cavity-QED systems, the QRM can

also fail, since strong hybridization of the bare subsystems
demands a nonperturbative treatment [39,41]. Often, peri-
odic driving is considered as a weak perturbation that
induces transitions between the (predriving) hybrid states
[39,42] so that one can utilize a sufficiently low number of
the time-independent QRM basis states and employ per-
turbation theory after the driving. Yet, when the strength of
the driving amplitude is also significant, the dressed (joint)
light-matter states of the entire system transforms into a
Floquet picture, an important theoretical framework for
understanding periodically driven systems [43,44]. Apart
from its fundamental interest, Floquet theory is a powerful
tool for engineering quantum systems [44–55] and reser-
voirs [50,56,57], and has been used for describing photon-
assisted quantum tunneling and transport [44,58–63] and
various high-field classical drives including the so-called
strong and ultrastrong Floquet drives of bosonic systems
[64,65] and carrier-wave Rabi flopping [66–68], where
the rotating-wave approximation is relaxed in the (time-
dependent) drive term, but the system-level interaction is
still of the Jaynes-Cummings model type.
In this Letter, we describe how one can Floquet engineer

the QRM, in the USC regime, by applying nonperturbative
periodic oscillations to the TLS-cavity coupling rate.
Moreover, in USC, it is essential to uphold the gauge-
invariance principle when dealing with truncated matter
systems [38–40,69–73]. The hybrid system states evolve
nonadiabatically into Floquet quasienergy states, forming
new transitions via the newly introduced anticrossings in
the Floquet picture. Such periodic modulation can connect
to various experimentally accessible regimes, such as the*Contact author: kamran.akbari@queensu.ca

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 134, 063602 (2025)

0031-9007=25=134(6)=063602(8) 063602-1 © 2025 American Physical Society

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5235-5418
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3682-7432
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5486-2015
https://ror.org/02y72wh86
https://ror.org/01sjwvz98
https://ror.org/02tt21044
https://ror.org/00jmfr291
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.063602&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2025-02-12
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.063602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.063602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.063602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.063602


dynamical Casimir effect [29,30], surface acoustic waves
in semiconductors [74,75], and optomechanical inter-
actions [9], including molecular optomechanics [76–78].
Our significant findings include (i) a double-field (photon
plus mechanical oscillation)-assisted splitting of the QRM
states due to the renormalization of the time-independent
energy states, (ii) production of real photons and TLS
excitations from vacuum, and (iii) higher-order nonlinear
quantum processes that are effective only in the USC
regime.
We begin with the time-dependent QRM Hamiltonian

HFQRðtÞ ¼ ωca†aþ ωa

2
fσz cos½cðtÞ� þ σy sin½cðtÞ�g; ð1Þ

in the Coulomb gauge [69,73] (ℏ ¼ 1), called the Floquet-
engineered quantum Rabi (FQR) Hamiltonian, where ωc

(ωa) is the cavity (TLS) transition frequency, a (a†) is the
cavity photon annihilation (creation) operator, σi are the
TLS Pauli operators, and cðtÞ ¼ 2ðaþ a†ÞηðtÞ. Note this
QRM Hamiltonian is quite different from historical (and
textbook) QRMs since matter truncation (i.e., a reduced
Hilbert space) introduces a nonlocal potential, which
causes the minimal coupling replacement to take on a
modified form that satisfies the gauge principle [69,73].
This manifests in a gauge-invariant QRM that necessarily
contains photon terms to all orders, and it is more
convenient (and fundamental) to solve time-dependent
interactions in the Coulomb gauge [72,73]. The normalized
TLS-cavity coupling rate is ηðtÞ ¼ η0 þ ηM sinðωMtÞ,
where η0 ≡ g=ωc (g is the atom-cavity coupling rate),
and ηM (ωM) is the amplitude (frequency) of the time-
dependent coupling. The calligraphic notation of the
Hamiltonian indicates that the gauge-fixed Hamiltonian
is used for the truncated matter Hilbert space [39,69,73].
Note that when ηðtÞ → η, Eq. (1) fully recovers previous
time-independent (and gauge-invariant) models [39,40,69].
Figure 1 shows a schematic of our time-dependent QRM.

Because of the periodic time-dependent coupling, with
period T ¼ 2π=ωM, the Hamiltonian is also periodic:
HFQRðtÞ ¼ HFQRðtþ TÞ, which can be expanded as a
Fourier series HFQRðtÞ ¼

P
m∈Z HmeimωMt, with

Hm¼ωca†aδm0þ
ωa

2

�
σz− iσy

2
ei2ðaþa†Þη0

þð−1Þmσzþ iσy
2

e−i2ðaþa†Þη0
�
Jm½2ðaþa†ÞηM�; ð2Þ

where Jm is the Bessel function of the first kind of orderm,
and we have used the Anger-Jacobi expansion [79] of
Eq. (1). When ηM → 0, then J0ð0Þ ¼ 1 and Jm≷0ð0Þ ¼ 0,
and we recover the time-independent QRMHamiltonian. In
practice, we must also truncate jmj ≤ mmax. Note also that
Hm separates into a time-independent part for m ¼ 0
(including a shift due to ηM ≠ 0), and a time-dependent

interaction (for m ≠ 0). Thus, while ηM is related to the
time-dependent light-matter interaction, there is a static
contribution from the J0 term. While Eq. (1) accounts for
the static dressing via photon-matter interactions, Eq. (2)
dresses the entire cavity-QED system with periodic
mechanical oscillations. Similar expressions are widely
considered for single quantum systems, including field-
driven TLSs [80].
For numerical calculations, the time-independent H0 is

first diagonalized with the eigenbasis fEj; jjigNj−1
j¼0 , where

Nj is the number of truncated ac-shifted quantum-Rabi-
dressed states, obtained from H0jji ¼ Ejjji, which sat-
isfies the conditions hjjj0i ¼ δjj0 and

P
jj0 jjihj0j ¼ 1; here,

Ej ðjjiÞ are shifted QRM eigenenergies (eigenstates) renor-
malized by the presence of the nonzero ηM, since the time-
independent portion of the Hamiltonian is H0, and not
HQRM¼ωca†aþðωa=2Þfσz cos½cð0Þ�þσy sin½cð0Þ�g. This
also ensures that we use the correct static states of the joint
light-matter system in the presence of driving.
Solving the time-dependent Schrödinger equation,

i∂tjψðtÞi ¼ HFQRðtÞjψðtÞi, yields jψαðtÞi ¼ e−iεαtjαðtÞi,
where εα is the Floquet quasienergy [81], and the
Floquet mode jαðtÞi is T-periodic [43,82]. The Floquet
states, fjψαðtÞig, form a complete basis for any value of t,
thus jψðtÞi ¼ P

α cαjψαðtÞi, where cα ¼ hαjψð0Þi, with
jαi≡ jαð0Þi. Transition resonances occur at differences
between Floquet energies [83]. To compute the Floquet
modes, we use a Fourier series expansion of jαðtÞi ¼P

l∈Z eilωMtjαli, where the Fourier coefficient states jαli
are Floquet sidebands. There areNj quasienergies confined
within a ½−ωM=2;ωM=2� energy range (first BZ), associ-
ated with Nj linearly independent Floquet modes [84].
In Fig. 2(a), we plot the eigenenergies versus η0, from the

time-independent part of the total Hamiltonian in Eq. (1),
i.e., using H0 from Eq. (2), for a fixed value of ηM ¼ 0.5
(solid curves), and show how these compare with the
standard QRM (dashed curves). This demonstrates how

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of a TLS with a mechanical vibration
inside a cavity with a dominant single mode. (b) Without the
mechanical vibration, the system is identified by the usual (time-
independent) QRM Hamiltonian with Nj dressed states (left);
after the periodic vibration is turned on, the FQR quasienergies
and states govern the system (right) transitions, with Nj of them
in one Brillouin zone (BZ).
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time modulation introduces an effective static (dc) dressing
of the QRM eigenenergies. Also, we note from the form of
the solid curves that the levels are initially split, i.e., at
η0 ¼ 0, with more significant splittings for higher energy
levels. As η0 increases, we then enter a regime of double
dressing, emphasizing that the (nonperturbatively) dressed
light-matter QRM states undergo mechanical dressing,
nonperturbatively, again.
In Fig. 2(b), we show the eigenenergies of the time-

independent part of the total Hamiltonian in Eq. (1),
characterized by H0 in the expansion terms in Eq. (2),
in comparison with the eigenenergies of the QRM, versus
ηM, for η0 ¼ 0. There is a renormalization of the eigene-
nergies, and then a modified anticrossing of the time-
independent (static) eigenenergies. The renormalization
of the QRM in the Coulomb gauge is a result of the
correct gauge-invariant model treated nonperturbatively
with the mechanical dressing and is substantially differ-
ent from the usual dc/ac Stark shift. Note that as one
transitions toward USC (i.e., ηM > 0.1), the shifts (which
are independent of ωM) are amplified until they form
new anticrossing regions. When η0 ¼ ηM ¼ 0, there is no
QRM dressing and no hybridization between the light and
matter states [dashed lines in panel 2(b)]. By increasing
the static coupling η0 > 0 when ηM ¼ 0 [dashed lines in
panel 2(a)], the light-matter hybridization begins, where
the states are closer to each other, e.g., the first excited
state is pushed closer to the ground state, and the second
and third excited states move closer. As ηM increases, this
boosts the hybridization in such a way that they form new
anticrossings at certain field strengths, which depends on
the state levels.

We next transform the problem to the Floquet picture. In
Fig. 2(c), the Floquet quasienergies within the first BZ are
shown for the QRM truncated with 16 states, so that at each
value of the drive’s parameters, there exist (nominally) 16
quasienergy states within one BZ. Although the original
initial-time states are the QRM states, the Floquet states are
built upon the renormalized states from the dynamical
coupling. The dc component alters the transition strength
between dressed states and induces intermixing of the
QRM states. Because of the greater number of strongly
coupled nearby states in the dc-renormalized Hamiltonian,
nonlinear optical effects can occur at a much lower
dynamical coupling strength than they would in the
absence of the dc coupling, strongly enhancing the tran-
sition probabilities [94–96]. This manifests in a rich
Floquet quasienergy diagram, shown in Fig. 2(c), which
yields a large number of anticrossings [95–100]. These
quasienergies are continuous functions of the drive ampli-
tude that shows avoided crossings if there are no sym-
metries that allow crossings.
In USC, transitions are not between the system bare

states (with fixed numbers of photons and atomic excita-
tions), but between the dressed states of the composite
system [18,28,39,73]. Thus, one must uses the correct
dressed operators [39,41] sΛþ ¼ P

j;k>j S
Λ
jkjjihkj, where

sΛ− ¼ ½sΛþ�†, with Λ ¼ fcav;TLSg and SΛjk ≡ hjjSΛjki is
the matrix element of the system operator in the
Schrödinger picture. Specifically, we use Scav ¼ að1þ iÞ=ffiffiffi
2

p þ H:c: [101], and STLS ¼ σx.
Next, we study how one can produce real photons.

Initially, the system is in the dressed ground state jj ¼ 0i.
The number of real photons or TLS excitations are defined
from [28,39,41] NΛðtÞ ¼ hψðtÞjsΛ−sΛþjψðtÞi. In contrast,
the virtual photon number in the ground state of the
time-independent light-matter Hamiltonian is [6,28]
h0ja†aj0iQR, which is nonzero in vacuum USC [3,6]. An
observable, hψðtÞjOjψðtÞi, is not necessarily time periodic
due to the presence of off-diagonal terms in the Floquet
eigenbasis [102], eiðεα−εβÞðt−t0ÞhαðtÞjOjβðtÞi, for α ≠ β (see
Fig. S3 in [84]). However, in real open systems, the off-
diagonal terms are suppressed, and the time evolution of
observables often becomes periodic. We thus add a damp-
ing rate, γ, to the nondiagonal terms, which are damped out
in the long time limit [6,96,102]. Subsequently, we derive
the expectation values

NΛðtÞ ¼
X

αβ

c�αcβeiðεα−εβÞt−γtð1−δαβÞhαðtÞjsΛ−sΛþjβðtÞi ð3Þ

and obtain the steady-state solution NΛðt > tssÞ ¼P
α jcαj2hαðtÞjsΛ−sΛþjαðtÞi. The mean real excitation

number is N̄Λ ¼ ð1=TÞ R tssþT
tss dtNΛðtÞ, where T is suffi-

ciently long to yield a steady-state average.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2. (a) Eigenenergies obtained from Eq. (2) for m ¼ 0 with
ηM ¼ 0 (QRM, dashed curved), and for ηM ¼ 0.5 (solid lines),
versus η0. (b) Eigenenergies obtained from Eq. (2) again for
m ¼ 0 (i.e., static part), but now as a function of finite ηM (solid
lines), with η0 ¼ 0, as well as the QRM eigenenergies (dashed
lines). (c) Floquet quasienergies in the first BZ for η0 ¼ 0, versus
ηM . Thin solid (with every other purple and dark orange color to
show anticrossings) lines represent different Floquet quasiener-
gies. Thicker lower and upper blue curves are the first two shifted
eigenenergies from panel (b). The parameters used are
ωM ¼ 0.5ωc, ωa ¼ ωc, Nj ¼ 16, mmax ¼ lmax ¼ 20 (see text).
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In Fig. 3, we show Ncav;TLSðtÞ, with zero static coupling,
η0 ¼ 0, for different dynamical values of (a),(b) ηM ¼ 0.2,
0.5, using ωM ¼ 0.5ωc ¼ 0.5ωa. The results are periodic
after a sufficiently long time, depending on the strength and
frequency of dynamical coupling. For increasing coupling,
the periodic modulation causes a significant production
of real photons (solid curves) and TLS excitation (dashed
curves). This scenario requires ηM ≠ 0 and the USC
regime. Note that the populations of the cavity are different
to the TLS for increasing ηM.
In Fig. 3(c), we plot the average real excitation numbers

(N̄cav;TLS), versus ηM, with ωM ¼ 0.5ωc and η0 ¼ 0. Finite
η0 simulations are discussed in the Supplemental Material
[84]. We also observe that the onset of USC (or switching
on and off within the USC, i.e., the joint effect of the static
and dynamical couplings) coincides with the starting point
of turning virtual photons into real ones, where there exists
the discrepancy between real and virtual photons [28], i.e.,
ηM ≥ 0.1 since η0 ¼ 0. In Fig. 3(d), we show N̄cav;TLS

versus ωM, with a fixed ηM ¼ 0.5, for the cavity (solid
blue) and the TLS (dashed orange) excitations. From
panel 3(d), we generally understand that because the
switching on and off process is already in the USC,
namely, because ηM > 0.1, the starting point of turning
virtual photons into real ones begins as soon as ωM > 0,
where we also observe a difference between the real
photons and the TLS excitations.

The results in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d) are obtained for 16
QRM states andmmax ¼ lmax ¼ 20. Adding more truncated
QRM states may modify some of the frequency and
coupling peaks, and add additional sharper peaks, but
in practice these will be broadened with dissipation.
Importantly, our main predictions are not qualitatively
affected by a further increase in basis size. The general
intuitive behavior of the spectral shape is that as the
amplitude and frequency of the dynamical coupling
increase within the USC range, the number of real photons
and TLS excitations become larger because of the enhanced
nonlinearity of the quantum processes. However, the
emergence of the peaks related to the higher-order quantum
processes modifies the linearity of the number spectrum
and creates more interesting features. These (doubly non-
linear) peaks are due to nonperturbative double dressing of
the quantum system, once by the quantum field of the
cavity and then by the classical mechanical vibration field.
The peak and valley structures seen in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d)

are connected to the anticrossings of the Floquet quasie-
nergy spectrum. Moreover, higher multioscillation peaks
are narrower than lower-oscillation peaks and they form
earlier (smaller values) in amplitude and frequency of the
drive. This general effect of an increasing spectral width of
an absorption line with the increase in the steady source
intensity is similar to the power broadening effect in atomic
absorption spectra [103].
To highlight some general features, the main cavity

double peak and valley structure in Fig. 3(c) is formed
by the combination of a 3-ωM resonance transition (j ¼
0 → 3) and a 15-ωM resonance transition (j ¼ 0 → 15).
In the first BZ of the quasienergy diagram [Figs. 1(c) and
S2(b)], the most effective corresponding anticrossing
(which is also quite wide due to nonlinear power broad-
ening) at the same points between the two Floquet side-
bands jαl ¼ 12li and jαl ¼ 14li (see Fig. S2 of [84]).
Moreover, the very wide power-broadened peak at the far
right of the panel, in the deep-USC regime, is a 4-ωM peak
due to the transition from the ground state to the fourth
excited state. Because of the enhancement of nonlinear
higher-order quantum processes in USC, the peaks are
stronger, narrower, and less power-broadened in compari-
son to those in other regions such as the deep USC.
Note that the creation of each individual peak and also

the interplay between the different order transitions and
peaks are crucial in the overall construction and under-
standing of the population spectra. These manifest in the
constructive and destructive nonlinear interaction of peaks
with various widths and strengths, which can cause a
sudden dip or rise, and nonlinear features [96,104–107]
such as power broadening, dynamical Stark shift, Autler-
Townes multiplet splitting, electromagnetically induced
transparency, and hole burning. For example, the drop
at ηM ∼ 0.9 of the TLS graph in Fig. 3(c) is caused
by the destructive interference of transitions. Spectral

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. An example of the time-dependent real excitations,
NcavðtÞ (real photons, solid blue line) and NTLSðtÞ (real TLS
excitation, dashed orange line), given by Eq. (3), is shown for
(a) ηM ¼ 0.2 and (b) ηM ¼ 0.5, with γ ¼ 0.1ωc. Also, depicted
are the mean excitation numbers that are the temporal average of
the cavity excitation number, N̄cav (solid blue line) and the TLS
excitation number, N̄TLS (dashed orange line), versus the ampli-
tude (c) and frequency (d) of the dynamical coupling. The
parameters used are η0 ¼ 0, ωa ¼ ωc and mmax ¼ lmax ¼ 20.
The gray vertical lines at ηM ¼ 0.1 and ηM ¼ 1 in panel (c) span
the USC to the deep-USC regime.
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modifications arise due to Stark splitting of the driven
system energy levels where the decaying system process
(atomic down transition in the dressed states) from the two
dressed states interferes destructively to create a Fano-type
dark line in a single Lorentzian peak [94–96,105]. Similar
explanations are applicable for other resonant peaks in the
same graph as well as those in Fig. 3(d), which shows the
role of increasing ωM for fixed ηM ¼ 0.5 [84].
We note that in the USC regime, due to the presence of

the counter-rotating waves, the Hamiltonian is not number-
conserving. As such, the dressed QRM states provide
excitations with different populations of matter and pho-
tonic fields, even the ground state. Thus, we already have
nonlinearity from this first light-matter dressing, and any
possible transition already provides a nonlinear process
without even having a strong drive, in contrast to the linear
one-photon transitions of weak or strong coupling regimes
of cavity QED. However, the second dressing, which is
the mechanical dressing as a result of the nonperturbative
coupling modulating drive, then causes a second non-
linearity. Thus, additional higher-order processes are
provided with the capability of exchanging multiple
mechanical quanta at a time (we have an exponential time
term with �lωM in the system dynamics), causing rich
spectral features in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d).
Lastly, we comment on the role of the ηðtÞ waveform.

With a pure harmonic ηðtÞ waveform, one can drive
frequencies comparable to a few fractions of the photon
frequency, as known in the context of the dynamical
Casimir effect. Generally, one understands that the pro-
duction of virtual to real excitations must be done non-
adiabatically, which means a sudden switch on and switch
off of an interaction. Hence, it is expected that nonsmooth
waveforms, such as a periodic array of sudden ramps
(sawtooth) or top-hat functions, are comparatively highly
productive [108]. These forms are also discussed in the
Supplementary Material [84].
In summary, we have introduced a Floquet engineered

QRM, where a cavity-QED system in the USC regime is
subject to a time-periodic cavity-atom coupling rate. By
using a suitable gauge-invariant model Hamiltonian, we
show how one can generate real excitations out of vacuum
through a mechanical oscillation of the location of the atom
(or the cavity). Beyond fundamental aspects of nonpertur-
bative vacuum field engineering, our Letter can potentially
motivate investigations toward rich quantum light produc-
tion out of vacuum, as well as the coherent manipulation
of quantum systems and nonequilibrium quantum optical
effects such as phase transitions, entanglement, and infor-
mation processing by Floquet engineering the multiphoton
correlation functions.
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coefficients périodiques, Ann. Sci. l’École Norm. Supér.
12, 47 (1883).

[44] M. Grifoni and P. Hänggi, Driven quantum tunneling,
Phys. Rep. 304, 229 (1998).

[45] T. Iadecola and C. Chamon, Floquet systems coupled to
particle reservoirs, Phys. Rev. B 91, 184301 (2015).

[46] T. Oka and S. Kitamura, Floquet engineering of quantum
materials, Annu. Rev. Condens.Matter Phys. 10, 387 (2019).

[47] O. R. Diermann and M. Holthaus, Floquet-state cooling,
Sci. Rep. 9, 17614 (2019).

[48] C. Weitenberg and J. Simonet, Tailoring quantum gases by
Floquet engineering, Nat. Phys. 17, 1342 (2021).

[49] J. N. Bandyopadhyay and J. Thingna, Floquet engineering
of Lie algebraic quantum systems, Phys. Rev. B 105,
L020301 (2022).

[50] F. Petiziol and A. Eckardt, Cavity-based reservoir engi-
neering for Floquet-engineered superconducting circuits,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 233601 (2022).

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 134, 063602 (2025)

063602-6

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.103602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.103602
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/41/16/164036
https://arXiv.org/abs/0806.4035
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/161/1/012029
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/161/1/012029
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043832
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043832
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.053810
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.023805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.063829
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.063814
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07838
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07838
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.013601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.013601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.033827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.113601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.113601
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.1.027
https://arXiv.org/abs/2209.10419
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.011031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.147003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.052509
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.043804
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10561
https://doi.org/10.1038/479303a
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.030402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.022501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.022501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.062501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.053819
https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2021-0718
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.033002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.053834
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.273602
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.220
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.220
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.220
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(98)00022-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.184301
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-53877-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01316-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L020301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L020301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.233601


[51] H. Liu, H. Cao, and S. Meng, Floquet engineering of
topological states in realistic quantum materials via light-
matter interactions, Prog. Surf. Sci. 98, 100705 (2023).

[52] A. Castro, U. D. Giovannini, S. A. Sato, H. Hübener, and
A. Rubio, Floquet engineering with quantum optimal
control theory, New J. Phys. 25, 043023 (2023).

[53] F. Zhan, J. Zeng, Z. Chen, X. Jin, J. Fan, T. Chen, and R.
Wang, Floquet engineering of nonequilibrium valley-
polarized quantum anomalous Hall effect with tunable
Chern number, Nano Lett. 23, 2166 (2023).

[54] S. Geier, N. Thaicharoen, C. Hainaut, T. Franz, A. Salzinger,
A. Tebben, D. Grimshandl, G. Zürn, and M. Weidemüller,
Floquet Hamiltonian engineering of an isolated many-body
spin system, Science 374, 1149 (2021).

[55] S.-Y. Bai and J.-H. An, Floquet engineering to overcome
no-go theorem of noisy quantum metrology, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 131, 050801 (2023).

[56] A. Schnell, C. Weitenberg, and A. Eckardt, Dissipative
preparation of a Floquet topological insulator in an
optical lattice via bath engineering, SciPost Phys. 17,
052 (2024).

[57] U. Kumar, S. Banerjee, and S.-Z. Lin, Floquet engineer-
ing of Kitaev quantum magnets, Commun. Phys. 5, 1
(2022).

[58] P. K. Tien and J. P. Gordon, Multiphoton process ob-
served in the interaction of microwave fields with the
tunneling between superconductor films, Phys. Rev. 129,
647 (1963).

[59] F. Grossmann, T. Dittrich, P. Jung, and P. Hänggi, Coherent
destruction of tunneling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 516 (1991).

[60] G. Platero and R. Aguado, Photon-assisted transport in
semiconductor nanostructures, Phys. Rep. 395, 1 (2004).

[61] A. Eckardt, T. Jinasundera, C. Weiss, and M. Holthaus,
Analog of photon-assisted tunneling in a Bose-Einstein
condensate, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 200401 (2005).

[62] K. Shibata, A. Umeno, K. M. Cha, and K. Hirakawa,
Photon-assisted tunneling through self-assembled InAs
quantum dots in the terahertz frequency range, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 109, 077401 (2012).

[63] W. A. Coish and J. M. Gambetta, Entangled photons on
demand: Erasing which-path information with sidebands,
Phys. Rev. B 80, 241303(R) (2009).

[64] L. Yuan and S. Fan, Topologically nontrivial Floquet band
structure in a system undergoing photonic transitions in the
ultrastrong-coupling regime, Phys. Rev. A 92, 053822
(2015).

[65] J. Xu, C. Zhong, X. Han, D. Jin, L. Jiang, and X. Zhang,
Floquet cavity electromagnonics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
237201 (2020).

[66] S. Hughes, Breakdown of the area theorem: Carrier-wave
Rabi flopping of femtosecond optical pulses, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 81, 3363 (1998).
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