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Characterizing the nature of hydrodynamical transport properties in quantum dynamics provides valuable in-
sights into the fundamental understanding of exotic non-equilibrium phases of matter. Experimentally simu-
lating infinite-temperature transport on large-scale complex quantum systems is of considerable interest. Here,
using a controllable and coherent superconducting quantum simulator, we experimentally realize the analog
quantum circuit, which can efficiently prepare the Haar-random states, and probe spin transport at infinite tem-
perature. We observe diffusive spin transport during the unitary evolution of the ladder-type quantum simulator
with ergodic dynamics. Moreover, we explore the transport properties of the systems subjected to strong dis-
order or a tilted potential, revealing signatures of anomalous subdiffusion in accompany with the breakdown
of thermalization. Our work demonstrates a scalable method of probing infinite-temperature spin transport on
analog quantum simulators, which paves the way to study other intriguing out-of-equilibrium phenomena from
the perspective of transport.

Introduction
Transport properties of quantum many-body systems
driven out of equilibrium are of significant interest in
several active areas of modern physics, including the er-
godicity of quantum systems [1–4] and quantum mag-
netism [5–7]. Understanding these properties is crucial
to unveil the non-equilibrium dynamics of isolated quan-
tum systems [8, 9]. One essential property of transport
is the emergence of classical hydrodynamics in micro-
scopic quantum dynamics, which shows the power-law
tail of autocorrelation functions [8]. The rate of the
power-law decay, referred as to the transport exponent,
characterizes the universal classes of hydrodynamics. In
d-dimensional quantum systems, in addition to gener-
ally expected diffusive transport with the exponent d/2
in non-integrable systems [10–12], more attentions have
been attracted by the anomalous superdiffusive [5, 13–
16] or subdiffusive transport [2, 3, 17–19], with the ex-
ponent larger or smaller than d/2, respectively.
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Over the last few decades, considerable strides have
been made in enhancing the scalability, controllabil-
ity, and coherence of noisy intermediate-scale quantum
(NISQ) devices based on superconducting qubits [20–
23]. With these advancements, several novel phenom-
ena in non-equilibrium dynamics of quantum many-body
systems have been observed, such as quantum thermal-
ization [24, 25], ergodicity breaking [26–29], time crys-
tal [30–32], and information scrambling [33, 34]. More
importantly, in this platform, the beyond-classical com-
putation has been demonstrated by sampling the final
Haar-random states of randomized sequences of gate op-
erations [35–39]. Recently, a method of measuring auto-
correlation functions at infinite temperature based on the
Haar-random states has been proposed, which opens up a
practical application of pseudo-random quantum circuits
for simulating hydrodynamics on NISQ devices [40, 41].

In this work, using a ladder-type superconducting
quantum simulator with up to 24 qubits, we first demon-
strate that in addition to the digital pseudo-random cir-
cuits [35–41], a unitary evolution governed by a time-
independent Hamiltonian, i.e., an analog quantum cir-
cuit, can also generate quantum states randomly chosen
from the Haar measure, i.e., the Haar-random states, for
measuring the infinite-temperature autocorrelation func-
tions [42–44]. Subsequently, we study the properties of
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spin transport on the superconducting quantum simulator
via the measurement of autocorrelation functions by us-
ing the Haar-random states. Notably, we observe a clear
signature of the diffusive transport on the qubit ladder,
which is a non-integrable system [11, 12, 25].

Upon subjecting the qubit ladder to disorder, a tran-
sition from delocalized phases to the many-body local-
ization (MBL) occurs as the strength of disorder in-
creases [45]. By measuring the autocorrelation func-
tions, we experimentally probe an anomalous subdiffu-
sive transport with intermediate values of the disorder
strength. The observed signs of subdiffusion are consis-
tent with recent numerical results, and can be explained
as a consequence of Griffth-like region on the delocalized
side of the MBL transition [2, 3, 46–49].

Finally, we explore spin transport on the qubit lad-
der with a linear potential, and it is expected that Stark
MBL occurs when the potential gradients are sufficiently
large [28, 50–54]. With a large gradient, the conservation
of the dipole moment emerges [28, 54], associated with
the phenomena known as the Hilbert space fragmenta-
tion [55–57]. Recent theoretical works reveal a subdiffu-
sion in the dipole-moment conserving systems [17, 19].
In this experiment, we present evidence of a subdiffusive
regime of spin transport in the tilted qubit ladder.

Results
Experimental setup and protocol
Our experiments are performed on a programmable su-
perconducting quantum simulator, consisting of 30 trans-
mon qubits with a geometry of two-legged ladder, see
Fig. 1a and b. The nearest-neighbor qubits are coupled
by a fixed capacitor, and the effective Hamiltonian of ca-
pacitive interactions can be written as [22, 23] (also see
Supplementary Note 1)

ĤI/h̵ = ∑
m∈{↑,↓}

L−1∑
j=1 J

∥
j,m(σ̂+j,mσ̂−j+1,m +H.c.)

+ L∑
j=1J

⊥
j (σ̂+j,↑σ̂−j,↓ +H.c.), (1)

where h̵ = h/2π, with h being the Planck constant (in
the following we set h̵ = 1), L is the length of the lad-
der, σ̂+j,m (σ̂−j,m) is the raising (lowering) operator for the
qubit Qj,m, and J∥j,m (J⊥j ) refers to the rung (intrachain)
hopping strength. For this device, the averaged rung and
intrachain hopping strength are J∥/2π ≃ 7.3 MHz and
J⊥/2π ≃ 6.6 MHz, respectively. The XY and Z con-
trol lines on the device enable us to realize the drive
Hamiltonian Ĥd = ∑m∈{↑,↓}∑Lj=1Ωj,m(e−iϕj,m σ̂+j,m +
eiϕj,m σ̂−j,m)/2, and the on-site potential Hamiltonian
ĤZ = ∑m∈{↑,↓}∑Lj=1wj,mσ̂+j,mσ̂−j,m, respectively. Here,

Ωj,m and ϕj,m denote the driving amplitude and the
phase of the microwave pulse applied on the qubit Qj,m,
and wj,m is the effective on-site potential.

To study spin transport and hydrodynamics, we focus
on the equal-site autocorrelation function at infinite tem-
perature, which is defined as

Cr,r = 1

D
Tr[ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r], (2)

where ρ̂r is a local observable at site r, ρ̂r(t) =
eiĤtρ̂re

−iĤt, and D is the Hilbert dimension of the
Hamiltonian Ĥ . Here, for the ladder-type superconduct-
ing simulator, we choose ρ̂r = (σ̂z1,↑+σ̂z1,↓)/2 (r = 1) [12],
and the autocorrelation function can be rewritten as

C1,1 = 1

4
(c1,↑;1,↑ + c1,↑;1,↓ + c1,↓;1,↑ + c1,↓;1,↓), (3)

with cµ;ν = Tr[σ̂zµ(t)σ̂zν]/D (subscripts µ and ν denote
the qubit index 1, ↑ or 1, ↓).

The autocorrelation functions (2) at infinite temper-
ature can be expanded as the average of Cr,r(∣ψ0⟩) =⟨ψ0∣ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r∣ψ0⟩ over different ∣ψ0⟩ in z-basis. In fact, the
dynamical behavior of an individual Cr,r(∣ψ0⟩) is sensi-
tive to the choice of ∣ψ0⟩ under some circumstances (see
Supplementary Note 7 for the dependence of Cr,r(∣ψ0⟩)
on ∣ψ0⟩ in the qubit ladder with a linear potential as an ex-
ample). To experimentally probe the generic properties
of spin transport at infinite temperature, one can obtain
(2) by measuring and averaging Cr,r(∣ψ0⟩) with differ-
ent ∣ψ0⟩ [15]. Alternatively, we employ a more efficient
method to measure (2) without the need of sampling dif-
ferent ∣ψ0⟩. Based on the results in ref. [40] (also see
Methods), the autocorrelation function cµ;ν can be indi-
rectly measured by using the quantum circuit as shown in
Fig. 1c, i.e.,

cµ;ν ≃ ⟨ψRν (t)∣σ̂zµ∣ψRν (t)⟩, (4)

where ∣ψRν (t)⟩ = ÛH(t)[∣0⟩ν ⊗ ∣ψR⟩] with ∣ψR⟩ =
ÛR⊗i∈QR

∣0⟩i, and ÛR being a unitary evolution gen-
erating Haar-random states. For example, to experimen-
tally obtain c1,↓;1,↑, we choose Q1,↑ as QA, and the re-
mainder qubits as the QR. After performing the pulse se-
quences as shown in Fig. 1d, we measure the qubit Q1,↓
at z-basis to obtain the expectation value of the observ-
able σ̂z1,↓.
Observation of diffusive transport
In this experiment, we first study spin transport on
the 24-qubit ladder consisting of Q1,↑, ...,Q12,↑ and
Q1,↓, ...,Q12,↓, described by the Hamiltonian (1). For a
non-integrable model, one expects that diffusive transport
C1,1 ∝ t−1/2 occurs [12]. To measure the autocorrelation
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function C1,1 defined in Eq. (3), we should first perform
a quantum circuit generating the required Haar-random
states ∣ψR⟩. Instead of using the digital pseudo-random
circuits in Refs. [35–41], here we experimentally realize
the time evolution under the Hamiltonian ĤR = ĤI +Ĥd,
where the parameters Ωj,m and ϕj,m in Ĥd have site-
dependent values with the average Ω/2π ≃ 10.4 MHz

(Ω/J∥ ≃ 1.4) and ϕ = 0 (see Methods and Supplementary
Note 3 for more details), i.e., ÛR(tR) = exp(−iĤRtR),
which is more suitable for our analog quantum simula-
tor. To benchmark that the final state ∣ψR⟩ = ÛR(tR)∣0⟩
can approximate the Haar-random states, we measure the
participation entropy SPE = −∑Dk=1 pk lnpk, with D be-
ing the dimension of Hilbert space, pk = ∣⟨k∣ψR⟩∣2, and{∣k⟩} being a computational basis. Figure 2a shows the
results of SPE with different evolution times tR. For
the 23-qubit system, the probabilities pk are estimated
from the single-shot readout with a number of samples
Ns = 3 × 107. It is seen that the SPE tends to the value
for Haar-random states, i.e., ST

PE = N ln 2 − 1 + γ with
N = 23 being the number of qubits and γ ≃ 0.577 as the
Euler’s constant [36]. Moreover, for the final state ∣ψR⟩
with tR = 200ns, the distribution of probabilities pk sat-
isfies the Porter-Thomas distribution (see Supplementary
Note 4).

In Fig. 2b, we show the dynamics of the autocorre-
lation function C1,1 measured via the quantum circuit
in Fig. 1c with tR = 200 ns. The experimental data
satisfies C1,1 ∝ t−α, with a transport exponent α ≃
0.5067, estimated by fitting the data in the time window
t ∈ [50 ns,200 ns]. Our experiments clearly show that
spin diffusively transports on the qubit ladder ĤI (1),
and demonstrate that the analog quantum circuit ÛR(tR)
with tR = 200 ns can provide sufficient randomness to
measure the autocorrelation function defined in Eq. (2)
and probe infinite-temperature spin transport. We also
discuss the influence of tR in Supplementary Note 4, nu-
merically showing that the results of C1,1 do not substan-
tially change for longer tR > 200ns. Moreover, in Sup-
plementary Note 4, we show that for a short evolved time
tR ≃ 15ns, the values of the observable defined in Eq. (4)
are incompatible with the infinite-temperature autocorre-
lation functions. Given that the chosen initial state for
generating the Haar-random state exhibits a high effec-
tive temperature associated with the Hamiltonian ĤR, the
state ∣ψR⟩ would asymptotically converge to the Haar-
random state with a sufficiently extended tR. However,
with tR ≃ 15ns, the time scale is too small to get rid of
the coherence, and the value of SPE for the state ∣ψR⟩ is
much smaller than the ST

PE (see Fig. 2a), suggesting that∣ψR⟩ with tR ≃ 15ns is far away from the Haar-random
state, and cannot be employed to measure the infinite-
temperature autocorrelation function (2). In the follow-

ing, we fix tR = 200ns, and study spin transport in other
systems with ergodicity breaking.

Subdiffusive transport with ergodicity breaking
After demonstrating that the quantum circuit shown
in Fig. 1c can be employed to measure the infinite-
temperature autocorrelation function C1,1, we study spin
transport on the superconducting qubit ladder with dis-
order, whose effective Hamiltonian can be written as
ĤD = ĤI + ∑m∈{↑,↓}∑Lj=1wj,mσ̂+j,mσ̂−j,m, with wj,m
drawn from a uniform distribution [−W,W ], and W be-
ing the strength of disorder. For each disorder strength,
we consider 10 disorder realizations and plot the dy-
namics of averaged C1,1 with different W are plotted
in Fig. 3a. With the increasing of W , and as the sys-
tem approaches the MBL transition, C1,1 decays more
slowly. Moreover, the oscillation in the dynamics of C1,1

becomes more obvious with larger W , which is related
to the presence of local integrals of motion in the deep
many-body localized phase [58].

We then fit both the experimental and numerical data
with the time window t ∈ [50 ns,200 ns] by adopting
the power-law decay C1,1 ∝ t−α. As shown in Fig. 3b,
we observe an anomalous subdiffusive region with the
transport exponent α < 1/2. For the strength of disor-
der W /2π ≳ 50MHz, the transport exponent α ∼ 10−2,
indicating the freezing of spin transport and the onset of
MBL on the 24-qubit system [2]. Here, we emphasize
that the estimated transition point between the subdiffu-
sive regime and MBL is a lower bound since with longer
evolved time, the exponent α obtained from the power-
law fitting becomes slightly larger (see Supplementary
Note 6).

Next, we explore the transport properties on a tilted
superconducting qubit ladder, which is subjected to the
linear potential ĤL = ∑Lj=1∆j∑m∈{↑,↓} σ̂+j,mσ̂−j,m, with
∆ = 2WS/(L − 1) being the slope of the linear potential
(see the tilted ladder in the inset of Fig. 4a). Thus, the
effective Hamiltonian of the tilted superconducting qubit
ladder can be written as ĤT = ĤI + ĤL. Different from
the aforementioned breakdown of ergodicity induced by
the disorder, the non-ergodic behaviors induced by the
linear potential arise from strong Hilbert-space fragmen-
tation [55–57]. The ergodicity breaking in the disorder-
free system ĤT is known as the Stark MBL [28, 50–54].

We employ the method based on the quantum cir-
cuit shown in Fig. 1c to measure the time evolution of
the autocorrelation function C1,1 with different slopes
of the linear potential. The results are presented in
Fig. 4a and 4b. Similar to the system with disorder, the
dynamics of C1,1 still satisfies C1,1 ∝ t−α with α < 0.5,
i.e., subdiffusive transport. Figure 4c displays the trans-
port exponent α with different strength of the linear po-
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tential, showing that α asymptotically drops as WS in-
creases.

Two remarks are in order. First, by employing the
same standard for the onset of MBL induced by disor-
der, i.e., α ∼ 10−2, the results in Fig. 4c indicate that
the Stark MBL on the tilted 24-qubit ladder occurs when
WS/2π ≳ 80MHz (∆/2π ≳ 14.6MHz). Second, in the
ergodic side (WS/2π < 80MHz and W /2π < 50MHz
for the tilted and disordered systems respectively), the
transport exponent α exhibits rapid decay with increas-
ing WS up to WS/2π ≃ 20 MHz in the tilted system.
Subsequently, as WS continues to increase, the decay of
z becomes slower. In contrast, for the disordered sys-
tem, α consistently decreases with increasing disordered
strength W . We note that the impact of the emergence of
dipole-moment conservation with increasing the slope of
linear potential on the spin transport, and its distinction
from the transport in disordered systems remain unclear
and deserve further theoretical studies.

Discussion
Based on the novel protocol for simulating the infinite-
temperature spin transport using the Haar-random
state [40], we have experimentally probed diffusive trans-
port on a 24-qubit ladder-type programmable supercon-
ducting processor. Moreover, when the qubit ladder is
subject to sufficiently strong disorder, we observe the sig-
natures of subdiffusive transport, in accompany with the
breakdown of ergodicity due to MBL.

It is worthwhile to emphasize that previous experi-
mental studies of the Stark MBL mainly focus on the
dynamics of imbalance [50, 59, 60]. Different from
the disorder-induced MBL with a power-law decay of
imbalance observed in the subdiffusive Griffith-like re-
gion [61], for the Stark MBL, there is no experimental ev-
idence for the power-law decay of imbalance [50, 59, 60].
Here, by measuring the infinite-temperature autocorre-
lation function, we provide solid experimental evidence
for the subdiffusion in tilted systems, which is induced
by the emergence of strong Hilbert-space fragmenta-
tion [55–57]. Theoretically, it has been suggested that
for a thermodynamically large system, non-zero tilted po-
tentials, i.e., ∆ > 0, will lead to a subdiffusive transport
with α ≃ 1/4 [17, 62]. In finite-size systems, both re-
sults as shown in Fig. 4 and the cold atom experiments
on the tilted Fermi-Hubbard model [63] demonstrate a
crossover from the diffusive regime to the subdiffusive
one. Investigating how this crossover scales with an in-
creasing system size is a further experimental task, which
requires for quantum simulators with a larger number of
qubits.

Ensembles of Haar-random pure quantum states have
several promising applications, including benchmarking

quantum devices [42, 64] and demonstrating the beyond-
classical computation [35–39]. Our work displays a prac-
tical application of the randomly distributed quantum
state, i.e., probing the infinite-temperature spin transport.
In contrast to employing digital random circuits, where
the number of imperfect two-qubit gates is proportional
to the qubit number [36–41], the scalable analog circuit
adopted in our experiments can also generate multi-qubit
Haar-random states useful for simulating hydrodynam-
ics. The protocol employed in our work can be naturally
extended to explore the non-trivial transport properties on
other analog quantum simulators, including the Rydberg
atoms [42, 65–67], quantum gas microscopes [68, 69],
and the superconducting circuits with a central resonance
bus, which enables long-range interactions [21, 70, 71].

Methods
Derivation of Eq. (4)
Here, we present the details of the deviation of Eq. (4),
which is based on the typicality [12, 40, 72]. According
to Eq. (2), cµ;ν = Tr[σ̂zµ(t)σ̂zν]/D, with D = 2N . We de-
fine N̂ν = (σ̂zν+1)/2, and then cµ;ν = 1

D
Tr[σ̂zµ(t)N̂ν]. By

using N̂ν = (N̂ν)2, we have cµ;ν = 1
D

Tr[N̂ν σ̂zµ(t)N̂ν].
We note that N̂ν is an operator which projects the state of
the ν-th qubit to the state ∣0⟩.

According to the typicality [12, 40, 72], the trace of an
operator Ô can be approximated as the expectation value
averaged by the pure Haar-random state ∣r⟩, i.e.,

1

D
Tr[Ô] = ⟨r∣Ô∣r⟩ +O(2−N/2), (5)

with N being the number of qubits. It indicates
that the infinite-temperature expectation value
Tr[Ô]/D can be better estimated by the expecta-
tion value for the Haar-random state ⟨r∣Ô∣r⟩. Thus,
cµ;ν ≃ ⟨r∣N̂ν σ̂zµ(t)N̂ν ∣r⟩ = ⟨ψRν (t)∣σ̂zµ∣ψRν (t)⟩ for
multi-qubit systems. Based on the definition of the
projector N̂ν , N̂ν ∣r⟩ is a Haar-random state for the
whole system except for the ν-th qubit, and in the experi-
ment, only a (N−1)-qubit Haar-random state is required.

Numerical simulations
Here, we present the details of the numeri-
cal simulations. We calculate the unitary time
evolution ∣ψ(t + ∆t)⟩ = e−iĤ∆t∣ψ(t)⟩ by em-
ploying the Krylov method [49]. The Krylov
subspace is panned by the vectors defined as{∣ψ(t)⟩, Ĥ ∣ψ(t)⟩, Ĥ2∣ψ(t)⟩, ..., Ĥ(m−1)∣ψ(t)⟩}. Then,
the Hamiltonian Ĥ in the Krylov subspace becomes a
m-dimensional matrix Hm = K†

mHKm, where H denotes
the Hamiltonian Ĥ in the matrix form, and Km is the
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matrix whose columns contain the orthonormal basis
vectors of the Krylov space. Finally, the unitary time
evolution can be approximately simulated in the Krylov
subspace as ∣ψ(t + ∆t)⟩ ≃ K†

me
−iHm∆tKm∣ψ(t)⟩. In

our numerical simulations, the dimension of the Krylov
subspace m is adaptively adjusted from m = 6 to 30,
making sure the numerically errors are smaller than
10−14.

For the numerical simulation of the ÛR(tR) = e−iĤdtR

in Fig. 1c, based on the experimental data
of the XY drive, the parameters in Ĥd are
Ωj,m/2π = 10.4 ± 1.6MHz, and ϕj,m ∈ [−π/10, π/10].
Details of generating Haar-random states
In this section, we present more details for the generation
of faithful Haar-random states. The analog quantum
circuit employed to generate Haar-random states is ÛR =
exp[−i(ĤI + Ĥd)t], where ĤI is given by Eq. (1) and
Ĥd = ∑m∈{↑,↓}∑Lj=1Ωj,m(e−iϕj,m σ̂+j,m + eiϕj,m σ̂−j,m)/2
is the drive Hamiltonian.

Here, we first numerically study the influence of
the driving amplitude Ωj,m. For convenience, we
consider ϕj,m = 0 and isotropic driving amplitude,

i.e., Ω = Ωj,m for all (j,m). We chose QR ={Q1,↑,Q2,↑, ...,Q12,↑,Q2,↓,Q3,↓, ...,Q12,↓} with total 23
qubits. The dynamics of participation entropy SPE for
different values of Ω are plotted in Fig. 5a, and the val-
ues of SPE with the evolved time t = 200ns and 1000ns
are displayed in Fig. 5b. It is seen that for small Ω, the
growth of SPE is slow and with increasing Ω, it becomes
more rapid. In this experiment, we chose Ω/J∥ ≃ 1.4
because the participation entropy can achieve ST

PE with a
relatively short evolved time t ≃ 200 ns. As Ω further
increases, the time when ST

PE is reached does not sig-
nificantly become shorter. Based on above discussions,
Ω/J∥ ≃ 1.4 is an appropriate choice of the driving ampli-
tude.

Next, we numerically study the influence of the ran-
domness for the phases of driving microwave pulse ϕj,m.
In this experiment, by using the correction of crosstalk,
the randomness of the phases is small, i.e., ϕj,m ∈[−π/10, π/10]. Here, we consider the phases with large
randomness, i.e., ϕj,m ∈ [−π,π]. The numerical results
for the time evolution of SPE with 5 samples of ϕj,m are
plotted in Fig. 5c. With ϕj,m ∈ [−π,π], the participation
entropy can still tend to ST

PE around 200ns. Only the short
time behaviors are slightly different from each other for
the 5 samples (see the inset of Fig. 5c).
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Liu, Zlatko Papić, Lei Ying, H. Wang, and Ying-Cheng
Lai, “Many-body Hilbert space scarring on a supercon-
ducting processor,” Nature Physics 19, 120–125 (2023).

[30] Xu Zhang, Wenjie Jiang, Jinfeng Deng, Ke Wang, Ji-
achen Chen, Pengfei Zhang, Wenhui Ren, Hang Dong,
Shibo Xu, Yu Gao, Feitong Jin, Xuhao Zhu, Qiujiang Guo,
Hekang Li, Chao Song, Alexey V. Gorshkov, Thomas
Iadecola, Fangli Liu, Zhe-Xuan Gong, Zhen Wang, Dong-
Ling Deng, and H. Wang, “Digital quantum simulation of
Floquet symmetry-protected topological phases,” Nature
607, 468–473 (2022).

[31] Xiao Mi, Matteo Ippoliti, Chris Quintana, Ami Greene,
Zijun Chen, Jonathan Gross, Frank Arute, Kunal Arya,
Juan Atalaya, Ryan Babbush, Joseph C. Bardin, Joao
Basso, Andreas Bengtsson, Alexander Bilmes, Alexan-
dre Bourassa, Leon Brill, Michael Broughton, Bob B.
Buckley, David A. Buell, Brian Burkett, Nicholas Bush-
nell, Benjamin Chiaro, Roberto Collins, William Court-
ney, Dripto Debroy, Sean Demura, Alan R. Derk, Andrew
Dunsworth, Daniel Eppens, Catherine Erickson, Edward
Farhi, Austin G. Fowler, Brooks Foxen, Craig Gidney,
Marissa Giustina, Matthew P. Harrigan, Sean D. Harring-
ton, Jeremy Hilton, Alan Ho, Sabrina Hong, Trent Huang,
Ashley Huff, William J. Huggins, L. B. Ioffe, Sergei V.
Isakov, Justin Iveland, Evan Jeffrey, Zhang Jiang, Cody
Jones, Dvir Kafri, Tanuj Khattar, Seon Kim, Alexei Ki-
taev, Paul V. Klimov, Alexander N. Korotkov, Fedor
Kostritsa, David Landhuis, Pavel Laptev, Joonho Lee,
Kenny Lee, Aditya Locharla, Erik Lucero, Orion Mar-
tin, Jarrod R. McClean, Trevor McCourt, Matt McEwen,
Kevin C. Miao, Masoud Mohseni, Shirin Montazeri,
Wojciech Mruczkiewicz, Ofer Naaman, Matthew Nee-
ley, Charles Neill, Michael Newman, Murphy Yuezhen
Niu, Thomas E. O’Brien, Alex Opremcak, Eric Ostby,
Balint Pato, Andre Petukhov, Nicholas C. Rubin, Daniel
Sank, Kevin J. Satzinger, Vladimir Shvarts, Yuan Su,
Doug Strain, Marco Szalay, Matthew D. Trevithick, Ben-
jamin Villalonga, Theodore White, Z. Jamie Yao, Ping
Yeh, Juhwan Yoo, Adam Zalcman, Hartmut Neven, Ser-
gio Boixo, Vadim Smelyanskiy, Anthony Megrant, Ju-
lian Kelly, Yu Chen, S. L. Sondhi, Roderich Moessner,
Kostyantyn Kechedzhi, Vedika Khemani, and Pedram
Roushan, “Time-crystalline eigenstate order on a quantum
processor,” Nature 601, 531–536 (2022).

[32] P. Frey and S. Rachel, “Realization of a discrete time crys-
tal on 57 qubits of a quantum computer,” Science Ad-
vances 8, eabm7652 (2022).

[33] Xiao Mi, Pedram Roushan, Chris Quintana, Salvatore
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FIG. 1. Superconducting quantum simulator and experimental pulse sequences. a, The schematic showing the ladder-type
superconducting quantum simulator, consisting of 30 qubits (the blue region), labeled Q1,↑ to Q15,↑, and Q1,↓ to Q15,↓. Each qubit
is coupled to a separate readout resonator (the green region), and has an individual control line (the red region) for both the XY and
Z controls. b, Schematic diagram of the simulated 24 spins coupled in a ladder. The blue and yellow double arrows represent the
infinite-temperature spin hydrodynamics without preference for spin orientations. c, Schematic diagram of the quantum circuit for
measuring the autocorrelation functions at infinite temperature. All qubits are initialized at the state ∣0⟩. Subsequently, an analog
quantum circuit ÛR(tR) acts on the set of qubits QR to generate Haar-random states. This is followed by a time evolution of all
qubits, i.e., ÛH(t) = exp(−iĤt) with Ĥ being the Hamiltonian of the system, in which the properties of spin transport are of our
interest. d, Experimental pulse sequences corresponding to the quantum circuit in c, displayed in the frequency (ω) versus time
(T ) domain. To realize ÛR(tR), qubits in the set QR are tuned to the working point (dashed horizontal line) via Z pulses, and
simultaneously, the resonant microwave pulses represented as the sinusoidal line are applied to QR through the XY control lines.
Meanwhile, the qubit QA is detuned from the working point with a large value of the frequency gap ∆. To realize the subsequent
evolution ÛH(t) with the Hamiltonian (1), all qubits are tuned to the working point.
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FIG. S1. Schematic and coupling strengths of the chip. a, The ladder-type chip with 30 superconducting qubits arranged in two coupled
chains. Each qubit, coupled to an independent readout resonator R, has an independent microwave line for XY and Z controls. b, Coupling
strengths including the NN and NNN hopping couplings, which are measured by swapping experiments at the resonant frequency ωref ≈
4.534GHz.

Supplementary Note 1. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

In this experiment, we use a ladder-type superconducting quantum processor with 30 programmable superconducting trans-
mon qubits, which is identical to the device in ref. [22]. The optical micrograph and coupling strengths of the chip are shown in
Fig. S1, and the device parameters are listed in Table S1. The Hamiltonian of the total system can be essentially described by a
Bose-Hubbard model of a ladder

ĤBH =
N∑

i=1

ℏhiâ†j âj −
EC,j

2
â†j â

†
j âj âj + ĤI , (S1)

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, N is the total number of qubits, â† (â) denotes the bosonic creation (annihilation)
operator, hj is the tunable on-site potential,EC,j denotes the on-site charge energy, representing the magnitude of anharmonicity,
and ĤI is the Hamiltonian for the interactions between qubits. For qubits connected in a ladder-type with two coupled chains (‘↑’
and ‘↓’), the interaction Hamiltonian ĤI is mainly derived from the nearest-neighbor (NN) rung (vertical, ‘⊥’) and intrachain
(parallel, ‘∥’) hopping couplings, namely

Ĥ⊥ =

L∑

j=1

ℏJ⊥
j (â†j,↑âj,↓ +H.c.), (S2)

Ĥ∥ =
∑

m∈{↑,↓}

L−1∑

j=1

ℏJ∥
j,m(â†j,mâj+1,m +H.c.), (S3)

where L = N/2 is the length of each chain, J⊥
j and J∥

j,m are the NN rung and intrachain coupling strengths. The mean values

of J⊥
j /2π and J∥

j,m/2π are 6.6 MHz and 7.3 MHz, respectively. In addition, it is inevitable that small next-nearest-neighbor
(NNN) interactions are present, including the hopping interactions between the diagonal qubits of the upper and lower chains
(‘×’, diagonal down ‘⧹’ and diagonal up ‘⧸’) and between NNN qubits on each chain (‘∩’), and the corresponding Hamiltonians
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are expressed as

Ĥ× =
L−1∑

j=1

ℏJ⧹
j (â†j,↑âj+1,↓ +H.c.) + ℏJ⧸

j (â†j,↓âj+1,↑ +H.c.), (S4)

Ĥ∩ =
∑

m∈{↑,↓}

L−2∑

j=1

ℏJ∩
j,m(â†j,mâj+2,m +H.c.), (S5)

where J⧹
j , J⧸

j and J∩
j,m are the strengths of diagonal down, diagonal up and parallel NNN hopping interactions, respectively. In

short, for numerical simulations, we consider ĤI = Ĥ⊥ + Ĥ∥ + Ĥ× + Ĥ∩.
In our quantum processor, the anharmonicity (≥ 200MHz) is much greater than the coupling interaction and the model can

be viewed as a ladder-type lattice of hard-core bosons [52], i.e., the Eq. (1) in the main text. However, in principle, the leakage
to higher occupation states can be possibly induced by the finite value of the ratio between the averaged anharmonicity and
coupling strength, i.e., EC/J . To qualitatively characterize whether the Bose-Hubbard model (S1) can be approximate as the
hard-core bosons, we consider the dynamics of the summation of the probability

∑
max(s⃗)=1 p(s⃗) with s⃗ denoting a configuration

of product state. For instance, s⃗ = (1, 0, 1, 0, ..., 1, 0) corresponds to the Néel state |s⃗⟩ = |1010...10⟩. If the system exactly
becomes a hard-core bosonic model,

∑
max(s⃗)=1 p(s⃗) = 1. Here, we numerically simulate the dynamics of

∑
max(s⃗)=1 p(s⃗) for

the Hamiltonian of the superconducting circuit with experimentally measured hopping interactions and anharmonicity. As an
example, we adopt the system size L = 16 and a half-filling product state as the initial state |ψ0⟩ (see the inset of Fig. S2a).
The results are plotted in Fig. S2a. One can see that the summation of the probabilities for the states with higher occupations,
i.e.,

∑
max(s⃗)>1 p(s⃗) = 1 −∑max(s⃗)=1 p(s⃗), only reach a relatively small value ∼ 0.03, with the evolved time t ≃ 200 ns.

Moreover, we numerically simulate the time evolution of the particle number ⟨n(t)⟩ ≡ ⟨ψ(t)|n̂|ψ(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|∑i n̂i|ψ(t)⟩,
with n̂i ≡ |0⟩i⟨0|+ |1⟩i⟨1|, up to the experimental time scales t ≃ 200 ns. The results are displayed in Fig. S2b. We emphasize
that only the occupations of the states |0⟩ and |1⟩ are considered in the definition of n̂i, while the finite EC/J allows the
possibility of the leakage to the states with higher occupations, such as |2⟩. Consequently, the decay of ⟨n(t)⟩ shown in Fig. S2
quantifies the leakage induced by the finite EC/J . The stable value of n(t)/2L with t ≃ 200 ns is about 0.4966, indicating a
moderate impact of the leakage on the conservation of the particle number. In short, the results in Fig. S2 suggest that hard-core
bosonic Hamiltonian (1) in the main text, with a conservation of the particle number, can efficiently describe our superconducting
quantum simulator.
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FIG. S2. Demonstrate of hard-core bosonic model. a, Time evolution of
∑

max(s⃗)=1 p(s⃗) for the Hamiltonian of the superconducting circuit
described by the Bose-Hubbard model (S1), with a system size L = 8. The inset shows a schematic of the chosen initial state, where the
sites represented with solid black circuits are initialized by the state |1⟩, and the remainder sites are initialized by |0⟩. b, The dynamics of the
particle number ⟨n(t)⟩ for the Hamiltonian of the superconducting circuit with a system size L = 8.
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Parameter Median Mean Stdev. Units

Qubit maximum frequency 5.025 5.032 0.240 GHz
Qubit idle frequency 4.723 4.728 0.346 GHz
Qubit anharmonicity −EC/(2πℏ) −0.222 −0.222 0.022 GHz
Readout frequency 6.715 6.714 0.061 GHz

Mean energy relaxation time T 1 33.2 32.1 7.5 µs
Pure dephasing time at idle frequency T ∗

2 1.0 2.4 4.2 µs

Mean NN hopping coupling strength (vertical) J⊥ 6.7 6.6 0.2 MHz

Mean NN hopping coupling strength (parallel) J∥ 7.2 7.3 0.1 MHz

Mean NNN hopping coupling strength (diagonal) J× 1.5 1.5 0.3 MHz

Mean NNN hopping coupling strength (parallel) J∩ 0.6 0.7 0.2 MHz
Readout fidelity of state |0⟩ 95.2 91.4 9.6 %

Readout fidelity of state |1⟩ 88.5 84.7 9.3 %

TABLE S1. List of device parameters.

Supplementary Note 2. WIRING INFORMATION

The typical wiring information is shown in Fig. S3, in which from up to down are the control lines of qubit (XY and Z),
readout, and Josephson parametric amplifier (JPA), respectively. From left to right, the ambient temperature decreases from
room temperature to 12mK in a BlueFors XLD-1000 dilution refrigerator. We combine the high-frequency XY signal with the
low-frequency Z bias by using directional couplers at room temperature. The XY signals are generated via frequency mixing.
In detail, we use the IQ mixer to mix the intrinsic local oscillation (LO) from a microwave signal source and the IQ signals
generated from two channels of arbitrary waveform generator (AWG). The output microwave signal is programmable, which
depends on the pulses written into IQ signals. The joint readout signals are sent through the transmission line and amplified
by the JPA, a cryo low-noise amplifier (LNA) and a room-temperature RF amplifier (RFA), and finally demodulated by the
analog-digital converter (ADC).

Supplementary Note 3. XY DRIVE IN SUPERCONDUCTING CIRCUITS

A. Single-qubit XY drive

A transmon qubit is composed of a capacitanceC and a nonlinear inductanceL (Josephson junction or SQUID). Its Lagrangian
L0 and Hamiltonian H0 can be written as

L0 =
Q2

2C
− Φ2

2L
(S6)

H0 =
Q2

2C
+

Φ2

2L
, (S7)

where Q = ∂L0/∂Φ̇ = CΦ̇ denotes the charge, and Φ is the magnetic flux of the circuit. Here, the nonlinear inductance of
the Josepshon junction with energy EJ can be written as L = Lc/cos (2πΦ/Φ0), where Φ0 = ℏπ/e is the superconducting
flux quantum, e ≈ 1.602 × 10−19C is the electron charge, and Lc = Φ2

0/(4π
2EJ) is the constant inductance. This nonlinear

inductance can be easily derived from the definition L = dΦ/dI and the Josephson equation I = Ic sin (2πΦ/Φ0) with
Ic = 2πEJ/Φ0 being the Josephson critical current.

Considering the weak flux Φ, one can use the approximation cos (2πΦ/Φ0) ≃ 1− (2πΦ/Φ0)
2/2 and reduce the Hamiltonian

Eq. (S7) into H0 ≃ Q2

2C + Φ2

2Lc
− π2Φ4

4LcΦ2
0

, which can be viewed as a harmonic oscillator with o(Φ4) perturbation. Using canonical
quantization, one can introduce

{
Q̂ = iQzpf(â

† − â)

Φ̂ = Φzpf(â
† + â)

(S8)

with Qzpf =
√

ℏ(C/Lc)
1
2 /2 and Φzpf =

√
ℏ(Lc/C)

1
2 /2 being the zero point fluctuation of the charge and flux operators,
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FIG. S3. Schematic diagram of the experimental system and wiring information.

respectively. The quantized Hamiltonian thus is (the constant term is omitted):

Ĥ0 = ℏωâ†â− EC

2
â†â†ââ, (S9)

where ω = (
√
8ECEJ − EC)/ℏ denotes the qubit frequency, and EC = e2/(2C) is the charging energy that represents the

magnitude of anharmonicity. For a single Josephson junction, EJ is not tunable, while for a SQUID with two junctions, it
depends on the external flux Φext applied to the junction region. In the experiments, we can adjust the qubit frequency ω via the
external fast flux bias applied to the Z control line.

When a time-dependent driving voltage Vd(t) is added into a transmon qubit (Fig. S4), the driving current Id can be split into
the qubit capacitance term IC and the Josephson junction term IJ. Meanwhile, according to Kirchhoff voltage law, the total
voltage reduction through either of the two branches must be zero. Thus, one can obtain the following motion equation





Id = IC + IJ
−V̇d +

Id
Cd

+ IC
C = 0

−V̇d +
Id
Cd

+ LÏJ = 0

⇒ Φ̈ +
1

CΣL
Φ− CdV̇d(t)

CΣ
= 0, (S10)

where CΣ = C + Cd, Φ = LIJ. Here C, Cd and L are the qubit capacitance, the driving capacitance, and the nonlinear
inductance, respectively. The above equation can be viewed as the Euler-Lagrange equation: ∂Ldriven

∂Φ − d
dt
∂Ldriven

∂Φ̇
= 0, where the

Lagrangian of this driven qubit can be constructed as

Ldriven =
1

2
CΦ̇2 +

1

2
Cd

(
Vd(t)− Φ̇

)2
− Φ2

2L
, (S11)
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𝐶

𝑅d

𝐶d

𝑉d
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Φ

FIG. S4. Circuit diagram of a driven transmon qubit. The qubit is coupled to a time-dependent driving voltage Vd. The capacitances of the
qubit and the drive are labeled as C and Cd, respectively. The magnetic flux threading the loop is denoted as Φ. The driving current Id is split
into IC and IJ.

where Cd is the driving capacitance. In Eq. (S11), the first term represents the charge energy of C, the second term denotes the
charge energy of Cd caused by induced electromotive force, and the last term is the inductance energy of L.

To obtain the Hamiltonian, we first calculate the conjugate to the position (flux) Φ, namely the canonical momentum (charge)
Q̃ = ∂Ldriven/∂Φ̇ = CΣΦ̇− CdVd(t), and thus

Hdriven = Q̃Φ̇− Ldriven =
Q̃

2CΣ
+

Φ2

2L
+
Q̃CdVd(t)

CΣ
. (S12)

Using the canonical quantization procedure like Eq. (S8), we introduce ˆ̃Q = iQ̃zpf(â
† − â) and Φ̂ = Φzpf(â

† + â) to quantize

the driven system, where Q̃zpf =
√
ℏ(CΣ/Lc)

1
2 /2 and Φzpf =

√
ℏ(Lc/CΣ)

1
2 /2. Hence, the Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥdriven = ℏωâ†â− EC

2
â†â†ââ+ iℏΩ(t)(â† − â), (S13)

where EC = e2/(2CΣ), EJ = Φ2
0/(4π

2Lc), ω = (
√
8ECEJ − EC)/ℏ, Ω(t) = ϵVd(t), ϵ = Q̃zpfCd/(ℏCΣ). Here, we set the

time-dependent driving Vd(t) = −Vd sin (ωdt+ ϕ) = Im{Vde
−i(ωdt+ϕ)}, thus Ω(t) = iΩ

(
ei(ωdt+ϕ) − e−i(ωdt+ϕ)

)
/2, where

Ω = ϵVd is so-called Rabi frequency. The parameter ϵ represents the Rabi frequency corresponding to the unit amplitude of the
drive.

To solve the time evolution governed by the above time-dependent Hamiltonian, we consider the rotating frame which is
generated by Ûd(t) = eiωdtâ

†â

Ĥd = Ûd(t)Ĥdriven(t)Û
†
d(t) + iℏ

(
d

dt
Ûd(t)

)
Û†
d(t)

≃ ℏ∆â†â− EC

2
â†â†ââ+

ℏΩ
2

(
â†e−iϕ+âeiϕ

)
, (S14)

where ∆ = ω − ωd is the frequency detuning, and the rotating-wave approximation is adopted by ignoring high frequency
oscillation ±2ωd.

With ∆ = 0 and EC ≫ Ω, the large anharmonicity results in the resonant drive acting almost exclusively between the first
two energy levels |0⟩ and |1⟩ without leakage to higher levels. Hence, considering the two-level qubit, we have

Ĥd =
ℏΩ
2

(
σ̂+e−iϕ + σ̂−eiϕ

)
, (S15)

where σ̂+
j (σ̂−

j ) is the raising (lowering) operator. If the qubit begins in the ground state |0⟩, its time-dependent state during the
unitary evolution is

|ψd(t)⟩ = e−
i
ℏ Ĥdt |0⟩ = cos

Ωt

2
|0⟩ − ieiϕ sin

Ωt

2
|1⟩ , (S16)
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d, =

Z

XY

Durationa

b

c

V sat
IQ

FIG. S5. Typical experimental data of measuring the relationship between Rabi frequency and XY drive amplitude. a, Experimental
pulse sequence. Qubit is detuned from its idle frequency to the operating ωi. Meanwhile, we apply resonant microwave drives on this qubit
with scanning XY amplitude VIQ and measure the vacuum Rabi oscillations shown in b. b, The heatmap of the probabilities of qubit in the
state |1⟩ as a function of duration and XY amplitude. c, For each XY drive amplitude, we fit the curve of vacuum Rabi oscillation by using
Eq. (S17) to obtain the experimental Rabi frequency, denoted as black hollow circle. The red solid line is the result of fitting the experimental
Rabi frequencies by using a smooth piecewise function and the grey dashed line implies the linear relationship between Rabi frequency and
XY drive amplitude when the drive amplitude is less than V sat

IQ .

and the probability of qubit in |1⟩ is given by P1(t) = sin2 (Ωt/2) = [1− cos (Ωt)] /2. Considering the energy relaxation, the
envelope of P1(t) will decay in a dissipative evolution and thus

P1(t) =
1

2

[
1− e−

t
T1 cos (Ωt)

]
, (S17)

where T1 is the energy relaxation time that depends on the qubit frequency ω. In order to obtain the Rabi frequency Ω, one can
fit the data of P1(t) by using the form of function A exp (−t/T1) cos (Ωt) + B. Typical experimental data of calibrating XY
drive with different driving amplitudes are displayed in Fig. S5.

The above results are based on the resonance condition ω = ωd. If the detuning ∆ = ω−ωd ̸= 0, the effective Rabi frequency
will be

ΩR =
√

∆2 +Ω2. (S18)

Therefore, to obtain the correct Rabi frequency when ω = ωd, we should find the corresponding Z pulse amplitude that makes
the qubit resonate with the microwave before calibrating XY drive. This step can be easily achieved via spectroscopy experiment
or Rabi oscillation by scanning the Z pulse amplitude of the qubit.
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LO     RF
I      Q

𝑽𝐑𝐅𝑽𝐋𝐎

𝑽𝐈𝐐

Room Temperature

𝑽𝐝

Cryo

FIG. S6. Generation of XY drive via frequency mixing. The intrinsic local oscillation (LO) is generated from a microwave signal source,
while the input IQ signals are generated from two channels of the arbitrary waveform generator. The whole circuit is mixed at room temperature
and then goes into cryoelectronics (dilution refrigerator). If the amplitude of LO is fixed, the output pulse amplitude will be proportional to
the amplitude of IQ signals in small amplitude cases where the IQ mixer is in a linear work region.

B. Generation and manipulation

As shown in Fig. S6, we generate XY drive pulse by using IQ mixer. The output driving pulse results from mixing the IQ
signals with a intrinsic LO (Fig. S6). Although the Rabi frequency Ω is proportional to the actual driving amplitude Vd, the
relationship between Ω and the input amplitude of IQ signals VIQ is not always linear due to the semiconductor nature of the
IQ mixer (GaAs and similar semiconductor materials). When VIQ is relatively small, IQ mixer is in the linear work region and
Vd ∝ VIQ satisfies. However, the strong amplitude leads to a nonlinear relationship between Vd and VIQ, so that Ω ∝ VIQ is not
valid in the saturation region. This may be caused by the velocity saturation of carriers in the IQ mixer. In order to analytically
describe Ω versus VIQ, we impose the following smooth piecewise function and its inverse:

Ω =




ηVIQ, (VIQ ≤ V sat

IQ )

Ωmax −
(
Ωmax − ηV sat

IQ

)
e
−

η(VIQ−V sat
IQ )

Ωmax−ηV sat
IQ , (VIQ > V sat

IQ )
(S19)

VIQ =

{
1
ηΩ, (Ω ≤ ηV sat

IQ )

V sat
IQ + (Ωmax

η − V sat
IQ ) ln

(
Ωmax−ηV sat

IQ
Ωmax−Ω

)
, (Ω > ηV sat

IQ )
(S20)

where η, V sat
IQ and Ωmax are the parameters to be fitted. Here η is the slope in linear region that represents the Rabi frequency

corresponding to the unit amplitude of XY driving (IQ signals), V sat
IQ denotes the critical amplitude before entering the saturation

region of IQ mixer, and Ωmax is the maximum Rabi frequency when VIQ → ∞.

C. Origin of multi-qubit crosstalk

Now we consider two driven qubits Qi and Qj in the circuit (see Fig. S7). The total Lagrangian can be expressed as

L(i,j)
driven =

∑

q=i,j

(
1

2
CqΦ̇

2
q −

Φ2
q

2Lq

)
+

1

2
Cd,i

(
Vd,i(t)− Φ̇i

)2
+

1

2
Cd,j

(
Vd,j(t)− Φ̇j

)2
+

1

2
Cij

(
Φ̇j − Φ̇i

)2
, (S21)

where Cij is the coupling capacitance. The corresponding canonical momentums are

[
Q̃i
Q̃j

]
=



∂L(i,j)

driven

∂Φ̇i

∂L(i,j)
driven

∂Φ̇j


 =

[
CΣi

+ Cij −Cij
−Cij CΣj

+ Cij

] [
Φ̇i
Φ̇j

]
−
[
Cd,iVd,i
Cd,jVd,j

]
, (S22)
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where CΣi
= Ci + Cd,i and CΣj

= Cj + Cd,j , and thus

[
Φ̇i
Φ̇j

]
=

1

∥C∥

[
CΣj

+ Cij Cij
Cij CΣi

+ Cij

] [
Q̃i + Cd,iVd,i

Q̃j + Cd,iVd,i

]
, (S23)

where ∥C∥ = CΣiCΣj + CΣiCij + CΣjCij is the determinant of the capacitance matrix C =

[
CΣi

+ Cij −Cij
−Cij CΣj

+ Cij

]
.

Substituting Eq. (S23) into Eq. (S21), we obtain

L(i,j)
driven =

Q̃2
i

2C̃Σi

+
Q̃2
j

2C̃Σj

+
Q̃iQ̃j

C̃ij
, (S24)

with the effective capacitance parameters

C̃Σi
= CΣi

+ (CΣj
∥Cij) = CΣi

+
CΣjCij

CΣj
+ Cij

, (S25)

C̃Σj
= CΣj

+ (CΣi
∥Cij) = CΣj

+
CΣi

Cij
CΣi

+ Cij
, (S26)

C̃ij =
CΣi

Cij + CΣj
Cij + CΣi

CΣj

Cij
. (S27)

Then the total Hamiltonian is given by the Legendre transformation:

H
(i,j)
driven = Q̃iΦ̇i + Q̃jΦ̇j − L(i,j)

driven

=
∑

q=i,j

(
Q̃2
q

2C̃Σq

+
Φ2
q

2Lq

)
+
Q̃iQ̃j

C̃ij
+

(
Cd,i

C̃Σi

Vd,i(t)+
Cd,j

C̃ij
Vd,j(t)

)
Q̃i+

(
Cd,j

C̃Σj

Vd,j(t)+
Cd,i

C̃ij
Vd,i(t)

)
Q̃j . (S28)

Using canonical quantization, we introduce
{

ˆ̃Qq = iQ̃zpf,q(â
†
q − âq)

Φ̂q = Φzpf,q(â
†
q + âq)

(S29)

with q ∈ {i, j}, Q̃zpf,q =
√

ℏ(C̃Σq
/Lc,q)

1
2 /2 and Φzpf,q =

√
ℏ(Lc,q/C̃Σq

)
1
2 /2. The quantized Hamiltonian thus is

Ĥ
(i,j)
driven = Ĥ

(i)
driven + Ĥ

(j)
driven + Ĥ

(i,j)
int , (S30)

Ĥ
(q)
driven = ℏωqâ†qâq −

ECq

2
â†qâ

†
qâqâq + iℏΩ̃q(t)(â†q − âq), q ∈ {i, j}, (S31)

Ĥ
(i,j)
int = ℏJi,j(â†i − âi)(âj − â†j), (S32)

where the parameters are

ℏωq =
√
8ECq

EJq
− ECq

, ECq
=

e2

2C̃q
, EJq

=
Φ2

0

4π2Lc,q
, (S33)

Ji,j =
Q̃zpf,iQ̃zpf,j

ℏC̃ij
=

√
C̃Σi

C̃Σj

2C̃ij

√(
ωi +

ECi

ℏ

)(
ωj +

ECj

ℏ

)
≈ Cij

√
ωiωj

2
√

(CΣi
+ Cij)(CΣj

+ Cij)
, (S34)

Ω̃i(t) = ϵii

(
Vd,i(t) +

ϵij
ϵii
Vd,j(t)

)
, Ω̃j(t) = ϵjj

(
Vd,j(t) +

ϵji
ϵjj

Vd,i(t)

)
, (S35)

ϵii =
Q̃zpf,iCd,i

ℏC̃Σi

, ϵij =
Q̃zpf,iCd,j

ℏC̃ij
, ϵjj =

Q̃zpf,jCd,j

ℏC̃Σj

, ϵji =
Q̃zpf,jCd,i

ℏC̃ij
. (S36)

Focusing on Eqs. (S31), (S35) and (S36), one can notice that the local driving Hamiltonian of each qubit depends on both
external drive Vd,i(t) and Vd,j(t) due to the presence of coupling capacitance. However, this crosstalk is usually very small.
As an example, we take the typical values Cd,i = Cd,j = 30 aF, Ci = Cj = 85 fF and Cij = 0.25 fF. Then we have
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FIG. S7. Circuit diagram of two driven transmon qubits. Two qubits are labeled as Qi and Qj , which are coupled to their respective
time-dependent driving voltages Vd,i(t) and Vd,j(t). The coupling capacitance between the two qubits is represented as Cij , and Φ, C and Cd

are the dominant mode flux, the capacitance of the qubit and the capacitance of the drive, respectively.

ϵij/ϵii = ϵji/ϵjj ≈ 0.3%, suggesting a low level of this crosstalk. Given the above equations, we note that the local driving
Hamiltonian of each qubit is subject to both external drive Vd,i(t) and Vd,j(t) due to the presence of coupling capacitance.
However, this crosstalk is usually very small. In fact, most of the crosstalk comes from the classical microwave crosstalk. The
total crosstalk is the sum of the classical microwave crosstalk and the crosstalk due to the coupling capacitance. In the following,
we will establish a model to describe the total crosstalk and introduce an efficient method for measuring the crosstalk matrix.

When the microwave signal travels through the medium on the chip, it can be described by the following plane wave form
(the medium is assumed to be homogeneous):

Vd(r, t) = Vd(t)e
ik·r. (S37)

Here the wave vector k is generally complex, namely k = b+ ia, thus we have

ik · r = −a · r+ ib · r, (S38)

where the first term is the amplitude attenuation induced by the imaginary part of k and the second term is the phase retardation
caused by the real part. Here we define ξ = a · r is the amplitude attenuation factor and φ = b · r is the phase retardation.

As shown in Fig. S8, the signal Vd,i(t) propagates from Qi to Qj with a factor e−ξji+iϕji attached, which implies the classical
microwave crosstalk of Qi to Qj . Similarly, the classical microwave crosstalk of Qj to Qi can be express as Vd,j(t)e

−ξij+iϕij .
Here we also consider the crosstalk caused by the coupling capacitance as Eq. (S35). Therefore, the total signals perceived by
Qi and Qj are

Ṽd,i(t) = Vd,i(t) +
ϵij
ϵii
Vd,j(t) + Vd,j(t)e

−ξij+iϕij , (S39)

Ṽd,j(t) = Vd,j(t) +
ϵji
ϵjj

Vd,i(t) + Vd,i(t)e
−ξji+iϕji , (S40)

or written in matrix form
[
Ṽd,i(t)

Ṽd,j(t)

]
=

[
1 vije

iφij

vjie
iφji 1

] [
Vd,i(t)
Vd,j(t)

]
(S41)

with the definitions of vijeiφij = ϵij/ϵii + e−ξij+iϕij and vjieiφji = ϵji/ϵjj + e−ξji+iϕji . To generalize the above formula to
the case of each qubit with crosstalks from all other qubits, we define the vectors Ṽd(t) = [Ṽd,1(t), Ṽd,2(t), . . . , Ṽd,N (t)]T and
Vd(t) = [Vd,1(t), Vd,2(t), . . . , Vd,N (t)]T , then

Ṽd(t) = MVVd(t), (S42)
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in which MV is the signal crosstalk matrix

MV =




1 v12e
iφ12 · · · v1Neiφ1N

v21e
iφ21 1 · · · v2Neiφ2N

...
...

. . .
...

vN1e
iφN1 vN2e

iφN2 · · · 1


 . (S43)

D. Measurement and correction of crosstalk

To compensation the crosstalk, we need to measure the total signal crosstalk matrix and perform

Vd(t) = M−1
V Ṽd(t), (S44)

where M−1
V is the inverse matrix. However, in practice we cannot obtain MV directly, we need to characterize the crosstalk

matrix of Rabi frequencies MΩ and calculate MV by using

MV = ϵMΩϵ−1, (S45)

where ϵ = diag{ϵ11, ϵ22, . . . , ϵNN} and the crosstalk matrix of Rabi frequencies is defined as

MΩ =




1 c12e
iφ12 · · · c1Neiφ1N

c21e
iφ21 1 · · · c2Neiφ2N

...
...

. . .
...

cN1e
iφN1 cN2e

iφN2 · · · 1


 . (S46)

where cij and φij are the amplitude and phase crosstalk coefficients to be measured.
In the linear region of IQ mixer, we actually use Eq. (S19) to describe the relationship between Rabi frequency and the input

IQ signal, and thus

MVIQ
= ηMΩη−1, (S47)

where η is given by η = diag{η1, η2, . . . , ηN} with ηi being the Rabi frequency of Qi corresponding to the unit amplitude of
IQ signals.

Now, we introduce an efficient method for characterizing cij and φij in the crosstalk matrix MΩ. . Let us take an example
of Qi. As shown in Fig. S9a, two resonant microwave signals ωd,i = ωd,j = ωd are simultaneously input from the XY

𝑄𝑗𝑄𝑖

𝑉d,𝑗(𝑡)𝑉d,𝑖(𝑡)

FIG. S8. Schematic of microwave signal crosstalk. Here, we take two qubits Qi and Qj as an example. Their individual driving voltages
Vd,i(t) and Vd,j(t) induce two types of crosstalk. One type of crosstalk is due to the presence of coupling capacitance Cij , which causes the
crosstalk only in amplitude. The parameters ϵij and ϵji are explained in Eq. (S36), which depends on the coupling capacitance Cij between
the two qubits. The other type of crosstalk is caused by the propagation of microwave signals through the medium on the chip. According to
electrodynamics, it will lead to the crosstalk both in amplitude and phase. The parameters ξ and ϕ are the amplitude attenuation factor and
phase retardation of microwave propagation, respectively.
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c d
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Measure Crosstalk Measure Crosstalk
Z

XY
XY

Z

XY
XY

i

Duration Duration

With CorrectionWithout Correction

FIG. S9. Measurement of the microwave crosstalk. a, Experimental pulse sequence for measuring the crosstalk from Qj to Qi. b,
Experimental pulse sequence for measuring the crosstalk from Qi to Qj . The parameters φii and φjj denote the additional phases added
into the XY control lines of Qi and Qj , respectively. The detuning between the qubit frequency and XY drive frequency is defined as
∆q = ωq −ωd,q , which is usually set to zero. c, Typical experimental data of measuring crosstalk without correction. d, Typical experimental
data of measuring crosstalk with correction. The heatmap represents the probabilities of qubit in |1⟩. The black hollow circle denotes the
effective Rabi frequency obtained by fitting the Rabi oscillation. The red solid line is the result of fitting the effective Rabi frequency by using
Eq. (S48). The grey dashed line implies the fitted crosstalk phase.

control lines of Qi and Qj . Meanwhile, Qi is biased near the resonant frequency with the detuning ∆i = ωi − ωd,i. Due to

the crosstalk, the effective Hamiltonian of Qi under the rotation frame becomes Ĥ(i)
d = ∆iσ̂

+
i σ̂

−
i +

(
Ω̃iσ̂

+
i +H.c.

)
/2 with

Ω̃i = Ωie
−iϕi + cijΩje

i(φij−ϕj), and the corresponding effective Rabi frequency is

Ω
(i)
R =

√
∆2
i +Ω2

i +Ω2
ij + 2ΩiΩij cos (φij − φii), (S48)

where Ωij = cijΩj denotes the crosstalk Rabi frequency from Qj to Qi, and φii = ϕj − ϕi represents the additional XY phase
added in Qi relative to Qj . By scanning φii and measure the probabilities of Qi in |1⟩ as a function of the duration of XY
drive, we can obtain Ω

(i)
R . Using Eq. (S48) to fit the results of Ω(i)

R , we can determine the crosstalk coefficients cij and φij . The
procedure for determining cji and φji is similar as long as we treat Qj as Qi. Here we show the partial crosstalk matrix between
the 24 qubits used in experiments in Fig. S10.

Supplementary Note 4. THE EFFECT OF DECOHERENCE

In this section, we discuss the effect of decoherence. Since the conservation of the particle number is essentially important
for the observation of spin hydrodynamics, we pay attention to the energy relaxation effect, characterized by the coherence time
T1. To quantify the impact of decoherence on the particle number, we numerically simulate the dynamics of n(t) by solving the
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FIG. S10. Partial crosstalk matrix of XY drive. The heatmap represents the modulus of the crosstalk coefficient, namely |cij |. Here, we
show the crosstalks between 24 qubits in the ladder.

Lindblad master equation

dρ̂(t)
dt

= i[Ĥ, ρ̂(t)] +

N∑

j=1

(L̂j ρ̂(t)L̂
†
j −

1

2
{L̂†

jL̂j , ρ̂(t)}), (S49)

where ρ̂(t) = |ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)| is the density matrix, Ĥ is the Hamiltonian Eq. (1) in the main text, and L̂j = σ̂−
j /

√
T1 represents

the Lindblad operators for the energy relaxation, with T1 being the energy lifetime.
For the numerical simulation, we adopt T1 = 32.1 µs based on the device information shown in Table. S1. Here, we consider

a ladder with the number of qubits N = 16, and the same initial state shown in the inset of Fig. S2a. We employ the stochastic
Schrödinger equation to efficiently solve the Lindblad master equation (S49). First, we study the dynamics of the particle number
⟨n(t)⟩ under the decoherence, and the results are plotted in Fig. S11a. With the evolved time t = 200 ns, the value of ⟨n(t)/2L⟩
is around 0.497, suggesting that decoherence does not significantly influence the conservation of the particle number. We then
numerically demonstrate that decoherence does not strongly affect the dynamics of autocorrelation function C1,1(t) with the
evolved time up to 200 ns, and the dynamics of C1,1(t) simulated by solving the Lindblad master equation (S49) is more or less
the same to the unitary dynamics (see Fig. S11b).

Supplementary Note 5. XY DRIVE APPROACH TO GENERATE HAAR-RANDOM STATES

For the Haar-random state |ψR⟩, we can define the probability with respect to the computational basis |k⟩ as pk = |⟨k|ψR⟩|2. It
has been shown that the distribution of the probabilities {p = pk} will approximate the so-called Porter-Thomas distribution [35-
37]

Pr(p) = De−Dp, (S50)
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FIG. S11. The effect of decoherence. a, For the qubit ladder with a length L = 8 (the number of qubits N = 16), the dynamics of particle
number ⟨n(t)⟩ with decoherence, i.e., energy relaxation, quantified by T1 = 32 µs. b, The dynamics of autocorrelation function C1,1(t) with
decoherence (dashed curve), in comparison with the unitary dynamics (solid curve).

where D = 2N is the total dimension of the Hilbert space. To generate the Haar-random states via the evolution ÛR in this
experiment (seen in the main text or Fig. S12a), we bias the auxiliary qubit QA away from the resonance frequency and apply
the XY drive pulses on all the remainder qubits QR participating in the resonance. The experimental pulse diagram is shown in
Fig. S12b. After a time tR, we perform joint readout of QR with Ns single-shot measurements to obtain the joint probabilities,
and then calculate the participation entropy

SPE(tR) = −
D∑

k=1

pk(tR) ln pk(tR), (S51)

where pn is the joint probabilities of all D = 2N bitstrings. As shown in Fig. S12c, the participation entropy increases rapidly
and then tends to a stable value. This value matches the participation entropy of the Haar-random state, namely

SPE,|ψR⟩ = −D
∫ ∞

0

dp Pr(p)p ln p = lnD − 1 + γ, (S52)

…………
|0〉

|0〉

|0〉

|0〉

|0〉

b ca d
S
S

FIG. S12. Generation and characterization of the XY drive approach to prepare the Haar-random states. a, The schematic diagram of
the quantum circuit. b, The corresponding experimental pulse sequence. We bias the auxiliary qubit QA away from the resonance frequency
and apply the XY drive pulses on all the remainder qubits QR participating in the resonance at frequency ωref ≈ 4.534GHz, with a duration
tR. c, The evolution of participation entropy SPE vs. the duration of XY drive. The dashed line represents the participation entropy ofN−qubit
Haar-random state. Here, we fix Q1,↑ as QA, and N is the total number of QR. d, The bitstring histogram of the measured D = 2N joint
probabilities. The solid line shows the ideal results of Poter-Thomas distribution. For N = 15 and N = 23, we perform Ns = 5 × 105 and
Ns = 3× 107 single-shot measurements, respectively



15

10
1

10
2

10
3

Times, t
R

(ns)

10
-6

10
-4

10
-2

10
0

10
2

|S
P

E
- 
S

P
E

T
|

10
0

10
1

10
2

Times, t (ns)

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

A
u

to
c
o

rr
e

la
ti
o

n
 f

u
n

c
ti
o

n
, 
C

1
,1

t
R

= 200 ns

t
R

= 500 ns

0 50 100 150 200

Times, t (ns)

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

L
o

c
a

l 
o

b
s
e

rv
a

b
le

, 
C

1
,1

(t
,t
R

)

0 50 100 150 200

Times, t (ns)

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

L
o

c
a

l 
o

b
s
e

rv
a

b
le

, 
C

1
,1

(t
,t
R

)

a b c d

FIG. S13. Impact of different tR for generating Haar-random states. a, The difference between the participation entropy at an evolved
time tR and that corresponding to Haar-random states ST

PE, i.e., |SPE(tR) − ST
PE|. b, The numerical results of autocorrelation function C1,1

for the qubit ladder with L = 12, and different states generated from ÛR(tR) with tR = 200 ns and 500 ns. c, The numerical simulation of
the dynamics of the local observable C1,1(tR, t) with a fixed tR = 15 ns. d, The experimental data for the dynamics of the local observable
C1,1(tR, t) with a fixed tR = 15 ns.

where γ ≈ 0.577 is the Euler constant. The final state after a long-time evolution is therefore closer to a Haar-random state,
which shows the Poter-Thomas distribution of the bitstring joint probabilities in the statistical histogram, see Fig. S12d. In
the experiment, we select tR = 200ns to generate the Haar-random state and use this state as the initial state for subsequent
interactions.

We note that the von Neumann entanglement entropy (EE) can also characterize the Haar-random states by achieving the Page
value SPage ≃ logm − m/2n, where m and n represent the dimension of Hilbert space of the subsystem and the remainder,
respectively. However, experimental measurement of EE requires additional single-qubit rotations, which can influence the
accuracy of the results, especially for large system sizes. Here, we adopt the participation entropy, which can be directly
measured by single-shot readout in z-direction, without rotations of qubits.

We now discuss the impact of different evolved time tR for generating Haar-random states on the measurement of infinite-
temperature autocorrelation function C1,1. In Fig. S13a, we plot the numerical results of the difference between the participation
entropy of the quenched state at t = tR and the participation entropy corresponding to the Haar-random state, i.e., |SPE(tR)−STPE|
with the evolved time tR up to 1 µs. It can be seen that with tR ≃ 200 ns, the difference reaches |SPE(t) − STPE| ∼ 10−1, and
a lower difference can be achieved for longer evolved time t. However, as shown in Fig. S13b, the dynamical behaviors of
autocorrelation function C1,1, with the states generated by different evolved time of ÛR(tR) with tR ≥ 200 ns, do not have a
significant change, which indicates that the evolved time tR ≃ 200 ns is sufficient to generate a faithful Haar-random state for
measuring the infinite-temperature spin transport.

We then extensively study the dynamics with short tR. In this case, the state |ψR⟩ is far away from Haar-random states, and the
local observable ⟨ψRβ |σ̂zα(t)|ψRβ ⟩, with |ψRβ ⟩ = ÛR(tR)⊗i∈QR

|0⟩i, can no longer be approximate with the infinite-temperature
correlation function Tr[σ̂zα(t)σ̂

z
β ]/D. Consequently, we denote the quantity as local observable C1,1(tR, t), with tR and t being

the evolved time for ÛR(tR) and ÛH(t) shown in the quantum circuit shown in Fig. 1c in the main text, respectively. In Fig. S13c
and d, we plot the numerical and experimental data for the dynamics of the local observable C1,1(tR, t) with a fixed short time
tR = 15 ns, respectively. For a small tR = 15 ns, after an initial drop, the local observable has an oscillation around a value
larger than 0.5. This can be explained by the fact that the state |ψR⟩ is close to the initial state |00...0⟩ with small tR, and when
tR = 0 and t = 0, actually, based on Eq. (3) of the main text, c1,↑;1,↑ = c1,↑;1,↓ = c1,↓;1,↓ = c1,↓;1,↑ = 1, which leads to the
local observable C1,1(0, 0) = 1.

Supplementary Note 6. FINITE-SIZE EFFECT FOR THE SPIN TRANSPORT IN THE CLEAN SUPERCONDUCTING QUBIT
LADDER

In this section, we discuss the finite-size effect of the spin transport. We consider the clean superconducting qubit ladder
without disorder or linear potential as an example, where the diffusive transport is expected to occur. We numerically simulate
a long time evolution with the final time t = 2000 ns (tJ∥ ≃ 91.2). As shown in Fig. S14, due to the finite-size effect,
the C1,1(t) will saturate to a stable value for long time. The time interval with the power-law decay C1,1 ∝ t−z becomes
longer for larger L. For L = 8 and 12, the estimated time intervals with the power-law decay are t ∈ [50 ns, 170ns] and
t ∈ [50 ns, 450 ns] (highlighted by the arrows in Fig. S14), respectively. By fitting the numerical data in the time interval for
L = 8 in t ∈ [50 ns, 140 ns] and L = 12 in t ∈ [50 ns, 450 ns], we obtain the exponent z ≃ 0.45 for L = 8 and z ≃ 0.5 for
L = 12. In short, the signature of diffusive transport becomes more clear for larger system size.
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FIG. S14. Finite-size effect. Numerical simulation of the autocorrelation function C1,1(t) for the qubit ladder with different system sizes.
For L = 12, the system consists of 24 qubits, i.e., Q1,↑, ..., Q12,↑ and Q1,↓, ..., Q12,↓. For L = 8, the system consists of 16 qubits, i.e.,
Q1,↑, ..., Q8,↑ and Q1,↓, ..., Q8,↓. The dashed lines show the power-law fitting of the numerical results in the time interval t ∈ [50 ns, 170 ns]
for L = 8 and t ∈ [50 ns, 450 ns] for L = 12.

Supplementary Note 7. FINITE-TIME EFFECT FOR THE SPIN TRANSPORT IN DISORDERED SYSTEMS

Here, we consider a longer evolved final time t = 600 ns, and study the impact of longer final time on the transport exponent
z obtained by the power-law fitting C1,1 ∝ t−z . We focus on the disordered systems with W/2π = 32 MHz and 50 MHz. With
the time window t ∈ [50, 200] ns, as shown in the Fig. 3b of the main text, z ≃ 0.02 and z ≃ 0.13 for W/2π = 50 MHz and
32 MHz, respectively. With the time window t ∈ [50, 600] ns, the fittings are shown in Fig. S15a with z ≃ 0.03 and z ≃ 0.13
for W/2π = 50 MHz and 32 MHz, respectively. It is seen that with the time window t ∈ [50, 600] ns, the transport exponents z
are slightly larger than those for the time window t ∈ [50, 200] ns.

We also plot the transport exponent z obtained from the power-law fitting in the time interval t ∈ [ti, tf ], with a fixed initial
time ti = 20 ns, and different tf in Fig. S15b and c for W/2π = 32 MHz and 50 MHz, respectively. It is shown that with longer
final time tf , the transport exponent z exhibits a propensity to increase.

Supplementary Note 8. ADDITIONAL NUMERICS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we numerically study another type of autocorrelation functions which are defined by the average over a product
state |ψ0⟩. In the main text, we focus on the infinite-temperature autocorrelation function Cr,r = Tr[ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r]/D with D being
the dimension of the Hilbert space. Alternatively, one can also consider the autocorrelation function average over a product state
|ψ0⟩, i.e.,

Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) = ⟨ψ0|ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r|ψ0⟩. (S53)

Here, we reveal that the autocorrelation function Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) cannot show generic properties of spin transport, and the dynamics
of Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) is highly dependent on the choice of |ψ0⟩.

We consider the titled superconducting qubit ladder consisting of 24 qubits with WS/2π = 60 MHz, and the slope of the
linear potential γ/2π ≃ 11 MHz. Three chosen product states |ψ0⟩ for the autocorrelation function (S53) are shown in Fig. S16a.
The product states with the domain wall number ndw = 10, 4, and 2 are labeled as |ψ(10)

0 ⟩, |ψ(4)
0 ⟩, and |ψ(2)

0 ⟩, respectively. It
can be directly calculated that the ⟨ψ(10)

0 |Ĥ|ψ(10)
0 ⟩ = ⟨ψ(4)

0 |Ĥ|ψ(4)
0 ⟩ = ⟨ψ(2)

0 |Ĥ|ψ(2)
0 ⟩. The results of the time evolution of

Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) with r = 1 are presented in Fig. S16b. It is seen that for the product state with ndw = 2, the decay of Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) can
be neglected, while the decay becomes stronger when we consider Cr,r(|ψ0⟩) with ndw = 4 and 10.
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FIG. S15. Impact of the finite-time effect. a, Numerical results for the time evolution of autocorrelation function C1,1(t) for the qubit ladder
with L = 12, and two values of disorder strengths W/2π = 32 MHz and 50 MHz. The evolved time is up to a longer time t = 600 ns. The
dashed lines show the power-law fitting C1,1 ∝ t−z . b, For the disordered system with W/2π = 32 MHz, the transport exponent z obtained
from the power-law fitting for the numerical results with the time interval t ∈ [ti, tf ], ti = 50 ns, and different tf . c is similar to b, but for the
disordered system with W/2π = 50 MHz.

Actually, in ref. [15], it has been shown that the infinite-temperature autocorrelation function can be expanded as

Cr,r =
1

D
Tr[ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r] =

1

D

D∑

k=1

⟨k|ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r|k⟩, (S54)

where |k⟩ = |σ1,↑σ2,↑...σ12,↑;σ1,↓σ2,↓...σ12,↓⟩ is the product states in the σz basis. As shown in Fig. S16b, a single term
⟨k|ρ̂r(t)ρ̂r|k⟩ in (S54) cannot capture the properties of infinite-temperature spin transport. In our work, we employ the quantum
circuit shown in Fig. 1c to directly measure the infinite-temperature autocorrelation function, without the need of sampling
different product states.
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FIG. S16. Additional numerical results for the spin transport on the titled superconducting qubit ladder. a, Schematic diagram of three
different product states |ψ0⟩ for the definition of the autocorrelation functionC1,1 = ⟨ψ0|ρ̂1(t)ρ̂1|ψ0⟩. From the top to bottom, the domain wall
number of product states |ψ0⟩ is ndw = 10, 4, and 2, respectively. b, Time evolution of the autocorrelation function C1,1 = ⟨ψ0|ρ̂1(t)ρ̂1|ψ0⟩
with the product states shown in a for the titled superconducting qubit ladder with WS/2π = 60 MHz.


