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Single spin-flip detection

Haloscopes: axion detection
ROOM TEMP. INSTRUMENTATION (VAT incl.)

− OPX machine: hardware and software platform for
designing quantum control protocols, executing
them on a wide range of quantum hardware
platforms
∼ 72 keuro

− vector network analyser:
testing two-ports equipment
∼ 53 keuro

− SC magnet ∼ 55 keuro



HALOSCOPES
Axion interactions with SM particles are expressed by the Hamiltonian:

Chadha-Day et al., Sci. Adv. 8, eabj3618 (2022)     23 February 2022
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in gigaelectron volts. What values could this take? The electroweak 
scale, ≈250 GeV, was one natural choice but is excluded experi-
mentally. Other scales in particle physics include the grand unified 
scale, O(1016) GeV, and the Planck scale, ∼1019 GeV, which is the 
highest scale where ordinary quantum field theory could possibly 
remain valid before quantum gravity becomes important. These 
considerations give only very rough guidance as to the value of fa 
and the mass of the axion: Below, we narrow their possible ranges.

The axion mechanism may be implemented in a wide variety of 
extensions to the Standard Model, which are the subject of much 
current research (22). In any axion model, we must introduce a new 
complex field F = ceiq, which gains a nonzero vacuum expectation 
value that breaks the PQ symmetry spontaneously. After this spon-
taneous symmetry breaking, the axion is related to the phase of F 
by a = Nfaq, where N is an integer, the “color anomaly,” which varies 
depending on the detailed realization of the PQ mechanism. Figure 3 
is shown for N = 4.

For the axion to solve the strong CP problem, the model must 
also include quarks that are charged under the PQ symmetry, which 
in turn mediate an interaction between the axion and the gluon 
force carriers of the strong nuclear force. There are two ways of 
achieving this. In one class of axion models, the Standard Model 
quarks are charged under the PQ symmetry (23, 24): These models 
have N = 6. This means that we have to add an extra Higgs doublet 
to the model to allow all of the Standard Model interactions to obey 
the PQ symmetry. In another class of models, we instead add extra 
heavy, electrically neutral quarks to the theory (25, 26). Only these 
extra quarks are charged under the PQ symmetry: The canonical 
version of this model has N = 1. The precise values of the axion’s 
mass and interaction strengths depend on these details of the model 
(see the Supplementary Materials).

Interactions
The axion does interact not only with quarks and gluons but also 
with the other particles in the Standard Model. We know that these 
interactions must be very weak for the axion to have evaded detec-
tion so far.

Particle interactions are governed by their symmetries, and the 
axion’s interactions are set by its pseudo-scalar nature. A pseudo- 
scalar field changes sign under a parity transformation, i.e., when 
looking at the universe in a mirror. If we assume that the overall 
interaction is unchanged by a parity transformation, then we find 
that only certain interactions are allowed for a pseudo-scalar 
particle. These can be expressed (schematically) by the nonrelativistic 
Hamiltonian

 H =  √ 
_

    e  0   ─  m  0        g  agg  ∫ aE · BdV +  g  aff   ℏc ∇ a ·  ̂  S  +  √ 
_

  e  0    (ℏc)   3     g  EDM   a ̂  S  · E  (5)

where a is the axion field measured in units energy; gagg is the 
axion’s coupling to photons, g (i.e., to electromagnetism), measured 
in units of inverse energy; gaff is the axion’s coupling to matter 
particles, which are fermions, f (the coupling depends on the parti-
cle in question, we write just one case for simplicity); gEDM is the 
strength of a nuclear EDM induced by the axion; E and B are 
the electric and magnetic fields; and   ̂  S   is the direction of the spin of the 
matter particle in question. e0 and m0 are the permittivity and 
permeability of free space, respectively, constants associated with 
electromagnetism; ℏ is the reduced Planck’s constant, which param-
eterizes the size of quantum effects; and c is the speed of light.

These interactions are very different from the interactions of a 
scalar particle, which can couple directly E2 − B2 (the scalar Maxwell 
term) and to the masses of matter particles. This means that light 
scalar fields can mediate extra long-range forces, and their interactions 
with Standard Model particles are therefore very tightly constrained 
by the nonobservation of these extra forces. In contrast, the couplings 
of pseudo-scalar particles to E · B and to the spins of matter particles 
(27, 28) make them much harder to detect.

What would the axion’s interactions with photons and with 
matter particles look like experimentally? Via its interaction with 
E · B, axion DM would look like an additional electrical current or 
anomalous magnetic field (29). More generally, Maxwell’s equations 
of electromagnetism are modified by the addition of the axion field. 
Further details on how axions modify Maxwell’s equations of 
electromagnetism are discussed in the companion experimental 
review. Via its coupling to nuclear and electron spins, axion DM 
would cause these spins to precess, as they would in a magnetic 
field, but now with an anomalous magnetization caused by the 
invisible presence of the axion field (30, 31).

What are the strengths of the axion’s interaction with Standard 
Model particles? How large are the coupling constants gi in the 
Hamiltonian (Eq. 5)? We know that the interactions must be very 
weak, or we would have found axions already. We expect the axion’s 
couplings to be inversely proportional to the scale of symmetry 
breaking

   g  i   ∼   1 ─  f  a       (6)

This is a consequence of one of the most fundamental ideas in 
particle physics, namely, effective field theory (32), which tells us to 
expect the axion’s interactions to scale inversely with the energy 
scale at which the symmetry giving rise to it originates. As this 
energy fa could be very high, the axion’s interactions could be very 
weak, as required by the experimental constraints. Comparing 
Eqs. 3 and 6, we see that the axion’s couplings obey

   g  i   ∝  m  a    (7)

This is true for most models of the QCD axion, whose couplings 
are generally proportional to its mass, although this relationship 
can be broken in some specific models of the QCD axion. In addi-
tion, as we will see later, the axion is just one particle in the broader 
class of ALPs discussed in more detail below. These ALPs need not, 
in general, solve the strong CP problem or couple to gluons. This 
means that their mass could take any value and need not be propor-
tional to their couplings, and the constants of proportionality differ 
wildly for different ALPs. ALPs could therefore be very weakly 
coupled and hence extremely difficult to detect experimentally. 
Alternatively, nature may provide us with more strongly coupled 
ALPs that can be detected more readily, as discussed below. By 
contrast, for a canonical QCD axion of a given mass, we can predict 
the approximate size of the couplings to Standard Model particles, 
providing a definite target for experimental searches. Further details 
are given in the Supplementary Materials.

The interaction between DM axions or ALPs with particles and 
forces in the Standard Model leads to a wide variety of ways to 
search for them. Initially, in the 1980s up to 2010 or so, experiments 
were few and far between. There was just one viable method, the 
microwave cavity haloscope, and the axion interactions are too 
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Experimentally how do they look like?

• via E · B coupling
→ additional electric current

• via coupling to n and e− spins
→ precession

What are the interaction strengths?

• gi ∼ 1
fa

mafa ∼ mπ fπ
========⇒ gi ∝ ma

true for QCD axion

• ALPs mass could take any value



wave-like DM

particle ⇔ wave

λ =
h

mv
, hν = E = mc2 +

1
2

mv2

For light and massless particles the wavelength can be large.

ma ≃ hνa 100µeV ↔ 25 GHz
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If these particles are also bosons, many particles can occupy the same state

ρDM = 0.3 − 0.4 GeV cm−3 =⇒ na ∼ 3 × 1012(10−4eV/ma) axions/cm3

it’s a macroscopic wave-like behavior



CAVITY HALOSCOPE - resonant search for axion DM in the Galactic halo

1. microwave cavity for resonant amplification
-think of an HO driven by an external force-

2. with tuneable frequency to match the axion mass

3. the cavity is within the bore of a SC magnet

4. cavity signal is readout with a low noise receiver S ≪ N

5. cavity and receiver preamplifier are kept at base temperature
of a dilution refrigerator (10 − 50)mK

2

cavity coupled to a JPA and immersed in a static mag-
netic field of 8.1 T, all cooled down with a dilution re-
frigerator at a working temperature T ⇠ 150 mK. These
features improve the precedent work of Ref. [16], allow-
ing us to exclude values of ga�� > 0.639 · 10�13 GeV�1

at 90% C.L.
In Sec. II we describe the experimental setup along

with its calibration, while in Sec. III we present the re-
sults and data analysis, and prospects for QUAX–a� in
Sec. IV.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

FIG. 1. View of the QUAX�a� dilution refrigerator insert,
instrumented with resonant cavity (at the bottom) and ampli-
fication chain. Behind, the 8.1 T magnet with its countercoil
is visible.

The haloscope, assembled at Laboratori Nazionali di
Legnaro (LNL), is composed by a cylindrical OFHC-Cu
cavity (Fig. 1), with inner radius of 11.05 mm and length
210 mm, inserted inside the 150 mm diameter bore of an
8.1 T superconducting (SC) magnet of length 500 mm.
The total volume of the cavity is V = 80.56 cm3. The
whole system is hosted in a dilution refrigerator with
base temperature of 90 mK. Each cavity endplate hosts
a dipole antenna in the holes drilled on the cavity axis.
The cavity was treated with electrochemical polishing

to minimize surface losses. We measured the resonant
peak of the TM010 mode at 150 mK and magnet on
with a Vector Network Analyzer obtaining the frequency
⌫c= 10.4018 GHz and an unloaded quality-factor Q0=
76,000 in agreement with expectations from simulation
performed with the ANSYS HFSS suite [31]. During
data-taking runs, the cavity was critically coupled to the
output radiofrequency (RF) line and the loaded quality-
factor was measured to be about QL= 36,000.

FIG. 2. Schematics of the experimental apparatus. The mi-
crowave cavity (orange) is immersed in the uniform magnetic
field (blue shaded region) generated by the magnet (crossed
boxes). A1 and A2 are the cryogenic and room-temperature
amplifiers, respectively. The JPA amplifier has three ports:
signal (s), idler (i), and pump (p). Superconducting cables
(red) are used as transmission lines for RF signals from 4 K
stage to 150 mK stage. Thermometers (red circled T) are
in thermal contact with the resonant cavity and the signal
port on the JPA. Attenuators are shown with their reduc-
tion factor in decibels. The horizontal lines (blue) identify
the boundaries of the cryogenic stages of the apparatus, with
the cavity enclosed within the 150 mK radiation shield. The
magnet is immersed in liquid helium.

The RF setup is the same as our previous measure-
ment [15] and is shown in Fig. 2. It consists of four RF
lines used to characterize and measure the cavity sig-



A TIME-CONSUMING SEARCH

In these searches, the signal is much smaller than noise

Pn = kBT∆ν ≫ Ps ∝ B2 Veff QL ∼ (10−22 − 10−23)W

To increase sensitivity we rely on averaging several spectra recorded at the same
cavity frequency over a certain integration time.



SCAN RATE

Thus a figure of merit for haloscope search is the scan rate :

df
dt

∝ B4 V2
eff QL

T2
sys

for a target sensitivity gaγγ , χ

A haloscope optimized at best goes at:(
df
dt

)
KSVZ

∼ GHz/year
(

df
dt

)
DFSZ

∼ 20 MHz/year

To probe the mass range (1-10) GHz at DFSZ sensitivity would require
≳ 100 years with current technology



Why do we need Single Microwave Photon Detectors (SMPD) in haloscope search?

Using quantum-limited linear amplifiers (Josephson parametric amplifiers) the noise set by quantum
mechanics exceeds the signal in the high frequency range, whereas photon counting has no intrinsic limitations

νc [GHz] Q0 B T V [liter] Paγγ [10−24 W] Γsig [Hz]
QUAXaγ 10.48 1×106 14 T 1.15 439 (KSWZ) 63

60 (DFSZ) 8.7
Pilot exp. 7.3 1×106 2 T 0.11 0.8 (KSWZ) 0.16

0.11 (DFSZ) 0.02

axion linewidth = ∆νa

PSQL
n = hνa

√
∆νa

Pth
n = hνan̄

√
∆νa, with n̄ = 1

ehν/kT−1
, T=50 mK

PSMPD
n = hνa

√
Γdark



SMPDS in the microwave range

Detection of individual microwave photons is a challenging task because of their low energy
e.g. hν = 2.1 × 10−5 eV for ν = 5 GHz

Requirements for axion dark matter search:

◦ detection of itinerant photons due to involved intense B fields

◦ lowest dark count rate Γ < 100 Hz

◦ ≳ 40 − 50 % efficiency

◦ large “dynamic” bandwidth ∼ cavity tunability



ITINERANT and CAVITY PHOTON DETECTION

The detection of itinerant photons, i.e. excitations in a transmission line, is more challenging compared to the
detection of cavity mode excitations.

detection of cavity photons
applicable to dark photon searches (no B field)

SMPD

detection of itinerant photons
applicable to axion searches (multi-Tesla fields)



DETECTION OF QUANTUM MICROWAVES

The detection of individual microwave photons has been pioneered by atomic cavity quantum electrodynamics
experiments and later on transposed to circuit QED experiments

Nature 400, 239–242 (1999)

The first term describes a single photon mode (a) as a harmonic
oscillator of frequency vr. The second term describes an atom or
qubit, with transition frequency va, as a two-level pseudo-spin (sz)
system. The third term is a dispersive interaction that can be viewed
as either an atom-state-dependent shift of the cavity frequency or a
photon-number-dependent light shift (the Stark plus Lamb shifts) of
the atom transition frequency. This interaction means that when the
atom state is changed, an energy 2"x is added to or removed from
each cavity photon. The form of the interaction is of particular inter-
est because it commutes with the individual atom and photon terms,
meaning that it is possible to do a quantum non-demolition14,15

(QND)measurement of either the atom state bymeasuring the phase
shift of photons in the cavity16 or photon number using the atomic
Stark shift17,18.

A QNDmeasurement protocol to measure photon number might
drive the atom at the Stark shifted atom frequency vn5va1 2nx,
followed by an independent measurement of the atom state. If the
atom is excited, the field must have exactly n photons. Because the
photon number is not changed in this process, theQNDprotocol can
be repeated indefinitely. In practice, all measurements have some
demolition, which limits the number of repetitions before the mea-
surement changes themeasured variable (the number of photons). In
our experiment, the cavity transmission is used to measure the atom
state, so while the interaction is QND, the detection performed here
is not. Any cavity QED experiment that employs a fixed coupling will
have demolition arising from the overlap of the atomic and photonic
wavefunctions, creating a probability, (g/D)2, that a measurement of
photon number will absorb a photon or ameasurement of the atomic
state will induce a transition, demolishing the measured state. This
source of demolition could be minimized by adiabatically changing
the coupling strength, as happens in the case of a Rydberg or alkali
atom slowly passing through a cavity.

In analogy with the strong resonant case, the strong dispersive
limit can be entered when the Stark shift per photon is much larger
than the decoherence rates (2x. c, k, 1/T; the white region in Fig. 1),
while the demolition remains small (g/D)2= 1. The small number-

dependent frequency shift present in the weak dispersive regime (red
region in Fig. 1) becomes so large that each photon number produces
a resolvable peak in the atomic transition spectrum, allowing the
measurement we report here. It has been proposed that the disper-
sive photon shift could be used to make a QND measurement of the
photon number state of the cavity using Rydberg atoms19. Previously
attainable interaction strengths required photon number detection
experiments to employ absorptive quantum Rabi oscillations in the
resonant regime20, allowing a QND measurement21 restricted to dis-
tinguishing only between zero and one photon.More recently, a non-
resonant Rydberg atom experiment entered the strong dispersive
limit, measuring the single photonWigner function with demolition
(g/D)25 6%, in principle allowing ,15 repeated measurements22.
We present here a circuit QED experiment clearly demonstrating
the strong dispersive regime, resolving states of up to ten photons,
and having demolition (g/D)2, 1%, which should allow up to,100
repeated QND measurements.

In circuit QED1,16 the ‘atom’–photon interaction is implemented
by a Cooper pair box (CPB)23, chosen for its large dipole moment,
capacitively coupled to a full-wave one-dimensional transmission
line resonator (Fig. 2). The reduced mode volume of a one-dimen-
sional resonator comparedwith that of a three-dimensional cavity7 of
similar wavelength (w2l< 1026 cm3 versus l3< 1 cm3), where w is
the transverse dimension of the resonator, yields 106 times larger
energy density. This large energy density, together with the large
geometric capacitance (dipole moment) of the CPB, yields an inter-
action strength that is g/va,r5 2% of the total photon energy. This
dimensionless coupling, 104 times larger than currently attainable in
atomic systems, allows circuit QED to overcome the larger decoher-
ence rates present in the solid-state environment, maintaining
g/ceff5 40 possible coherent vacuum Rabi oscillations in the strong
resonant regime, where ceff5 (c1 k)/2 is the combined photon-
qubit decay rate. The equivalent comparison of the dispersive inter-
action to decoherence examines the Stark shift per photon in relation
to the qubit decay, 2x/c5 6, and determines the resolution of photon
number peaks. Comparing instead to the cavity lifetime yields an
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Figure 2 | A Cooper pair box inside a cavity, and spectral features of the
circuit QED system. a, An on-chip coplanar waveguide (CPW) cavity with
resonant frequency vr/2p5 5.7GHz. The area within the red box is shown
magnified in b. b, TheCooper pair box (CPB), placed at a voltage antinode of
the CPW (metal is beige, substrate is dark), consists of two superconducting
islands (light blue) connected by a pair of Josephson tunnel junctions
(purple in c). Both the CPB and cavity are made from aluminium. The
transition frequency between the lowest two CPB levels is
va=2p<

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
8EJEC

p
=h~6:9 GHz, where the Josephson energy EJ/h5 11.5GHz

and the charging energy EC/h5 e2/2CSh5 520MHz, where CS is the total
capacitance between the islands. Both the large dipole coupling,
g/2p5 105MHz, and the small charging energy are due to the large
geometric capacitance of the CPB to the resonator. The anharmonicity is
10%, allowing the first two levels to be addressed uniquely, though higher
levels do contribute dispersive shifts, resulting in a negative effective Stark
shift per photon, xeff/p5217MHz. d, Dispersive cavity–qubit energy levels.
Each level is labelled by the qubit state, |gæ or |eæ, and photon number |næ.

Dashed lines are qubit–cavity energy levels with no interaction (g5 0),
where solid lines show eigenstates dressed by the dispersive interaction.
Transitions from |næ R |n1 1æ show the qubit-dependent cavity shift.
Transitions at constant photon number from |gæ |næ R |eæ |næ show a
photon-number-dependent frequency shift, 2nxeff. e, Cavity–qubit spectral
response. To measure the qubit state and populate the cavity, a coherent
tone is driven at vrf (bottom left), which is blue detuned from the cavity by
several linewidths, reducing any cavity nonlinearity. Thermal fields are
generated with gaussian noise applied in the red envelope, spanning the
cavity. The qubit spectrum (bottom right) is detuned from the cavity by
D/2p5 1.2GHz? g/2p. Information about photon number is measured by
monitoring transmission at vrf while driving the qubit with a spectroscopy
tone atvs. Each photon shifts the qubit transition by more than a linewidth
( |xeff | /2p. c/2p5 1.9MHz, k/2p5 250 kHz), giving a distinct peak for
each photon number state. The maximum number of resolvable peaks is
2 |xeff | /k.
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Nature 445, 515–518 (2007)

In both cases two-level atoms interact directly with a microwave field mode∗ in the cavity

∗ a quantum oscillator whose quanta are photons

https://doi.org/10.1038/22275
https://www.nature.com/articles/nature05461


from cavity-QED to circuit-QED

g is significantly increased compared to Rydberg atoms:

→ artificial atoms are large (∼ 300µm)
=⇒ large dipole moment

→ E⃗ can be tightly confined
E⃗ ∝

√
1/λ3

ω2λ ≈ 10−6 cm3 (1D) versus λ3 ≈ 1 cm3 (3D)
=⇒ 106 larger energy density

8 CHAPTER 2. REVIEW AND THEORY

[Leek07], coupling of two qubits via a cavity bus [Majer07, Sillanpää07], observation of
the

p
n nonlinearity of the Jaynes-Cummings ladder [Fink08], observation of the Lamb

shift [Fragner08], cooling and amplification with a qubit [Grajcar08], controlled symme-
try breaking in circuit QED [Deppe08], generation of Fock states [Hofheinz08] and arbi-
trary superpositions of Fock states [Hofheinz09], observation of collective states of up to 3
qubits [Fink09b], observation of Autler-Towns and Mollow transitions [Baur09], high drive
power nonlinear spectroscopy of the vacuum Rabi resonance [Bishop09], demonstration
of two qubit entanglement using sideband transitions [Leek09], demonstration of gates
and basic two qubit quantum computing algorithms [DiCarlo09], violation of Bell’s in-
equality [Ansmann09], demonstration of single shot qubit readout [Mallet09], implemen-
tation of separate photon storage and qubit readout modes [Leek10], measurement of the
quantum-to-classical transition and thermal field sensing in cavity QED [Fink10], quan-
tum non-demolition detection of single microwave photons [Johnson10], implementa-
tion of optimal qubit control pulse shaping [Motzoi09, Chow10a, Lucero10], preparation
and generation of highly entangled 2 and 3-qubit states [Chow10b, Neeley10, DiCarlo10]
and the first measurement of microwave frequency photon antibunching [Bozyigit10c,
Bozyigit10b] using linear amplifiers and on-chip beam splitters.

Similarly, strong interactions have also been observed between superconducting
qubits and freely propagating photons in microwave transmission lines. This includes
the observation of resonance fluorescence [Astafiev10a], quantum limited amplification
[Astafiev10b] and electromagnetically induced transparency [Abdumalikov10] with a sin-
gle artificial atom. The rapid advances in circuit QED furthermore inspired and enabled
the demonstration of single phonon control of a mechanical resonator passively cooled to
its quantum ground state [O´Connell10].

We will now review the basics of circuit QED using transmon type charge qubits and
coplanar waveguide resonators.

L=19 mm

a

b

Figure 2.1: Schematic of an experimental cavity QED (a) and circuit QED (b) setup. a, Optical analog of circuit
QED. A two-state atom (violet) is coupled to a cavity mode (red). b, Schematic of the investigated circuit QED
system. The coplanar waveguide resonator is shown in light blue, the transmon qubit in violet and the first
harmonic of the standing wave electric field in red. Typical dimensions are indicated.

(a) (g/2π)cavity ∼ 50 kHz

(b) (g/2π)circuit ∼ 100 MHz (typical)

104 larger coupling than in atomic systems



Itinerant photon counters for axion detection: the most advanced SMPD

SC QUBITS

transition frequencies in “artificial atoms”
lie in the GHz range

E. Albertinale et al, Nature 600, 434–438 (2021)

R. Lescanne et al, Phys. Rev. X 10, 021038 (2020)

− 2D resonator coupled to a transmon-qubit

− the incoming photon is coupled to the 2D
resonator and converted to a qubit excitation via a
4WM nonlinear process

− the state of the qubit is then probed with QIS
methods (dispersive readout, g ≪ ωr − ωq)

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-04076-z
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41586-021-04076-z


PILOT SMPD-HALOSCOPE experiment
(Feb. 2023, in the Saclay delfridge)

⊙ right cylinder 3D resonator, TM010 mode
νc ∼ 7.3 GHz

⊙ ultra-cryogenic nanopositioner to change
sapphire rods position

⊙ 2 T (60 A) SC magnet
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SC magnetSMPD (top) and cavity



building a SMPD-HALOSCOPE experiment in Padova

pre-existing hardware: the dilution refrigerator



WISHLIST

ROOM TEMP. INSTRUMENTATION (VAT incl.)

− OPX machine: hardware and software plat-
form for designing quantum control protocols,
executing them on a wide range of quantum
hardware platforms
∼ 72 keuro
− vector network analyser:
testing two-ports equipment
∼ 53 keuro
− SC magnet
∼ 55 keuro



Cavity-QED

Can the field of a single photon have a large effect on the artificial atom?

Interaction: H = −d⃗ · E⃗, E(t) = E0 cosωqt

It’s a matter of increasing the coupling strength g between the atom and the field g = E⃗ · d⃗:

→ work with large atoms

→ confine the field in a cavity

E⃗ ∝
1

√
V
, V volume

κ rate of cavity photon decay
γ rate at which the qubit loses its excitation
to modes ̸= from the mode of interest

g ≫ κ, γ ⇐⇒ regime of strong coupling
coherent exchange of a field quantum between the atom (matter) and the cavity (field)



qubits from “artificial atoms”: LC circuit with NL inductance of the Josephson Junction

In Sec. IV, we provide a review of how single- and two-qubit
operations are typically implemented in superconducing circuits, by
using a combination of local magnetic flux control and microwave
drives. In particular, we discuss the family of two-qubit gates arising
from a capacitive coupling between qubits, and introduce several
recent advances that have been demonstrated to achieve high-fidelity
gates, as well as applications in quantum information processing that
use these gates. The continued development of high-fidelity two-qubit
gates in superconducting qubits is a highly active research area. For
this reason, we include sufficient technical details that a reader may
use this review as a starting point to critically assess the pros and cons
of the various gates, as well as develop an appreciation for the types of
gate-engineering already implemented in-state-of-the-art supercon-
ducting quantum processors.

Finally, in Sec. V, we discuss the physics and engineering associ-
ated with the dispersive readout technique, typically used to measure
the individual qubit states in modern quantum processors. After a
discussion of the theory behind dispersive coupling, we give an intro-
duction to design of Purcell filters and the development of quantum-
limited parametric amplifiers (PAs).

II. ENGINEERING QUANTUM CIRCUITS
In this section, we will demonstrate how quantum systems based

on superconducting circuits can be engineered to achieve certain
desired properties. Using the most common qubit modalities, we dis-
cuss how properties such as the qubit transition frequency, anharmo-
nicity, and noise susceptibility can be tailored by the choice of circuit
topology and element parameter values. We also discuss how to engi-
neer the interactions between different quantum systems, in particular,
the cases of qubit-qubit and qubit-resonator couplings.

A. From quantum harmonic oscillator to the transmon
qubit

A quantum mechanical system is governed by the time-
dependent Schr€odinger equation

Ĥ jwðtÞi ¼ i"h
@

@t
jwðtÞi; (1)

where jwðtÞi is the state of the quantum system at time t, "h is the
reduced Planck’s constant h/2p, and Ĥ is the “Hamiltonian” that
describes the total energy of the system. The “hat” is used to indicate
that Ĥ is a quantum operator. As the Schr€odinger equation is a first-
order linear differential equation, the temporal dynamics of the quan-
tum system may be viewed as a straightforward example of a linear
dynamical system with a formal solution

jwðtÞi ¼ e$iĤ t="hjwð0Þi: (2)

The time-independent Hamiltonian Ĥ governs the time evolution of
the system through the operator e$iĤ t="h. Thus, just as with classical
systems, determining the Hamiltonian of a system—whether the clas-
sical Hamiltonian H or its quantum counterpart Ĥ—is the first step to
deriving its dynamical behavior. In Sec. IV, we consider the case when
the Hamiltonian is time-dependent in the context of qubit control.

To understand the dynamics of a superconducting qubit circuit,
it is natural to start with the classical description of a linear LC reso-
nant circuit [Fig. 1(a)]. In this system, energy oscillates between

electrical energy in the capacitor C and magnetic energy in the induc-
tor L. In the following, we will arbitrarily associate the electrical energy
with the “kinetic energy” and the magnetic energy with the “potential
energy” of the oscillator. The instantaneous, time-dependent energy in
each element is derived from its current and voltage

EðtÞ ¼
ðt

$1
Vðt0ÞIðt0Þdt0; (3)

where Vðt0Þ and Iðt0Þ denote the voltage and current of the capacitor
or inductor.

To derive the classical Hamiltonian, we follow the standard
approach used in classical mechanics: the Lagrange-Hamilton formu-
lation. Here, we represent the circuit elements in terms of one of its
generalized circuit coordinates, charge or flux. In the following, we
pick flux, defined as the time integral of the voltage

UðtÞ ¼
ðt

$1
Vðt0Þdt0: (4)

In this example, the voltage at the node is also the branch voltage across
the element. In this section, we will simply refer to these as node vol-
tages and fluxes for convenience. For a more detailed discussion of
nodes and branches in this context, we refer the reader to Ref. 44.

Note that in the following, we could have exchanged our associa-
tions with kinetic energy (momentum coordinate) and potential
energy (position coordinate), and instead start with the charge variable
Q(t), which is the time integral of the current I(t).

By combining Eqs. (3) and (4), using the relations V ¼ L dI=dt
and I ¼ C dV=dt, and applying the integration by parts formula, we

FIG. 1. (a) Circuit for a parallel LC-oscillator (quantum harmonic oscillator, QHO),
with inductance L in parallel with capacitance, C. The superconducting phase on
the island is denoted as /, referencing the ground as zero. (b) Energy potential for
the QHO, where energy levels are equidistantly spaced "hxr apart. (c) Josephson
qubit circuit, where the nonlinear inductance LJ (represented by the Josephson-
subcircuit in the dashed orange box) is shunted by a capacitance, Cs. (d) The
Josephson inductance reshapes the quadratic energy potential (dashed red) into
sinusoidal (solid blue), which yields nonequidistant energy levels. This allows us to
isolate the two lowest energy levels j0i and j1i, forming a computational subspace
with an energy separation "hx01, which is different than "hx12.
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E01 = E1 − E0 = ℏω01 ̸= E02 = E2 − E1 = ℏω21
→ good two-level atom approximation

control internal state by shining laser tuned at the
transition frequency:
H = −d⃗ · E⃗(t), with E(t) = E0 cosω01t

In Sec. IV, we provide a review of how single- and two-qubit
operations are typically implemented in superconducing circuits, by
using a combination of local magnetic flux control and microwave
drives. In particular, we discuss the family of two-qubit gates arising
from a capacitive coupling between qubits, and introduce several
recent advances that have been demonstrated to achieve high-fidelity
gates, as well as applications in quantum information processing that
use these gates. The continued development of high-fidelity two-qubit
gates in superconducting qubits is a highly active research area. For
this reason, we include sufficient technical details that a reader may
use this review as a starting point to critically assess the pros and cons
of the various gates, as well as develop an appreciation for the types of
gate-engineering already implemented in-state-of-the-art supercon-
ducting quantum processors.

Finally, in Sec. V, we discuss the physics and engineering associ-
ated with the dispersive readout technique, typically used to measure
the individual qubit states in modern quantum processors. After a
discussion of the theory behind dispersive coupling, we give an intro-
duction to design of Purcell filters and the development of quantum-
limited parametric amplifiers (PAs).
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the system through the operator e$iĤ t="h. Thus, just as with classical
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toolkit: capacitor, inductor, wire (all SC) + JJ
JJ is a nonlinear and dissipationless element

LJ =
ϕ0
2π

1
Ic cosϕ


