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We describe the RF Quantum Upconverter (RQU) and describe its application to quantum metrol-
ogy of electromagnetic modes between dc and the Very High Frequency band (VHF) (.300MHz).
The RQU uses a Josephson interferometer made up of superconducting loops and Josephson junc-
tions to implement a parametric interaction between a low-frequency electromagnetic mode (be-
tween dc and VHF) and a mode in the microwave C Band (∼ 5GHz), analogous to the radiation
pressure interaction between electromagnetic and mechanical modes in cavity optomechanics. The
RQU can operate as a quantum-limited op-amp, or use protocols from optomechanics to implement
non-classical measurement protocols equivalent to those used in cavity optomechanics, including
back-action evading (BAE) measurements, sideband cooling, and two-mode squeezing. These pro-
tocols enable experiments using dc–VHF electromagnetic modes as quantum sensors.

I. INTRODUCTION

The field of Circuit Quantum Electrodynamics (Cir-
cuit QED) has made impressive strides in harnessing the
quantum-mechanical properties of superconducting cir-
cuits operating in the microwave frequency regime (typ-
ically several GHz) [1]. The techniques of Circuit QED
have advanced to the point that detecting [2, 3] and co-
herently manipulating [4] a single microwave quantum
are routine operations, and individual control over ar-
rays of dozens of interacting quantum circuits is possible
[5]. Much of this progress has been driven by the desire
to build a universal quantum computer capable of per-
forming calculations that would be impractical on any
classical computer.

The techniques of Circuit QED do not extend directly
to lower frequencies, however. Recently, there has been
growing interest in adapting quantum metrology tech-
niques to lower frequency electromagnetic modes, typi-
cally at frequencies between dc and the Very High Fre-
quency (VHF) band below 300 MHz. Quantum metrol-
ogy of low-frequency modes could offer a “quantum
speedup” over classical sensors, enabling experiments
that would otherwise be impractical.

For example, searches for sub-µeV axion or axion-like
dark matter aim to detect or rule out yoctowatt-scale
electromagnetic signals over many decades in frequency,
spanning from ∼100Hz to ∼300MHz [6–11]. Circuits in
this frequency range can carry useful information at fre-
quencies significantly detuned from their resonant fre-
quency, where thermal fluctuations are suppressed to be-
low the level of a single photon per second per Hz of band-
width [12, 13]. This off-resonant information can only
be accessed by readout techniques operating beyond the

Standard Quantum Limit (SQL). In this case, improving
the readout performance does not substantially improve
the signal to noise ratio (SNR) on resonance (which is
limited by thermal fluctuations), but it allows constant
SNR to be maintained over a much broader bandwidth,
dramatically increasing the axion search rate.

In this work, we describe the RF Quantum Upcon-
verter (RQU), a flexible device that mimics the radiation-
pressure interaction in cavity optomechanics, but re-
places the low-frequency mechanical mode with a low-
frequency electromagnetic mode. The RQU uses the
nonlinearity of Josephson junctions to upconvert signals
from the sensor frequency to microwave frequencies. This
upconversion paradigm allows the RQU to take advan-
tage of several mature microwave Circuit QED technolo-
gies, including high coherence microwave resonators [14],
Josephson Parametric Amplifiers (JPAs) [15], and mi-
crowave squeezers [16], while extending the frequency
range of quantum measurement techniques to lower fre-
quencies.

In this work we show that the RQU implements an
analogous interaction to that of cavity optomechanics.
We show that this interaction allows the RQU to act as a
quantum-limited op-amp with tunable noise impedance.
When operated in this mode, the RQU has advantages
over a dc SQUID. The noise impedance of a dc SQUID is
intrinsically linked to Lin (the self-inductance of its input
coil), which can limit energy transfer in untuned circuits.
In contrast, the noise impedance of an RQU can also
be tuned by varying its microwave drive power without
changing Lin. Thus, in principle, the RQU can achieve
an “energy sensitivity” (1/2)LinSI significantly below ~
when coupled to an untuned input inductor, where SI is
the imprecision current noise referred to the input coil
(and quantum backaction is not significant). Such per-
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formance is not possible with a dc SQUID in which Lin

is linked to SI [17]. Finally, the RQU can operate as
a phase-sensitive amplifier. This mode corresponds to
backaction-evading techniques from optomechanics [18].

II. ANALOGY BETWEEN CAVITY
OPTOMECHANICS AND OP-AMP MODE

AMPLIFICATION

A. Upconverter Hamiltonian

In order to evaluate the RQU as a tool for quantum
metrology, we use a model in which both the RQU and its
input circuit are quantized, with an interaction Hamilto-
nian that couples the modes. This Hamiltonian is exactly
analogous to that of cavity optomechanics, but the me-
chanical mode is replaced with an electromagnetic mode,
referred to in this section as the “low-frequency mode”
to distinguish it from the microwave mode.

Cavity optomechanics treats two bosonic modes at dif-
ferent frequencies: an electromagnetic mode at ωa and a
mechanical mode at ωb, with ωa � ωb [19]. The position
operator of the mechanical mode represents the position
of a movable mirror that forms one end of the optical
cavity. The modes are quantized with ladder operators

â, â† and b̂, b̂†, respectively. The uncoupled Hamiltonian
is:

Ĥ0 = ~ωa(â†â+ 1/2) + ~ωb(b̂†b̂+ 1/2), (1)

In terms of ladder operators, the mirror position is given
by:

x̂ = xZPF(b̂+ b̂†), (2)

where xZPF is the magnitude of the zero-point position
fluctuations. The frequency of photons occupying the op-
tical mode depends on the position of the movable mir-
ror, leading to the parametric optomechanical interaction
ĤOM

int between the two modes:

ĤOM
int = − ~g0

xZPF
â†âx̂, (3)

where g0 is the optomechanical coupling strength, de-
scribing the frequency shift of an optical photon due to
the position x̂ of the mechanical oscillator.

An optomechanical-style coupling can be realized in su-
perconducting circuits by including a Josephson interfer-
ometer whose inductance LJ(Φ̂) depends on the flux Φ̂ in
the low-frequency mode. The flux causes the microwave
resonance frequency to vary, just as position shifts of the
moving mirror cause the optical frequency to vary in the
optomechanical setup. Figure 1 shows a circuit model of
such an upconverter with the associated ladder operators.

The uncoupled Hamiltonian is exactly the one in equa-

tion 1, with the phonon ladder operators b̂, b̂† replaced
by photon operators for the low-frequency mode. The

FIG. 1. A circuit model for an RQU, which inductively cou-
ples a dc-VHF signal source (shown here as a resonator formed

by Cb and Lb) to a tunable Josephson inductance LJ(Φ̂). The
tunable inductor is made up of a superconducting interfer-
ometer with one or more Josephson junctions (JJs) and one
or more loops. The flux Φ threading the inductor Lb asso-
ciated with the low-frequency mode also couples through a
designable (and tunable) mutual inductance to each of the
loops in the JJ interferometer. Thus, Φ changes the induc-
tance LJ presented by the JJ interferometer to the microwave
mode, and modifies the resonance frequency of the microwave
resonator formed by the interferometer and linear reactances
modeled by circuit elements Ca and La. A coupling capac-
itance Cc, microwave transmission lines and a circulator al-
low the state of the microwave resonator to be driven and
detected via traveling wave modes âin and âout, respectively.
The output mode contains information in sidebands, as shown
schematically in the frequency domain. Low noise amplifica-
tion by a cryogenic microwave amplifier allows for efficient
detection of the output state âout.

microwave and low-frequency modes represented by har-
monic oscillators with frequencies:

ωa(Φ̂) =
(
(La + LJ(Φ̂))(Ca + Cc)

)− 1
2 , (4)

ωb = (LbCb)
− 1

2 . (5)

The low frequency mode is inductively coupled to the
Josephson interferometer, such that the flux threading
the low-frequency resonator also threads the Josephson
interferometer. In this way, the tunability of LJ(Φ̂) will

mediate a parametric interaction, with Φ̂ playing the role
of the position operator x̂. Analogously to equation 2, we
have:

Φ̂ = ΦZPF (b̂+ b̂†), (6)
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where ΦZPF is magnitude of the zero point flux fluctua-
tions: ΦZPF =

√
~ωbLb/2.

In order to treat the interaction between the modes, we
include the perturbation of LJ due to the sensor flux. For
small fluxes satisfying |Φ̂| � Φ0, we Taylor expand the
microwave frequency to first order in the sensor flux, to
calculate the shift of the microwave resonance frequency
due to flux in the sensor:

Ĥ = ~
(
ωa(0) +

dωa
dΦ

Φ̂

)
(â†â+1/2)+~ωb(b̂†b̂+1/2). (7)

The frequency shift per unit applied flux describes the
strength of the interaction between the modes, with:

dωa
dΦ

=
dωa
dLJ

dLJ
dΦ

. (8)

The two derivatives on the RHS of equation 8 depend
on the particular design of the interferometer and low
frequency resonator, which we can calculate for a given
interferometer design using circuit techniques. We can
write the upconverter interaction Hamiltonian in equa-
tion 7 in a form analogous to the radiation pressure in-
teraction in equation 3:

ĤRQU
int = − ~g0

ΦZPF
â†âΦ̂ = −~g0â†â(b̂† + b̂). (9)

Without loss of generality, we choose the the sign of in-
creasing Φ̂ to yield the minus sign in equation 7. Because
it involves products of three ladder operators, this inter-
action describes three-wave mixing. The strength of the
optomechanical-style coupling is given by:

g0 ≡
dωa
dΦ

ΦZPF . (10)

B. Input-Output Model

In order to operate the RQU, we need to control and
detect the state of the microwave resonator, which will
allow us to infer the state of the low-frequency resonator.
The Hamiltonian in equation 7 only accounts for the in-
teraction between the two modes, and does not include
external couplings or dissipation. In order to detect and
control the state of the microwave resonator, we couple
the microwave resonator to a waveguide that allows mi-
crowave photons to escape the cavity for amplification
and demodulation. Finally, the model must also account
for the effects of internal dissipation in both the RF and
microwave modes.

The total Hamiltonian, accounting for the external
coupling, dissipation, and the microwave drive is given
by:

Ĥtot = Ĥ0 + Ĥint + Ĥκ + Ĥγ + Ĥdrive, (11)

where Ĥ0 + Ĥint describes the dynamics of the isolated
RQU system (microwave resonator plus low-frequency
resonator, and their interaction), as described in equa-

tions 1 and 7. Ĥκ captures the effects of loss in the
microwave resonator, which is dominated by loss to the
strongly coupled readout port. Ĥγ describes loss to inter-
nal dissipation in the low-frequency resonator. Finally,
Ĥdrive accounts for the energy supplied by the external
drive tones which probe the RQU state.

The traveling-wave modes used in this section are
shown in figure 1: the microwave resonator is coupled to
an “input” mode âin and an “output” mode âout which
are used to drive and detect the state of the microwave
resonator. The field circulating within the microwave
resonator, â, is referred to as the intra-cavity field. A
circulator prevents leftward-propagating modes from in-
teracting with the RQU, so we ignore them. The internal
dissipation in the low-frequency resonator is modeled as
arising from a semi-infinite transmission line of charac-
teristic impedance Rb. The incident and reflected modes

on this transmission line are b̂in and b̂out, respectively.

The noise fluctuations in these input and output modes
can be analyzed using standard input-output theory [20],
following a treatment similar to Section IIIB of [19]. The
Heisenburg-Langevin equations of motion for the system
are:

˙̂a =
i

~

[
Ĥ0 + Ĥint, â

]
− κ

2
â−
√
κâin, (12)

˙̂
b =

i

~

[
Ĥ0 + Ĥint, b̂

]
− γ

2
b̂−√γb̂in, (13)

where κ is the decay rate of the circulating power in the
microwave resonator, and γ is the decay rate in the low-
frequency resonator. Dots indicate time derivatives. Ĥint

describes three-wave mixing, so equations 12 and 13 are
nonlinear. Our present analysis will focus on the regime
where we can linearize Ĥint, although experiments in the
highly nonlinear regime (when the single-photon inter-
action rate g0 exceeds the microwave loss rate κ) may
prove interesting. To linearize, we write the microwave
ladder operators as a sum of a classical amplitude and
small quantum fluctuations:

â = ā+ δâ, (14)

âin = āin + δâin, (15)

âout = āout + δâout. (16)

Here, |ā|2 represents the average photon number cir-
culating in the microwave resonator due to the drive.
The drive has an amplitude |āin|2 (in units of pho-
tons/second). Likewise, the average photon flux prop-
agating towards the microwave amplifier is given by
|āout|2. The boundary condition relating the output, in-
put, and intra-cavity fields is:

(âout − âin) =
√
κâ (17)
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We operate the upconverter in the regime of strong
microwave drives, such that ā� 1. Inserting expression
14 into the interaction Hamiltonian 7 yields:

Ĥint = −~g0
(
|ā|2 + ā∗δâ+ āδâ† + δâ†δâ

)
(b̂†+ b̂). (18)

The first term represents a constant flux offset applied
to the low-frequency resonator, and can be ignored. The
second and third terms represent mixing between the co-
herent microwave amplitudes ā∗ and ā and the quantum
noise terms δâ and δâ†. The last term represents the in-
teraction of the quantum noise with itself, and since it is
smaller than the second and third terms by a factor of
1/|ā| � 1, we ignore it. Thus, the relevant portions of
the interaction Hamiltonian are:

Ĥint ≈ −~g0
(
ā∗δâ+ āδâ†

)
(b̂† + b̂). (19)

Since ā is a classical value rather than an operator, this
interaction now describes an effective two-wave interac-
tion with a tunable strength set by g0|ā|, rather than the
three-wave interaction described by equation 7. Hence,
we refer to it as the linearized interaction.

In order for ā to have a non-zero value in the steady
state, external energy must be supplied to the microwave
resonator via a driving term. A monotonic, coherent
drive tone applied via the readout waveguide induces the
drive Hamiltonian:

Ĥdrive = −i~
√
κ(āin(t)â† + ā∗in(t)â), (20)

where āin(t) represents the (classical) amplitude of the
coherent voltage drive applied to the microwave resonator
via the input transmission line. We apply the unitary
transformation:

Ĥrot = ÛĤlabÛ
† − iÛ ˙̂

U†, (21)

to move to a frame rotating at the drive frequency.
Û = exp(iωdâ†ât), where ωd is the angular velocity of the
rotating frame. In this frame, the Heisenberg-Langevin
equation of motion for â reads:

˙̂a =
i

~

[
−~
(

∆ + ~g0(b̂† + b̂)
)
â†â, â

]
−κ

2
â−
√
κâin, (22)

where ∆ ≡ ωd − ωa.

We begin by solving for the steady-state amplitude ā
using the classical portion of the equation of motion 22,
neglecting terms of order δâ and with no flux applied
from the sensor: Φ̂ = 0. We find:

ā =

√
κāin

i∆− κ
2

. (23)

We can insert this steady state classical amplitude into
equations 13 and 22 in order to describe the linearized
dynamics of the coupled modes in the frequency domain.

After neglecting DC terms and small terms of order δâb̂,

we find:

− iωδâ[ω] = (i∆− κ/2)δâ[ω]−
ig0ā(b̂†[ω] + b̂[ω])−

√
κδâin[ω]

(24)

for the intra-cavity field, and

− iωb̂[ω] = (−iωb − γ/2)b̂[ω]−
ig0(ā∗δâ[ω] + āδâ†[ω])−√γb̂in[ω] (25)

for the low-frequency mode.
Equations 24 and 25 fully describe the dynamics of the

RQU in the linearized regime, and can be used to calcu-
late the behavior of the coupled modes in a variety of
regimes. The quantum metrology techniques in the fol-
lowing sections arise from special cases of these linearized
dynamics where the detuning takes on the specific values
∆ = 0 or a superposition of drive tones at ∆ = ±ωb.

C. Op-amp Analogy

When the RQU is driven by a single microwave tone,
it functions as an op-amp mode electromagnetic ampli-
fier: it maps the flux variable Φ̂ of the low-frequency
circuit onto the microwave output mode δâout. The up-
conversion process adds noise as required by the Standard
Quantum Limit on amplification, and in this section we
show that the RQU can achieve readout at the SQL [21].
In this readout protocol, the microwave readout tone is
resonant, and the low frequency signal appears in δâout
as symmetric sidebands due to the phase modulation of
the reflected microwave signal.

In order to evaluate the total noise added in the upcon-
version process, we calculate fluctuations in the output
mode δâout when the upconverter is resonantly driven
(∆ = 0). We use the boundary condition in equation 17
to eliminate the intra-cavity field in equation 24, yield-
ing the equation of motion governing the small quantum
fluctuations of the input and output microwave modes,
and the low frequency mode:

δâout[ω] =
iω − κ/2
iω + κ/2

δâin[ω] +
ig0ā
√
κ

(iω + κ/2)ΦZPF
Φ̂[ω].

(26)
The first term on the RHS of equation 26 represents
the fluctuations in the input mode, which are reflected
from the microwave resonator with a phase shift, but no
change in amplitude. These fluctuations carry no infor-
mation about the state of the low-frequency resonator,
and cause uncertainty in Φ̂, referred to as imprecision
noise. The second term carries information about the
state of the low-frequency resonator encoded in sidebands
at ±ω (in the lab frame).

The other irreducible noise source arises from fluctua-
tions in the intra-cavity field δâ which perturb the state of
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the low-frequency resonator. Inserting the steady state
solution for the intra-cavity field into equation 13 and
focusing on the backaction terms yields an equation of
motion for the low-frequency mode:

b̂[ω] =
(
iωb − iω +

γ

2

)−1 ig0ā√
κ

(
δâ†[ω] + δâ[ω]

)
, (27)

where (without loss of generality) we have set the phase
of ain so that ā is real. Equation 27 captures the ef-
fects of microwave fluctuations that perturb the state of
the low-frequency resonator, including backaction due to
fluctuations in the microwave field (proportional to δâ
and δâ†) and thermal and quantum fluctuations associ-
ated with the internal dissipation in the low-frequency

resonator (proportional to b̂in). Together, equations 26
and 27 describe the two irreducible noise sources in the
upconversion process. Since the RQU is functioning as
an op-amp, it is more convenient to describe the noise in
the upconversion process directly in terms of the voltages
and currents in the low-frequency resonator.

We take the limit of low frequencies ω � κ/2. The
total output signal at the follow-on microwave amplifier
is given by equation 16. In order to recover the flux
signal, we noiselessly amplify (with a degenerate JPA)
and demodulate using a reference tone at ωd, measuring

the microwave phase quadrature âout[ω]− â†out[ω]:

âout[ω]− â†out[ω] = δâin[ω]− δâ†in[ω] +
4ig0ā√
κ

Φ̂[ω]

ΦZPF
.

(28)

The imprecision fluctuations can be referred back to
input currents with equation 28, yielding:

Îimp =
ΦZPF

√
κ

4ig0Mā

(
δâin[ω]− δâ†in[ω]

)
, (29)

where M is the effective mutual inductance relating the
input flux signal Φ̂ to Î, the current flowing through Lb.

Using the backaction terms in equation 27, we can
write the perturbation of the low-frequency current due
to backaction. We find:

ÎBA[ω] = (Y+[ω] + Y−[ω]) V̂BA[ω], (30)

where Y±[ω] is approximately the admittance of the low-
frequency resonator at its positive and negative resonance
frequencies:

Y±[ω] =
1

2iLb(iγ/2− ω ± ωb)
(31)

The approximation in equation 31 holds for frequencies
near the resonance frequencies ω ≈ ±ωb. In order to eval-
uate the effect of backaction at frequencies very detuned
from the resonance frequency, the rotating wave approx-
imation implicit in the derivation of equation 13 would
have to be dropped. The backaction voltage V̂BA[ω]

arises from the fluctuation terms δâ and δâ†, and is given
by:

V̂BA[ω] =
8iωMg0QZPF |ā|

κ
(δâ[ω] + δâ†[ω]), (32)

Equations 32 and 29 show that backaction and impreci-
sion noise contributions arise from the input quadratures

δ̂BA = δâin[ω] + δâ†in[ω] and δ̂imp = δâin[ω] − δâ†in[ω],
respectively. If the input is prepared in a coherent state
without additional noise and the output mode is detected

without adding noise (e.g. if δâin, δâ
†
in, are sourced from

a cold resistor, and a noiseless, phase-sensitive JPA de-

tects δâout, δâ
†
out), the fluctuations of these mode quadra-

tures are described by the (symmetrized) noise spectral
densities:

S̄δBAδBA
[ω] = 1, (33)

S̄δimpδimp [ω] = 1, (34)

S̄δBAδimp
[ω] = 0, (35)

(36)

In other words, the quadratures have uncorrelated fluc-
tuations with a total amplitude corresponding to a single
quantum. We can now evaluate the imprecision, backac-
tion spectral densities:

S̄II =
Φ2
ZPFκ

8|ā|2g20M2
, (37)

S̄V V =
8|ā|2g20M2ω2Q2

ZPF

κ
, (38)

S̄IV = 0. (39)

These spectral densities describe an op-amp mode ampli-
fier operating at the Standard Quantum Limit. The noise
impedance of this amplifier is tunable without changing
the geometry or input inductance of the device, simply by
changing the microwave amplitude |ā|. The total noise
added by such an amplifier is the sum of these three con-
tributions, with the op-amp achieving a total added cur-
rent noise of:

S̄II,tot = S̄II + S̄V V |Ȳ [ω]|2 + 2Re
(
S̄IVȲ[ω]∗

)
, (40)

where Ȳ [ω] = Y+[ω] + Y−[ω] is the sum of the positive-
and negative-frequency components of the admittance
On resonance at ω = ωb, the admittance is purely real:
Ȳ [ωb] = 1/Rb. Using also the fact that SIV = 0, we can
simplify the total noise to:

2kBTN [ωb] =
S̄V V
Rb

+RbS̄II , (41)

where TN [ω] is the noise temperature, which is a func-
tion of the frequency, evaluated on resonance at ω = ωb.
Note that the densities in equations 37 and 38 have dif-
ferent scalings with respect to the microwave drive power
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|a|. Thus, for the simplified case of optimizing the added
noise on resonance, with ∆ = 0, we find that the real,
on-resonance input circuit resistance Rnoise (the “noise
impedance”) that optimizes the noise temperature is

Rnoise =

√
SV V
SII

=
8|ā|2g20ωM2

κ

QZPF
ΦZPF

QZPF
ΦZPF

. (42)

So, the noise resistance of the RQU can be tuned by
changing the pump power |ā|2, without changing the in-
put inductance.

The noise temperature is optimized when Rb = Rnoise.
We find the optimal power level is given by:

|ā|2 =
Rbκ

8g20M
2ω

QZPF
ΦZPF

, (43)

with an overall noise temperature of:

kBTN [ωb] =
~ωb
2

(44)

This corresponds to an op-amp mode amplifier operating
at the SQL.

III. MEASURING UNTUNED INPUT
CIRCUITS WITH UPCONVERSION

In some applications, especially at low frequencies, res-
onant input circuits are not practical. Instead, a flux
signal is measured in an untuned inductive load such
as a magnetometer coil. The sensitivity of this read-
out is often quantified by its imprecision “energy sensi-
tivity,” which expresses the smallest current signal that
can be detected above the imprecision noise for a given
inductance [17]. In the case of an untuned circuit, the
impedance of the input circuit is so high that backaction
noise is insignificant.

We can express the energy sensitivity of an upconverter
operated with an untuned input circuit as:

ε =
S̄IILb

2
, (45)

where Lb is the self inductance of the input coil which
couples flux from the low-frequency circuit into the in-
terferometer. The imprecision energy sensitivity can be
expressed as a multiple of ~. The details of the operation
of dc SQUIDs limits their imprecision energy sensitivity
to ε & ~ (see for example [22]), but we emphasize that
this is not a standard quantum limit. It is nonetheless
the appropriate figure of merit for important applications
with untuned input circuits.

In a dc SQUID, the input imprecision current noise
can be reduced by increasing the inductance, but this
does not change the imprecision energy sensitivity 45.
However, in an RQU, the imprecision current noise can
be reduced by increasing the pump power |ā|2, without

changing the input inductance, reducing the imprecision
energy sensitivity.

Substituting equation 37 into equation 45, we see
that at low frequencies (ω � κ), the RQU achieves an
imprecision-noise-limited energy sensitivity ε < ~ as long
as the amplitude of the microwave drive is larger than:

|ā|2 > ωbκL
2
b

16g20M
2
, (46)

suggesting that it may outperform the best dc SQUIDs in
some untuned applications. To achieve this performance,
the RQU must be designed so that this tone power can
be applied without approaching junction critical currents
or resonator bifurcation [23].

IV. TWO-TONE MICROWAVE DRIVES

The single-tone microwave drive scheme above makes
the RQU operate as a linear, phase-insensitive op-amp,
subject to the SQL on amplification. Quantum metrol-
ogy, including measurements better than the SQL, are
enabled by more sophisticated drive schemes. In this
section we analyze the RQU when the microwave drive
signal consists of two tones, symmetrically detuned above
and below the microwave resonance, which can be used
to implement quantum backaction evasion.

The two-tone microwave drive is given by:

āin = adrive sin(ωbt+ φdrive)e
iωat, (47)

where adrive specifies the amplitude of the two-tone drive,
and φd sets the phase of the amplitude modulation.
Without loss of generality, we can set φd = 0. Solving for
the classical amplitude of the field within the microwave
resonator yields:

ā = amax cos(ωbt+ δ)e−iωat, (48)

where amax captures the rung-up amplitude of the mod-
ulated microwave tone:

amax = adrive

√
κ

κ2 + 4ω2
b

, (49)

and δ encodes the phase of the amplitude modulation
envelope:

δ = arctan(κ/ωb). (50)

Since the RQU will now function as a phase-sensitive
upconverter, it is more useful to define the state of the
low-frequency resonator by its quadrature operators:

X̂ =
1√
2

(b̂eiωbt + b̂†e−iωbt), (51)

Ŷ =
−i√

2
(b̂eiωbt + b̂†e−iωbt) (52)
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We can calculate the equations of motion for X̂ and Ŷ ,
following the derivation in [18]. We find that the total

noise spectral density of the measured X̂ quadrature is
given by:

SX(ω) =
γ/2

ω2 + (γ/2)2
(1 + 2(neq + nbad)) , (53)

where neq describes the thermal occupation of the low-
frequency resonator and nbad describes the spurious back-
action on the ideally backaction-free X̂ quadrature:

nbad =
(amaxg0ΦZPF )2

16κγ

(
κ

ωb

)2

. (54)

In the limit of good sideband resolution ωb/κ � 1, this
spurious backaction can be arbitrarily suppressed. In sit-
uations like searches for axion dark matter, the detector
can be made more sensitive to signals at an unknown
frequency

V. UPCONVERSION DEMONSTRATION

We demonstrate RQU operation as both a phase-
insensitive amplifier (with one tone on resonance, shown
schematically in figure 2), and as a phase-sensitive am-
plifier (with two pump tones symmetrically detuned on
either side of the microwave resonance, shown in figure 3),
using a quarter-wave microwave resonator with a single-
junction SQUID at the current antinode providing flux
tunability.

In order to demonstrate phase-sensitive readout, two
tones are synthesized in separate microwave generators
and combined in a power splitter. A shared 10MHz
clock source allowed the microwave synthesizers, a low-
frequency function generator, and a microwave spectrum
analyser to generate and detect phase-coherent tones,
which drive the upconverter.

Figure 4, shows a schematic of the setup, in which
an RQU is operated at T∼300mK at the base stage of
a 3He sorption cryostat. Filtered and attenuated mi-
crowave lines allow for low-noise microwave probe tones
to interrogate the RQU, and a High Electron Mobility
Transitor (HEMT) amplifier provides low-noise amplifi-
cation of the tones that transmit past the RQU. A filtered
and attenuated twisted-pair line provides flux bias to the
SQUID loop of the RQU, allowing for signals up to a few
hundred kHz.

We generate tones symmetrically detuned by 2.9MHz
from the 4.89 GHz resonance frequency of the upcon-
verter. We also use the flux bias to modulate the SQUID
at 2.9 MHz, and sweep the phase of the SQUID modu-
lation tone over approximately 1080 degrees. The spec-
trum of the transmitted microwave tones is recorded at
a spectrum analyzer. As the phase of the flux modu-
lation changes with respect to the envelope defined by
the beating of the microwave tones changes, the total

FIG. 2. A schematic demonstration of phase-insensitive up-
conversion, showing the strong carrier tone used to bias the
RQU at ∆ ∼ 0 and the two weak signal sidebands, for a
variety of different frequencies of the flux signal Φb.

FIG. 3. A demonstration of phase-sensitive upconversion,
with a 46.9 dB phase-sensitive extinction ratio. The data are
fit to a model with only the amplitude and phase as free pa-
rameters.

power upconverted modulates, showing a phase-sensitive
extinction ratio of 46.9 dB.

The high extinction ratio proves the viability of phase-
sensitive upconversion, although it does not constitute a
true backaction-evading measurement, which will require
a high-Q resonant circuit on the input of the upconverter.
For this signal frequency and this upconverter, the spu-
rious backaction terms nbad would have limited the de-
gree of backaction evasion to less than 10dB, in any case.
However, reducing the microwave loss rate κ by increas-
ing the microwave quality factor can reduce the spurious
backaction, in principle arbitrarily.
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FIG. 4. The microwave and cryogenic setup used to demon-
strate phase-sensitive upconversion. The RQU is at the base
stage of a helium-3 sorption cryostat, with a 4-8GHz mi-
crowave readout chain.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The RQU a flexible and powerful tool for quantum
metrology of low-frequency electromagnetic modes. Us-

ing the RQU as a replacement for dc SQUIDs enables
amplification at the SQL and in situ tunable noise
impedance. These functions are useful in a variety of im-
portant magnetometry applications. Moreover, the RQU
can be operated as a phase-sensitive amplifier, enabling
performance beyond the SQL via backaction evading
measurements, which has the potential to dramatically
enhance the performance of an important class of fun-
damental physics experiments. We have demonstrated
the basic functionality of upconversion in both phase-
insensitive and phase-sensitive modes, converting signals
from 5kHz to 3MHz into the microwave C band. The
phase-sensitive data has an extinction ratio of 46.9dB,
which is a necessary step towards achieving a high de-
gree of backaction evasion in future experiments. This
will enable beyond-SQL metrology in a variety of preci-
sion experiments, including searches for sbu-µeV axion
dark matter.
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