
Parametrically-controlled microwave-photonic interface for the fluxonium

Ke Nie,1 Aayam Bista,1 Kaicheung Chow,2 Wolfgang Pfaff,1, 3 and Angela Kou1, 3

1Department of Physics, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801
2Holonyak Micro & Nanotechnology Lab, University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801

3Materials Research Laboratory, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801
(Dated: April 23, 2024)

Converting quantum information from stationary qubits to traveling photons enables both fast
qubit initialization and efficient generation of flying qubits for redistribution of quantum information.
This conversion can be performed using cavity sideband transitions. In the fluxonium, however,
direct cavity sideband transitions are forbidden due to parity symmetry. Here we circumvent this
parity selection rule by using a three-wave mixing element to couple the fluxonium to a resonator. We
experimentally demonstrate a scheme for interfacing the fluxonium with traveling photons through
microwave-induced parametric conversion. We perform fast reset on the fluxonium qubit, initializing
it with > 95% ground state population. We then implement controlled release and temporal shaping
of a flying photon, useful for quantum state transfer and remote entanglement. The simplicity and
flexibility of our demonstrated scheme enables fluxonium-based remote entanglement architectures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interfacing stationary logical qubits and flying photons
can serve multiple purposes [1], such as implementing on-
demand transfer and remote entanglement of quantum
bits in a modular quantum system [2, 3], fast evacua-
tion of qubit excitations for initialization [4], and efficient
generation of non-classical single-photon states [5–12].
In circuit quantum electrodynamics (cQED) [13], high-
fidelity qubit-photonic interfaces have been built due to
the availability of strong coupling between superconduct-
ing circuits and microwave photons. Experiments inter-
facing a transmon qubit [14] with traveling photons have
demonstrated fast unconditional qubit reset [15, 16] and
deterministic generation and temporal shaping of single
photons for remote entanglement [17–19].

In recent years, the fluxonium [20] has emerged as
a promising superconducting qubit due to its remark-
ably long coherence times [21, 22] and high gate fideli-
ties [23, 24]. A coherent fluxonium-photonic interface
would be beneficial for fluxonium quantum processing on
multiple fronts. First, efficient initialization of the flux-
onium is important as the low transition frequency of
the fluxonium results in a highly-mixed thermal popula-
tion. Second, faithful mapping between a fluxonium ex-
citation and a flying qubit would allow the realization of
modular quantum systems linked via traveling microwave
photons using the fluxonium. A typical method for en-
gineering this interface involves converting a fluxonium
excitation into a fast-decaying resonator photon through
pumping of cavity sideband transitions [25–27]. Recent
experiments have reported multiple ways of circumvent-
ing the parity selection rule forbidding these direct tran-
sitions by flux-biasing the fluxonium qubit away from half
flux [25], using microwave-driven multi-photon transi-
tions [26], and coupling the fluxonium to a resonator via a
third-order mixing element known as the Superconduct-
ing Nonlinear Asymmetric Inductive eLement (SNAIL)
[27, 28]. The above-mentioned experiments have been
solely focused on fluxonium initialization and cooling.

In this Letter, we report an experiment interfacing the
fluxonium qubit with traveling photons using parametric
conversion in a fluxonium-resonator system that enables
both fluxonium initialization and efficient generation of
flying qubits. We use a SNAIL-based resonator as an
intermediary coupling element to coherently convert be-
tween fluxonium excitations and microwave photons. We
control the coupling rate by modulating the pump am-
plitude, which allows for fast switching between different
quantum information tasks. In particular, we perform
fast reset of the fluxonium qubit in the strong coupling
regime. We then operate in the weak coupling regime
to controllably release and temporally shape single trav-
eling photons. Our scheme provides a straightforward
pathway for both fluxonium initialization and for incor-
porating the fluxonium qubit into remote entanglement
schemes based on traveling microwave photons.

II. FLUXONIUM-SNAIL-RESONATOR SYSTEM

The main challenge faced when building a coherent
fluxonium-photonic interface is achieving strong, tunable
coupling in a fluxonium-resonator system. Direct con-
version between the fluxonium and resonator photons
is forbidden due to the parity selection rule in linearly-
coupled fluxonium-resonator systems. Strong coupling is
made further difficult by the large detuning between the
fluxonium computational states and the resonator states.
These barriers can be overcome by engineering third-
order nonlinear coupling between the fluxonium and a
resonator via a SNAIL (first demonstrated in Ref. [27]).
The SNAIL’s third-order nonlinearity breaks the parity
symmetry of the wavefunctions in the composite Hilbert
space. Furthermore, operating the SNAIL at a similar
transition frequency to the resonator while inductively
coupling it to the fluxonium through the ϕ operator ef-
fectively allows the SNAIL to bridge the detuning gap
between the fluxonium and the resonator. The SNAIL
is then capable of strong coupling to both the fluxonium
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FIG. 1. (a) Circuit schematic of the device. A fluxonium
(blue) is inductively coupled to a SNAIL resonator (purple),
which couples capacitively to a readout resonator (green).
The SNAIL’s three-wave mixing term mediates the conversion
of a fluxonium excitation to a resonator photon at coupling
rate g(t). The readout resonator emits photons to a coupled
transmission line (orange) with decay rate κ. Pump tones for
qubit control and parametric conversion are applied through
a separate charge line (red). (b) Energy level structure of
the fluxonium-resonator system shown in (a) used for inter-
facing a fluxonium excitation with a microwave photon. (c)
Two-tone spectroscopy data of the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition near

Φf
ext/Φ0 = 9.5. The change in the sign of the resonator phase

response is due to a flip in the direction of the dispersive shift.

computational states and the resonator simultaneously,
which makes it an excellent mediator for a fluxonium-
photonic interface.

Our circuit for implementing third-order nonlinear
coupling of a fluxonium-resonator system is shown in
Fig. 1(a). We build a system of three coupled modes:

the fluxonium qubit mode (f̂), an intermediary SNAIL
mode (ŝ), and a readout resonator mode (r̂) coupled to
a transmission line with loss rate κ/2π = 0.4 MHz. The
system Hamiltonian up to third order is given by

Ĥsys/ℏ =
∑

i=f,s,r

4EC,in̂
2
i+

1

2
EL,iϕ̂

2
i−EJ,f cos (ϕ̂f − ϕfext)

+ cs3ϕ̂
3
s + gfsϕ̂f ϕ̂s + gsrn̂sn̂r. (1)

Here EC,i, EL,i, EJ,i are the charging, inductive, and
Josephson energies, respectively (see Appendix A for sys-
tem parameters and time domain measurements). The
Cooper pair number and phase operator are denoted by

n̂i and ϕ̂i. The subscripts f, s, r represent the fluxo-
nium qubit, the SNAIL resonator, and the readout res-

onator. We also introduce ϕfext ≡ 2πΦf
ext/Φ0, where Φ

f
ext

is the external flux through the fluxonium qubit. The

coupling strength between each neighboring element is
captured by gij in the Hamiltonian, and cs3 represents
the third-order coefficient of the SNAIL. Importantly, the
SNAIL’s third-order term enables all energy-conserving
three-wave mixing processes. We can then apply a mi-
crowave pump with frequency matching the detuning be-
tween the fluxonium mode and the readout resonator
mode to realize the effective system Hamiltonian,

Ĥconv/ℏ = g(t)f̂ r̂† + h.c.. (2)

Here the coupling rate g(t) is given by

g(t) = 6cs3ξ(t)ϕf,zpfϕs,zpfϕr,zpf , (3)

with |ξ(t)|2 being the number of pump photons in the
SNAIL resonator, and ϕi,zpf denoting the zero-point fluc-
tuations of the flux associated with each mode (Appendix
C). This Hamiltonian allows us to drive transitions of the
form |i, n⟩ ↔ |j, n ± 1⟩, i ̸= j and n > 0, where i, j de-
note any neighbouring eigenstates of the fluxonium and n
denotes the number of photons in the readout resonator.
By directly driving the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition, excitations
of the fluxonium can be parametrically converted into a
photon in the readout resonator, which is then emitted
at the decay rate κ (Fig. 1(b)).
The rate of conversion is controlled by the pump am-

plitude ξ(t) and the third-order coefficient cs3. A strong
microwave drive on the SNAIL induces a significant ac-
Stark shift on the transition (see Appendix C for fur-
ther details on the system Hamiltonian), which compli-
cates pulse calibration due to the Stark shift changing
non-negligibly during the pulse rise time. We therefore
choose to work with a large cs3, which can be obtained
by operating at nonzero Φs

ext through the SNAIL. We

flux bias the system to Φf
ext/Φ0 = 9.5, corresponding to

Φs
ext/Φ0 = 0.27 (Appendix A). Spectroscopy of the de-

sired |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition at this flux point is shown in
Fig. 1(c). We note the clear visibility of this transition
at the half-flux sweet spot of the fluxonium, indicating
that the parity selection rule has been broken [27]. The
expected cs3/2π is simulated to be 350 MHz at this point.

III. COHERENT DRIVING

Here we demonstrate that our parametric scheme can
reach different coupling regimes useful for fast reset and
generating flying photons. We characterize the transition
|e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ by driving it with a square pulse of varying
duration and power (Fig. 2). We measure the qubit pop-
ulation in time as a function of detuning ωd − ω0, where
ωd, ω0 represent the driving frequency and the transition
frequency, respectively (Fig. 2(a)). As the system evolves
coherently as a superposition of |e0⟩ and |g1⟩, |g1⟩ decays
back to |g0⟩ and emits the photon field into the trans-
mission line at an effective decay rate depending on the
relative strength of g and κ. Before readout, we wait for
time tbuffer = 5 µs (∼ 10κ−1), to ensure that the photon
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FIG. 2. (a) The pulse sequence for characterizing coherence
and tunability of the |e0⟩ → |g1⟩ transition. A square pulse
(purple) with frequency ωd is applied to the system to drive
the |e0⟩ → |g1⟩ transition. A wait time of tbuffer is included
to ensure that the photonleaves the resonator before readout
(green). (b) Rabi oscillations of the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition un-
der a strong pump tone (g ≫ κ) as a function of detuning. (c)
Measured qubit |e0⟩ population vs. pulse duration data from
(b) at zero detuning. The data is fit using the master equa-
tion (solid). The effective qubit decay rate is given by κ/2
in the strong coupling regime (dashed). (d) The time evolu-
tion of the |e0⟩ population under a weak pump tone (g ≪ κ)
as a function of detuning between the pump and the transi-
tion frequency ωd − ω0. (e) Measured qubit |e0⟩ population
vs. pulse duration data from (d) at zero detuning. A simple
exponential decay with Γeff = 4g2/κ is plotted for reference
(dashed).

has left the resonator to avoid changes to the fluxonium
readout based on the cavity state.

We first characterize the operation of driving the
|e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition in the strong coupling regime
(g ≫ κ), which is useful for fast qubit reset. Under a
strong pump tone, the system undergoes fast Rabi os-
cillations between |e0⟩ and |g1⟩ as shown in Fig. 2(b).
We fit the data at zero detuning (Fig. 2(c)) using the
system master equation (Appendix C). From this fit, we
find g/2π = 1.27 MHz ≫ κ/2π with exponential decay
rate Γeff = κ/2 given that the qubit lifetime T1 ≫ 1/κ,
which indicates that the system is in the strong coupling
regime.

We then characterize the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition in the
weak coupling regime, which is useful for efficient gener-
ation and temporal shaping of flying photons. Under a

FIG. 3. (a) Measured qubit |g0⟩ population vs. reset pulse
duration for a fixed pulse amplitude. A maximum of 92%
fluxonium population is reset to the ground state (dashed)
before correction for qubit decay during readout. Taking the
readout error into account, the maximum population reaches
96% (dash-dotted). A reset threshold of 99.3% is predicted by
numerical simulation in this system upon having a longer reset
pulse with no tbuffer and perfect readout (dotted). Histograms
of single-shot qubit readout at thermal equilibrium (b) and
at the maximum reset efficiency (c) with 5× 105 data points
collected are provided.

relatively weak pump, the state |e0⟩ is slowly converted
into |g1⟩ with linewidth κ. In this regime, we can tune
the effective decay rate Γeff = 4g2/κ via the strength
of our pump, which controls g. In Fig. 2(d), we show
the qubit |e0⟩ population evolution in time as a func-
tion of detuning ωd −ω0 when the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition
is driven by a relatively weak pump tone. The data at
zero detuning is plotted separately in Fig. 2(e). A fit to
the master equation (Appendix C) yields a coupling rate
g/2π = 0.14 MHz ≪ κ/2π. The qubit decay exhibits no
oscillations and resembles that of standard Purcell loss
after the ring-down time 1/κ with effective decay rate
Γeff = 4g2/κ. Now with a well-characterized ability to
drive and tune the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition, we can use
this transition for fast reset and controlled release of sin-
gle photons.
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IV. FAST RESET

Here we perform fast reset of the fluxonium in the
strong coupling regime. Specifically, we turn on a strong
pump for a pulse duration t = 200 ns for fast evacuation
of the |e0⟩ population into the |g1⟩ state. We then turn
off the drive and wait for tbuffer = 5 µs to allow the pho-
ton to leave before readout. In Fig. 3(a), we show the
measured fluxonium population in |e0⟩ as a function of
the reset pulse duration for a fixed pulse amplitude. As
we increase the pulse duration, the fluxonium population
in |e0⟩ decreases and reaches the maximum population in
|g0⟩ with pulse duration t = 200 ns before the excitation
gets swapped back to |e0⟩. At thermal equilibrium, the
qubit (ωf/2π = 81 MHz) has a probability of 55% to be
in the ground state, which is equivalent to a qubit tem-
perature of 20 mK (Fig. 3(b)). Using our reset protocol,
we measure a maximum of 92% qubit population in the
ground state, which corresponds to cooling the qubit to
1.6 mK (Fig. 3(c)). Both the long timescale and the
observed inefficiency of the reset is due to the low decay
rate κ/2π = 0.4 MHz of the resonator. The qubit heats
during tbuffer and readout. If we correct for the readout
error induced due to the qubit population change, the
reset efficiency rises to ∼ 96%.

We note two possible ways to improve upon our demon-
strated reset method. By prolonging the reset pump
while waiting for the photon to leave the resonator, no
tbuffer is needed and we predict the reset efficiency to
saturate at ∼ 99.3% for a reset pulse of duration ≳ 5 µs
based on numerical simulations assuming perfect readout
(Appendix D). Alternatively, a higher reset efficiency of
∼ 99.8% can be reached in 500 ns using a resonator with
κ/2π = 4 MHz (Appendix D).

V. CONTROLLED RELEASE

Equipped with the ability to initialize the fluxonium
qubit state, we now demonstrate controlled transfer of a
fluxonium excitation to a flying photon in the weak cou-
pling regime. By modulating the amplitude and phase of
the drive, we can shape the temporal profile of the outgo-
ing photon wavepacket, which is useful for implementing
deterministic state transfer protocols [2].

For characterization of the controlled conversion pro-
cess, we analyze the emitted photon superposition state
of the (|0⟩ + eiϕ|1⟩)/

√
2, which has a non-zero field am-

plitude. To initialize the qubit in states |ψ⟩ = (|g0⟩ +
eiϕ|e0⟩)/

√
2, we apply a reset pulse followed by a π/2

pulse of phase ϕ on the qubit. A traveling photon of state
(|0⟩+ eiϕ|1⟩)/

√
2 is then controllably released by pump-

ing the fluxonium at the |e0⟩ → |g1⟩ transition frequency
in the regime where g ≪ κ (pulse sequence shown Fig.
4(a)). The outgoing field is recorded using heterodyne
detection, which also captures the phase information of
the emitted photon.

For initial characterization, we perform this controlled

FIG. 4. (a) The pulse sequence for coherently transfering
an excitation from the fluxonium to a traveling photon. The
fluxonium is initialized to be in |ψ⟩ = (|g0⟩ + eiϕ|e0⟩)/

√
2

by first applying a reset pulse followed by a Rabi drive of
amplitude π/2 and phase ϕ on the qubit. A photon is then
released by weakly pumping the fluxonium at the |e0⟩ → |g1⟩
transition frequency such that g ≪ κ. (b) Measured in-phase
quadrature of the emitted photon as a function of time, with
the fluxonium initialized to be in |ψ±⟩ = (|g0⟩ ± |e0⟩)/

√
2. A

square pulse is used to release a photon, and the data is fit
using input-output theory (solid). With a constant coupling,
the output fields mostly follow an exponential decay (dashed).
(c) Shaping the wave packet to be a hyperbolic secant func-
tion. The measured in-phase quadrature (dark green) and
field amplitude (light green) of the emitted photon is plotted
as a function of time with the fluxonium initialized to be in
|ψ+⟩.

release protocol using a simple square pulse. In Fig. 4(b),
we show the measured in-phase quadrature of the prop-
agating fields as a function of time, with the fluxonium
initialized to be in |ψ±⟩ = (|g0⟩ ± |e0⟩)/

√
2. With a

square pulse, the coupling rate of |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ is constant,
which should result in a simple exponential damping of
the output fields after some ring-up time proportional
to κ−1 as shown in Fig. 4(b). In this case, the exact
response of the resonator as well as the emitted pho-
ton related by r̂out =

√
κr̂ can be analytically computed

using input-output theory (Appendix C), which fits our
measured data well. Here the coupling rate g(t) is fit to
be 2π × 0.1 MHz ≪ κ. Upon shifting the phase of the
qubit Rabi pulse by π, the response of the in-phase sig-
nal also shifts correspondingly, which indicates the phase
coherence of the controlled release process.
We now demonstrate that we can dynamically tune the

photon’s emission rate to build a time-symmetric wave
packet, which can be used in remote entanglement pro-
tocols for efficient absorption by a receiver. We shape the
outgoing wave packet to a hyperbolic secant function,

Ψ(t) =
1

4

√
γphsech(

γpht

2
), (4)

where γph is the photon bandwidth (Appendix E). In Fig.
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4(c), we show the measured in-phase quadrature and field
amplitude of the shaped wave packet with the fluxonium
initialized to be in |ψ+⟩, which displays a clear hyper-
bolic secant shape. This emitted wavepacket could then
be captured by a receiver by time-reversing the emission
process [2].

VI. OUTLOOK

We have demonstrated parametric conversion between
a fluxonium qubit excitation and a flying photon by suc-
cessfully driving the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition. Utilizing this
transition, we have initialized the fluxonium qubit in the
ground state with measured probability > 95% and pre-
dict a reset threshold in the same system of > 99% with
a longer reset pulse. By using a resonator with a higher
decay rate, our simulations indicate that the fluxonium
could be reset with fidelity ∼ 99.8% in 500 ns. We have
also demonstrated coherent release and temporal shap-
ing of a flying photon detected using heterodyne mea-
surement. By introducing a microwave-photonic inter-
face for the fluxonium qubit, we have paved the way for
remotely entangling fluxonium qubits via a microwave-
photonic link.
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Appendix A: Device characterization

Figure 5 shows the optical and scanning electron micro-
scope (SEM) images of our device. To drive the parity-
forbidden transition |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩, we need strong coupling
between the fluxonium and the SNAIL, and between the
SNAIL and the readout resonator respectively. We real-
ize strong coupling by using multiple SNAILs as a shared

FIG. 5. False-colored SEM images of (a) the full device
and (b) the SNAIL-fluxonium. The SNAIL-fluxonium (purple
and blue) couples to the readout resonator (green) via shared
capacitance between the SNAIL’s antenna and the readout
resonator. The readout resonator couples capacitively to the
readout line (orange). The charge line (red) couples capaci-
tively to the other antenna of the SNAIL resoantor.

inductance with the fluxonium superinductance. More-
over, one side of the SNAIL capacitor is enlarged for
stronger coupling capacitance with the readout resonator
and asymmetric driving of the system. A charge line
weakly coupled to the other pad of the SNAIL resonator
is included for driving. The coupling between the charge
line and the SNAIL is designed as a trade off between
the need to strongly drive the parity-forbidden transi-
tions and while still suppressing the Purcell loss of the
fluxonium excitation through the SNAIL to the charge
line. The readout resonator is coupled to the readout
line in the hanger style with relatively low decay rate
κ/2π = 0.4 MHz. We fabricate the entire device, with
the exception of Al/AlOx/Al junctions, with tantalum on
a sapphire wafer. A global coil is used to tune the flux
across the entire chip, including flux threading though

the fluxonium Φf
ext and the SNAIL Φs

ext. This is made
possible by designing a large area ratio between the flux-
onium and the SNAIL Af/As ≈ 35, so that one may
tune either flux independently. We operate our device

at Φf
ext/Φ0 = 9.5, corresponding to Φs

ext/Φ0 = 0.27. A

summary of our device’s parameters at Φf
ext/Φ0 = 9.5

are provided in Table I. Two-tone spectroscopy data for
the fluxonium qubit is shown in Fig. 6(a).

The time domain measurements for our fluxonium
qubit are shown in Fig. 6(b)-(d). A reset pulse is added
for initialization before the usual T1 and T2 measure-
ments. Fits of the flux-dependence of our device’s relax-
ation time suggest that it is mainly limited by Purcell
loss through the internal loss of the SNAIL resonator.
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TABLE I. System parameters at Φf
ext/Φ0 = 9.5. Parameters

for the fluxonium and the readout resonator are extracted by
fitting their respective spectroscopy. The coupling strengths
are estimated based on the measured dispersive shift. We
provide designed values for parameters we do not measure.

Fluxonium Readout Resonator

EC,f/2π 0.89 GHz ωr/2π 6.245 GHz

EL,f/2π 0.47 GHz κ/2π 0.4 MHz

EJ,f/2π 5.54 GHz χfr/2π 0.55 MHz

ωq/2π 81 MHz

Single SNAIL SNAIL Resonator

α 0.5* EC,s/2π 0.39* GHz

EJ,s/2π 65* GHz EL,s/2π 15.4* GHz

Ns 3 cs3/2π 350* MHz

gfs/2π 500 MHz gsr/2π 130 MHz

* These are designed parameters, as we do not per-
form two-tone spectroscopy on the SNAIL mode.

FIG. 6. (a) Fluxonium qubit |g⟩ ↔ |e⟩ transition frequency
as a function of applied flux. Two-tone spectroscopy data
is fit using the following parameters {EC,f , EL,f , EJ,f}/2π =
{0.9, 0.5, 5.54} GHz. (b)-(d) Time domain measurements of
T1, T

R
2 and TE

2 respectively.

Appendix B: Experimental setup

Figure 7 shows the simplified schematic of the mea-
surement setup used for the controlled-release measure-
ment demonstrated in Section V. For this experiment, it
is important to ensure that the photon release and pho-
ton capture processes are phase-locked. To ensure phase-
locking of the release process, we apply the Rabi pulse
on the qubit directly using the I channel output from the
FPGA system, and modulate the pump tone addressing
the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition using the same FPGA system.
To ensure phase-locking of the output signal, we use the
pump signal generator to provide the local oscillator for
output demodulation. The pump tone is amplified be-

FIG. 7. Simplified schematic of the measurement setup
for the controlled release experiment. The qubit Rabi drive
is directly output by an integrated FPGA system (Quantum
Machines, OPX+). The pump tone for the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ tran-
sition is applied by mixing drives from a microwave generator
(SignalCore, SC5511A) as input LO and IQ tones from the
FPGA system. The pump signal is first amplified and then
sent into the dilution refrigerator (Oxford, Triton 300 ) along
with the qubit Rabi drive through the sample’s charge line.
The output signal from the sample goes through a circula-
tor and is amplified by a traveling wave parametric amplifier
(TWPA) at the mixing chamber (MXC). Above the MXC,
the output signal goes through two additional circulators. At
room temperature, the signal gets amplified before demod-
ulated down to 50 MHz. We use the same input LO gen-
erator for output demodulation, so that the output signal is
phased locked to the output LO. The demodulated signal goes
through three 41-58 MHz band-pass filters before a final stage
of amplification. The signal is then further demodulated by
analog-to-digital converters (ADC) in the FPGA system.

fore sent into the dilution refrigerator. The pump tone
and the qubit Rabi drive couple to the SNAIL-fluxonium
through the charge line weakly coupled to the SNAIL’s
antenna.

On the output side, the signal leaving the resonator is
first routed through a circulator before being amplified by
a TWPA. The signal goes through two additional circula-
tors thermalized to the MXC. At room temperature, the
output signal is amplified and then demodulated down
to 50 MHz. We use the same input LO generator for
output demodulation, so that the output signal is phase-
locked to the output LO. The demodulated signal goes
through 41-58 MHz band-pass filters to filter away any
pump tones that leak to the readout line. After filter-
ing, the signal gets amplified before being demodulated
by the FPGA.
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FIG. 8. (a)-(c) Simulated population in |g0⟩, |e0⟩, |g1⟩ vs. reset pulse duration with the same parameters as Fig. 3(a), but
zero tbuffer. A maximum of ∼ 99.3% fluxonium population (dashed) can be initialized to the ground state. (d)-(f) Simulated
population in |g0⟩, |e0⟩, |g1⟩ vs. reset pulse duration with g/2π = 1.27 MHz and κ/2π = 4 MHz. A higher resonator decay rate
can increase the ground state reset population to ∼ 99.8% (dashed).

Appendix C: System Hamiltonian

Without microwave drives, the Hamiltonian of the sys-

tem consisting of the fluxonium qubit mode (f̂), the
SNAIL resonator mode (ŝ), and the readout resonator
mode (r̂) is given by

Ĥ/ℏ =
∑

j=f,s,r

ωj ĵ
†ĵ +

∑
j ̸=k

χjk ĵ
†ĵk̂†k̂ + cs3ϕ̂

3
s, (C1)

considering only single-photon excitations of the system.
Here the flux across the SNAIL is given by the sum of
the contributions from all the circuit elements,

ϕ̂s =
∑

j=f,s,r

ϕj,zpf(ĵ
† + ĵ), (C2)

where ϕj,zpf are the quantum zero-point fluctuations of
junction flux associated with each mode obtained from
Hamiltonian diagonalization. For quantum systems in-
volving the fluxonium qubit, it is difficult to obtain an
analytical solution for χkl and ϕj,zpf , but one may per-
form numerical diagonalization to obtain these param-
eters. The three-wave-mixing term in the Hamiltonian
breaks the parity selection rule, and allows one to drive
the parity-forbidden transition |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩.
In the presence of a microwave pump acting on the

SNAIL, the three-wave-mixing and the driving terms are
given by,

Ĥ3WM+d/ℏ = cs3(ϕf,zpf(f̂
† + f̂) + ϕs,zpf(ŝ

† + ŝ)

+ ϕr,zpf(r̂
† + r̂))3 + ϵ(t)e−iωdt(ŝ† + ŝ). (C3)

Going into the displaced frame, we introduce the dis-

placed amplitude,

ξ̃(t) = ξ(t)e−iωdt =
ϵ(t)e−iωdt

iκs/4 + ∆c
≈ ϵ(t)e−iωdt

∆c
, (C4)

where the detuning ∆c is the difference between the drive
frequency and the SNAIL mode frequency ∆s = ωd−ωs.
Through the substitution of ŝ = ˆ̃s+ ξ̃(t) and moving into
the rotating frame, we find the conversion Hamiltonian,

Ĥconv/ℏ = 6cs3(
∏

i=f,s,r

ϕi,zpf)(ξ(t)f̂ r̂
†e−iδt + ξ∗(t)f̂†r̂eiδt)

= (g(t)f̂ r̂†e−iδt + g(t)∗f̂†r̂eiδt), (C5)

where g(t) = 6cs3ξ(t)
∏

i=f,s,r

ϕi,zpf is the coupling rate of

the |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition, and δ = ωd − (ωr − ωf ) is
a small detuning between the pump frequency and the
|e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ transition frequency. In simulation, we find
that computing the bare SNAIL phase matrix element

squared 6cs3ξ(t)|⟨g1|ϕ̂2s|e0⟩| already gives useful guidance
for choosing system parameters.

Besides Ĥconv, there are additional terms correspond-
ing to the ac-Stark shifts generated by the microwave
pump on the SNAIL,

ĤStark/ℏ = |ξ(t)|2(χfsf̂
†f̂ + χsr r̂

†r̂). (C6)

The Stark shifts can be compensated by modulating the
pump frequency. Large-amplitude drives result in the
Stark shift changing non-negligibly during the pulse rise
time, which significantly complicates pulse calibration.
We therefore choose to operate the system at high flux
quanta for a large third-order coefficient cs3 and apply
pumps of relatively low power.
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Summarizing all the terms, we may write out an effec-
tive system Hamiltonian,

Ĥeff/ℏ = ω̃f f̂
†f̂ + ω̃r r̂

†r̂ + χfrf̂
†f̂ r̂†r̂

+ 2g cos(ωdt)(f̂ r̂
† + f̂†r̂), (C7)

where ω̃f , ω̃r is the new fluxonium and resonator fre-
quency including Stark shifts. Here we omit the SNAIL
mode in the effective Hamiltonian, since the SNAIL mode
should not be populated in our experiment. We also as-
sume g to be real without loss of generality.

We perform more precise simulations of the time evolu-
tion of the given quantum system by solving the Lindblad
master equation,

δρ̂ = −i[Ĥeff, ρ̂] +
∑

k=g0,e0,g1

[LkρLk −
1

2
{LkLk, ρ̂}]. (C8)

Here ρ̂ is the system density matrix operator. Ĥsys is

defined in equation (1) and Ĥd is the driving Hamilto-
nian. The jump operators Lg0 =

√
Γ↓|e0⟩⟨g0|, Le0 =√

Γ↑|g0⟩⟨e0|, and Lg1 =
√
κ|g0⟩⟨g1| describe the main

depolarization paths of the quantum system.
Considering only the conversion |e0⟩ ↔ |g1⟩ at reso-

nance, and resonator decay κ into the readout line, the
system is well described by the Heisenberg equations of
motion,

δtf̂ = −igr̂, (C9)

δtr̂ = −igf̂ − κ

2
r̂, (C10)

r̂out =
√
κr̂, (C11)

where r̂out is the outgoing photonic mode. For the case of

constant coupling rate g with some initial condition f̂(0),
one may obtain an analytical solution. The analytical
solution and discussion of the resonant case are carefully
laid out in the supplemental information of Ref. [4] for a
system of two cavity modes.

Appendix D: Fast reset efficiency

Our reset inefficiency is mainly due to qubit T1 de-
polarization. There are three stages of depolarization
(mainly heating) we need to consider for our reset pro-
cess: during pumping, during tbuffer, and during readout.
Knowing the qubit depolarization rate Γ and tempera-
ture, we can obtain Γ↑ and Γ↓ related by the following
equation [29],

Γ = Γ↑ + Γ↓ (D1)

Γ↑ = exp (−ℏωf/kBT )Γ↓. (D2)

To get an estimate of the fluxonium heating during the
200 ns pumping time, we solve the master equation [Eq.

(C8)] and find the loss to be negligible. During tbuffer, the
fluxonium population heats toward thermal equilibrium,

Pe(t) = Γ↑/Γ + (Pe,0 − Γ↑/Γ) exp (−Γt), (D3)

where Pe,0 is the |e0⟩ population initially after pump-
ing. Since a heterodyne measurement integrates the sig-
nal over time, the final population we obtain from read-
out of pulse duration treadout is given by,

P̄e = 1/treadout

∫ tbuffer+treadout

tbuffer

Pe(t)dt, (D4)

In our experiment, we use tbuffer = 5 µs and treadout =
10 µs, which results in ∼ 4% loss during tbuffer and an-
other time-averaged ∼ 4% loss during readout.
One can improve the reset efficiency by leaving the

pump on while waiting for |g1⟩ decaying to |g0⟩. In Fig.
8(a)-(c), we show the simulated time evolution of the sys-
tem population with a longer reset pulse, assuming per-
fect readout. Population in |g0⟩ reaches a steady state of
∼ 99.3% shortly after 5 µs of pumping, denoting the high-
est possible reset efficiency in our current system. This
reset threshold is consistent with the simple calculation,

P th
g =

Γ↑ + Γeff

Γ↑ + Γ↓ + Γeff
, (D5)

=
Γ↑ + κ/2

Γ↑ + Γ↓ + κ/2
≈ 99.3%, (D6)

where Γeff denotes the effective decay rate of the system.
However, by leaving the pump on, the resonator photon
decays at a rate of κ/2 instead of κ, which lengthens the
initialization process. Therefore we choose to demon-
strate faster reset at the expense of slightly lower ground
state initialization in the main text.
If we keep the same coupling rate g/2π = 1.27 MHz but

use a higher decay rate for the resonator κ/2π = 4 MHz,
the system would be in the weak coupling regime. In this
case, the effective decay rate is given by 4g2/κ, and no
tbuffer is needed as the population in |g1⟩ is strongly sup-
pressed. The |g0⟩ population reaches∼99.8% after 500 ns
of pumping according to numerical simulation (Fig. 8(d)-
(f)). Despite the need for a slightly longer reset pulse,
the total reset time is reduced and the reset efficiency is
improved drastically.

Appendix E: Shaping wave packets

To generate our desired wave packet [Eq. (4)], the cou-
pling rate between the fluxonium qubit and the readout
resonator can be solved analytically [30] and should be
modulated as

g(t) =
γph

4 cosh (
γpht
2 )

1− eγpht + (1 + eγpht)κ/γph√
(1 + eγpht)κ/γph − eγpht

, (E1)

where the photon bandwidth bandwidth γph should be
smaller than resonator decay rate κ.
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FIG. 9. (a) Coupling strength g(t) as a function of pulse
duration obtained from numerical simulation (solid) and ana-
lytical solution (dashed) to produce a hyperbolic secant wave
packet with γph/2π = 0.2 MHz. (b) Measured fluxonium pop-
ulation in |e0⟩ vs. pulse duration under the pump tone shown
in (a). The measured population is fit using the master equa-
tion (solid). The qubit population saturates at around 8%,
which is consistent with our reset efficiency (dashed).

While the analytical solution is specific for our chosen
wave packet shape, numerical computation can be em-
ployed for different target shapes. With the equations of
motion for the system, we may integrate equation (C9),
which gives

f̂(t) = f̂(0)− i

∫ t

0

g(t)r̂(t)dt. (E2)

Substituting it into equation (C9), we obtain

δtr̂ = −ig(t)[f̂(0)− i

∫ t

0

g(t)r̂(t)dt]− κ

2
r̂(t). (E3)

We can rewrite the integral in terms of Riemann sum for
numerical simulation purpose

i

∫ t

0

g(t)r̂(t)dt ≈ i

t
∆t−1∑
i=0

g(ti)r̂(ti)∆t

δtr̂ +
κ

2
r̂(t) ≈ −ig(t)[f̂(0)− i

t
∆t−1∑
i=0

g(ti)r̂(ti)∆t].

(E4)

Reorganizing the terms, we come to an expression for the
coupling rate g(t) as follows,

g(t) = −
δtr̂ +

κ
2 r̂(t)

if̂(0) +
∑ t

∆t−1
i=0 g(ti)r̂(ti)∆t

. (E5)

Given a target wave packet r̂out(t), we solve for the cou-
pling strength at any time using equation (E5). In the
end, we can check if our simulated coupling strength al-
lows for full evacuation of fluxonium excitation by mak-
ing sure

f̂(0) = i

∫ t

0

g(t)r̂(t)dt. (E6)

In Fig. 9(a), we show both numerically and analyti-
cally computed coupling strength for producing a hyper-
bolic secant wave packet with γph/2π = 0.2 MHz. Both
methods yield coupling strength g(t) consistent with each
other. In Fig. 9(b), we show the time evolution of the
fluxonium population in |e0⟩ under our simulated pump
tone without state initialization. The fluxonium popu-
lation decays from thermal equilibrium and saturates at
8%, consistent with our reset fidelity as well as numeri-
cal fit using the master equation. This indicates that our
applied pump pulse amplitude evacuates a fluxonium ex-
citation, the fidelity of which is limited by our device’s
T1 decay during state initialization and controlled release
processes due to our low decay rate κ. By simply design-
ing a higher κ, one can achieve more efficient controlled
release process without additional tuning of design pa-
rameters.
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