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Recent advances in superconducting circuit technology have made the fabrication of large, cus-
tomizable circuits routine. This has led to their application to areas beyond quantum information
and, in particular, to their use as quantum simulators. A key challenge in this effort has been the
identification of the quantum states realized by these circuits. Here, we propose a probe circuit
capable of reading out many-body correlations in an analog quantum simulator. Our measure-
ment scheme, designed for many-photon states, exploits the non-linearity of the Josephson junction
to measure two-point (and potentially higher-order) correlation functions of the superconducting
phase operator. We demonstrate the capabilities of this design in the context of an LC-ladder
with a quantum impurity. The proposed probe allows for the measurement of inherently quantum
correlations, such as squeezing, and has the potential to significantly expand the scope of analog
quantum simulations using superconducting circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION

Superconducting circuits are macroscopic objects ca-
pable of exhibiting quantum behavior [1–3] and are the
leading contenders to achieve large-scale quantum com-
putation [4–6]. Dramatic advances in the technology
associated with their fabrication, control, and measure-
ment [7, 8] have made customized superconducting cir-
cuits widely available for a variety of applications out-
side of quantum computation. Of interest here is their
use in realizing quantum many-body phenomena. His-
torically, discoveries in the field of many-body systems
have required access to new materials and measurement
techniques. Superconducting circuits are challenging this
paradigm by allowing the creation of engineered quantum
systems [9, 10]. Simulations of many-body systems using
superconducting circuits fall into two broad classes: dig-
ital [11–13] and analog [14]. In digital simulations, the
unitary dynamics of a target quantum system are calcu-
lated in discrete steps for a desired time interval. For
example, digital simulations have been used to explore
the one-dimensional Hubbard model [15] and quantum
walks [16]. In analog simulations, the focus of interest
here, the circuit couplings emulate a desired Hamilto-
nian, see e.g. [17]. Analog simulations have realized Mott
insulating behavior [18], many-body localization [19], the
superconductor–insulator transition [20], quantum impu-
rities [19, 21], and hyperbolic lattices [22, 23]. Addition-
ally, there have been numerous proposals to simulate pho-
ton pair condensates [24], hard-core bosons [25], Dicke
chains [26], superfluids [27], and supersolids [28].

A key challenge in analog quantum simulations is iden-
tifying the many-body state realized. The measurement
of traditional condensed matter systems typically in-
volves probing the system in its ground state or thermal
state by weak perturbations. From such measurements,
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Figure 1. Non-equilibrium steady-state. A Supercon-
ducting circuit is composed of nodes (black dots) connected
by one (or more) of three circuit elements (colored boxes): a
capacitor, inductor, or Josephson junction. In general, the
steady-state of the system takes a non-universal form and de-
pends sensitively on the external drive, circuit parameters,
and loss. On the other hand, the measurement of condensed
matter systems (inset) typically involves weakly perturbing a
thermal state.

correlation functions of various operators can be ob-
tained using linear response theory and the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem, in particular. In fact, the behavior
of a many-body correlation function is often taken to
define a quantum phase of matter. For example, the off-
diagonal long-range order (ODLRO) of the many-body
density matrix is a correlation function involving parti-
cle creation and annihilation operators at different points
in space. The presence of ODLRO formally defines su-
perfluidity [29].
However, unlike most condensed matter systems, su-

perconducting circuits are lossy and typically probed far
from equilibrium, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Hence, their
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steady-state is neither the ground state nor a thermal
state. Specially adapted measurement techniques are
used to probe these circuits in non-equilibrium steady
states (NESS). For example, reflectivity measurements
are used to measure the spectra of circuits [18, 19, 21].
Other physical quantities measured experimentally in-
clude quadratures of the superconducting phase [30, 31]
and photon populations [32]. However, the ability to
measure many-body correlations, which is crucial to the
identification of quantum phases, has not been demon-
strated in superconducting circuit analog simulations.

The measurement of correlations is essential to de-
tect certain quantum phenomena. While classical quan-
tities always have well-defined values, quantum degrees
of freedom often have intrinsic uncertainties. For an op-
erator x̂ corresponding to a physical quantity, typically
⟨x̂2⟩ ̸= ⟨x̂⟩2 in general, where ⟨.⟩ denotes the quantum
mechanical expectation value. This also occurs for two
distinct physical quantities: ⟨x̂ŷ⟩ differs from ⟨x̂⟩⟨ŷ⟩, in
general. Certain types of quantum order can only be de-
tected through measurements involving the product of
two operators, such as squeezing [33].

In this work, we demonstrate that for weakly coupled
probes, the measurement of the product of two or more
superconducting phase operators requires a Josephson
junction. We propose a particular probe design, which is
investigated in the context of an LC-ladder with a single
quantum impurity. This setup bears many similarities
with recent experiments in photonic cavities [19, 21] in
that the quantum impurity gives rise to inelastic pho-
ton scattering. For example, a high energy photon can
split into several lower energy ones. This process gener-
ates quantum correlations, such as single- and multi-state
squeezing [33]. We consider several trial many-body wave
functions incorporating the expected quantum correla-
tions. We show that normal and anomalous correlation
functions of the photon operators are encoded in Fourier
components of the probe’s output current. Detailed ex-
perimental estimates for the LC-ladder and the probe
circuit are given, which are well within current experi-
mental technology.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
establish the general criteria that a many-body probe
must satisfy. A particular probe design, tailored for the
LC-ladder and quantum impurity system, is introduced
in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, trial wave functions that capture
the physics of the system are employed to demonstrate
the probe’s capabilities. Finally, Sec. V discusses our
findings and future outlook.

II. PROBE DESIGN

A superconducting circuit is defined by a set of nodes
linked by an inductor, a capacitor, or a Josephson junc-
tion. The quantum dynamics of the system is captured
by two operators describing the superconducting phase
and the number of Cooper pairs on each node of the cir-

cuit. On the ith node, these operators are denoted by
ϕi and ni, respectively. These degrees of freedom are
related to voltage and current and satisfy the canonical
commutation relations described in Appendix B.
The primary goal of this paper is to introduce the de-

sign of a probe capable of measuring correlation functions
involving two superconducting phases, such as ⟨ϕiϕj⟩.
The probe is also capable of measuring the expectation
of a single superconducting phase operator, ⟨ϕi(t)⟩. Here,
we focus on the case in which the probe is weakly cou-
pled to the system being measured. Rather than making
projective measurements, the probe performs weak con-
tinuous measurements as it is driven by the system. A
characteristic of weak measurements is that a signal is
averaged over some period of time. We have identified
three broad criteria that any such probe should satisfy:

1. The probe should not significantly alter the dynam-
ics of the system. The probe should represent a
small perturbation to the system so that its pres-
ence does not fundamentally alter the state of the
system being measured. This is equivalent to the
requirement that the impedance of the probe ZP

should be large compared with the characteristic
impedance of the system Z0. A related considera-
tion is whether the system contains inductors. A
system with only Josephson junctions and capaci-
tors has a Hamiltonian that is periodic in its phases
ϕi [34]. In such cases, care must be taken not to
include any inductors that could “pin” the phases
of the system.

2. In order to measure correlation functions involv-
ing two or more operators, the probe must contain
a non-linear circuit element. The measurement of
quadratures ⟨ϕi⟩ and ⟨ni⟩ can be accomplished with
linear circuits. However, the measurement of corre-
lation functions involving more than one operator
requires interaction terms in the circuit Hamilto-
nian (i.e, terms of cubic or quartic order). This
follows from the form of Hamilton’s equations of
motion. A Josephson junction is thus necessary to
obtain correlation functions of the form ⟨ϕiϕj⟩. If
a coherent non-linear circuit element involving the
charge ni could be devised, it would also be possible
to measure the correlation functions ⟨ninj⟩.

3. The probe’s output should be in the measurable
range of current technology. For example, the mea-
surement of currents of the order of nanoamps is
well within current experimental capabilities [35,
36].

An example of a probe that satisfies these criteria is
shown in Fig. 2a. It is coupled to nodes i and j of the
system. A feature of this particular design is that an ex-
ternal flux φext tuned to either 0 or π/2 selects whether
the probe measures ⟨ϕi⟩ or two-operator correlation func-
tions ⟨ϕiϕj⟩, respectively. As shown in Fig. 2a, the probe
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Figure 2. Probe design and operation. a. Proposed probe consists of three functional elements: a coupler, tuner, and
readout. The output of the probe is encoded in the current in the readout circuit, which can be measured by an ammeter,
indicated by A○. b. Test signals for ⟨ϕi⟩ and ⟨ϕj⟩, which are pure tones with frequencies 4ω0 and 3ω0, respectively. c. Plot of
∆ϕ2

ij (black) and simulated output current ⟨IP (t)⟩ (red) for φext = π/2. d. Power spectral density of probe output current,
showing dominant frequency components (3 + 3)ω0, (4 + 4)ω0, (4 + 3)ω0, and (4− 3)ω0.

consists of three functional units: a coupler, a non-linear
element tuned by the external flux, and a readout cir-
cuit. The probe’s output is encoded in the current of the
readout circuit.

The proposed probe behaves classically and its intrinsic
quantum fluctuations are small compared to those of the
input signal. This condition is satisfied for ωP ≪ ω0,
where ωP is the frequency of the readout circuit. This
ensures that a single photon in the system corresponds
to many quanta in the readout circuit, thus rendering it
classical. For ∆ϕij = ϕi − ϕj , the classical equation of
motion gives a readout current

⟨IP ⟩ =
Φ0EJ,P

2πLPEM
sin (β∆ϕij + φext)⟩, (1)

where EJ,P is the energy associated with the Joseph-
son junction in the non-linearity tuner, LP is the in-
ductance in the readout-out circuit, and EM is the en-
ergy associated with the mutual inductance between the
non-linearity tuner and the readout circuit (see Fig. 2).
The parameter β is a function of the device parameters
Cs, Ls, Cx, and Lx, see Appendix A for details. Our de-
sign requires that β∆ϕij ≪ 1. Thus, selecting the ap-
propriate circuit parameters requires a rough estimate of

the magnitude of the ϕi’s in the circuit. As we will see,
these values are ultimately set by the photon mode popu-
lations, which are controlled by the strength of the drive
and the photon loss rates.

For φext = 0 and β∆ϕij ≪ 1, Eq. (1) gives ⟨IP ⟩ ∝
∆ϕij . In this limit, the Josephson junction is equivalent
to an inductor. By connecting one lead of the probe
to node i and the other to ground, the probe’s output
yields ⟨ϕi⟩. The true capabilities of the probe to measure
correlations are achieved for φext = π/2. For β∆ϕij ≪ 1,
we have ⟨IP ⟩ ∝ cos∆ϕij ≈ 1 − β2⟨∆ϕ2

ij/2⟩. Then, we

may obtain ⟨ϕiϕj⟩ by subtracting ⟨ϕ2
i ⟩ and ⟨ϕ2

j ⟩ from

⟨∆ϕ2
ij⟩. The quantities ⟨ϕ2

i ⟩ or ⟨ϕ2
j ⟩ can be obtained by

connecting one input of the probe to the ith or jth node
of the circuit, and the other input to ground.

In Fig. 2b-d, the output of the probe for φext = π/2
has been simulated with the parameters provided in Ap-
pendix A based on a sample/test input for ⟨ϕi⟩ and ⟨ϕj⟩.
The input is classical and ϕi and ϕj are single tones, as
shown in Fig. 2b. As shown in Fig. 2c, the probe’s out-
put matches the expectations outlined in the previous
paragraph. The power spectrum shown in Fig. 2d illus-
trates that the signal is dominated by ∆ϕ2

ij . Additional
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Figure 3. System dynamics. a. Superconducting analog simulator consists of an LC-ladder with a Josephson junction across
nodes {i0, j0} ≡ {4, 5}, which acts as a quantum impurity. The magnetic flux φimp is set to π/2 to generate a cubic coupling
between mode pairs. b. Time evolution of the expected photon number for the lowest frequency modes of the circuit. The
tenth mode, which is resonant with the external drive, overshoots its eventual steady-state value. c. Expectation values of
photon number in the steady-state. The error bars depict the quantum fluctuations in the photon population of modes for the
trial wavefunction ΨC .

weaker peaks in the range (2-4)ω0 correspond to higher
order terms in the expansion of the cosine. This simula-
tion accounts for the finite lifetime of the photons in the
probe (taken to be κ, the same lifetime as photons in the
system, see Appendix A for details). In the limit κ → 0,
the peaks would become delta functions. In an actual
circuit, the input signal is quantum rather than classical.
The magnitude and nature of the quantum fluctuations
depend on the system being measured, and we thus defer
a discussion of these effects until Sec. IV.

In addition to the general criteria enumerated above,
there are a number of additional design guidelines for
the probe design. For example, the resonance frequency
of the coupler, given approximately by ωx = 1/

√
CxLx,

should not lie within the bandwidth of the system being
measured as this would disproportionately amplify those
elements of the signal near ωx. Other design consider-
ations and characteristic circuit parameters are given in
Appendix A.

III. PHOTON CAVITY WITH A QUANTUM
IMPURITY

In order to explore the capabilities of the probe de-
scribed in Sec. II, we consider an analog simulator con-
sisting of an LC-ladder with a quantum impurity. The
ladder, shown in Fig. 3a, is taken to have N ≫ 1 cir-
cuit nodes. Since N is large, the low energy dispersion
is linear, ωn = nω0, where ω0 = π/(N + 1)(LC)1/2. The
Hamiltonian of the ladder is H0 =

∑
n ℏωna

†
nan. Here,

an (a†n) is the photon annihilation (creation) operator for
the nth mode. The superconducting phase, expressed in
terms of these mode operators, is

ϕi =
∑
n

γn(i)
(
a†n + an

)
, (2)

where γn(i) is essentially the spatial wave function for
the nth mode on the ith site (see Appendix B 1).

A flux-biased Josephson junction, which couples sites
i0 and j0 of the ladder, plays the role of the quantum
impurity. The impurity Hamiltonian, derived in Ap-
pendix B 1), is given by

Himp = g
∑
nml

Anmla
†
na

†
mal + h.c., (3)

where g = EJ(EC/EL)
3/4 sets of the overall energy scale

and the Anml are O(1) dimensionless constants. The full
Hamiltonian of the system is H = H0 + Himp + Hdrive,
where Hdrive corresponds to the external drive used to
excite the system. The effects of photon loss are de-
scribed by a quantum Liouville operator L. The time-
dependence of the many-body density matrix ρ is given
by

∂ρ

∂t
= −i [H, ρ] + L [ρ] , (4)

where the quantum Liouville operator L is given in Ap-
pendix C.
We give a qualitative description of the dynamics de-

scribed by Eq. (4). Starting from a system in its ground
state, an external drive resonant with one of the ladder
modes is turned on. As the driven mode is populated,
scattering from the impurity gives rise to inelastic photon
scattering, which begins populating the other modes. As
the modes are populated, photon loss increases. Even-
tually, a steady-state is achieved. This physical pic-
ture of the system dynamics is confirmed by a simula-
tion of the time-dependent photon population. The re-
sults are shown in Figure 3b. This simulation employs
a master equation approach based on the dynamics of
Eq. (4). This calculation, which assumes Fermi’s golden
rule, gives the correct dynamics for times t ≫ 1/g. How-
ever, Fermi’s golden rule is inapplicable for t ≲ 1/g. This
explains the lack of coherent effects, such as Rabi oscil-
lations, in our simulation. It is worth noting that in
Ref. [19], the system is in a many-body localized regime.
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Figure 4. Many-body correlations. a, Phasor diagram for the trial wave function ΨC showing the magnitude and phase of
the coherent state parameters αn. b, Hinton plot of Nnm for ΨC , where the area of each box indicates the magnitude and the
color indicates the phase. c, Hinton plot of Anm for ΨC . d, Phasor diagram for the trial wave function ΨS illustrating both
single-mode and two-mode squeezing. Correlations Nnm (d) and Anm (e) for ΨS . Highlighted boxes (gray) indicate differences
between in Nnm and Anm for ΨC and ΨS .

In that experiment, the long-time limit in which Fermi’s
golden rule would hold is inaccessible due to photon loss.

IV. MANY-BODY CORRELATIONS

The simulation of the photon population presented
in the previous section provides the photon population
of the steady-state density matrix, which is given by

Tr(ρa†iai ) (see Fig. 3c). The many-body correlation
functions of interest here involve off-diagonal elements
of the density matrix, analogous to ODLRO. Even for
the modestly-sized system studied here, a full numerical
calculation of the steady-state density matrix is imprac-
tical. That said, the physics of photon down-conversion
has been well-studied in small systems and, in certain
limits, exact solvable models are obtained [37]. As de-
scribed below, one of the features exhibited by these sys-
tems is squeezing. We thus consider a number of trial
wave functions that capture these features and match
the steady-state photon population shown in Fig. 3c.

The trial wave functions we consider are based on the
product state ΨC = |α1⟩ ⊗ |α2⟩ . . . ⊗ |α10⟩, where |αi⟩
is a single-mode coherent state, see Appendix D. Al-
though ΨC itself is essentially classical [33], it serves as

a useful benchmark for more realistic trial wave func-
tions considered below. As we argue here, the parame-
ters αi are readily measured by setting the probe’s con-
trol flux φext to zero, which allows a measurement of
⟨ϕi⟩, for example. According to Eq. (2), this quan-
tity is composed of Fourier modes γn(i)Qn(t), where
Qn(t) = ⟨a†n + an⟩ = αne

−iωnt +α∗
ne

iωnt. The Qn(t) can
be obtained for all n from a single measurement of ⟨ϕi⟩
by decomposing the signal into its Fourier components.
This assumes that the wave functions γn(i) are known.
In Fig. 4a, a phasor plot of ΨC is given. The magnitudes
of the αn have been selected to match the NESS photon
number population found from the solution of the mas-
ter equation. The phases of the αi have been assigned
at random. In an actual experiment, these phases con-
tain information about the history of the system before
reaching the steady-state. It is important to note that
the quantum fluctuations associated with the coherent
state place a fundamental limit on the probe’s ability to
measure the magnitudes and phases of the Qn(t). The
magnitude of these quantum fluctuations are shown as
error bars in Fig. 3 c.

We now introduce a wave function that accounts for
non-classical effects, such as squeezing. The wave func-
tion ΨS is obtained by applying the two-mode squeezing
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operators S(ξnm) = exp
(
ξ∗nmanam − ξnma†na

†
m

)
to ΨC

(see Appendix D3 for the full form). Squeezing arises
from the interaction (3) mediated by the quantum im-
purity. In fact, the propagator exp(−iHimp∆t/ℏ) takes
the form of S(ξnm) in the limit that the driven mode
(mode 10) is a coherent state such that a10 → α10e

−iω10t.
Matching these two expressions gives a squeezing param-
eter ξnm = iα10e

−iω10tgAnm,10t/ℏ. Here, we consider the
limit in which the effects of squeezing by the tenth mode
dominate, and thus we do not include the effects of other
modes.

Since |ξnm| ∝ t, ostensibly the squeezing parameter
will grow without bound. In fact, an exact solution of a
two-mode model shows that this does occur in a strong
pumping regime [37]. However, the regime of interest
here falls within the weak pumping regime in which the
magnitude of the squeezing parameter reaches a steady-
state value. Based on the exact solution [37], we take
ξnm = iα10e

−iω10tAnm,10T∗/ℏ, where T∗ is a phenomeno-
logical parameter of the order of the time it takes the
system to reach the steady-state.

Detecting squeezing requires measuring two-body cor-
relation functions—the values of Qn(t) are identical for
ΨC and ΨS . As described in Sec. II, for the control flux
φext = π/2, the probe can measure ⟨ϕ2

i ⟩ and ⟨ϕiϕj⟩. Ap-
plying the mode expansion (2), we can express these ex-
pectations in terms of the normal and anomalous photon
correlation functions given by

Nnm(t) = ⟨a†nam + a†man⟩/2, (5a)

Anm(t) = ⟨a†na†m + aman⟩/2, (5b)

respectively. In the weak impurity regime considered
here, the quantities Nnm and Anm consist of a single
frequency. In Fig. 4, the magnitude and phase of these
quantities is plotted for the trial wave functions ΨC and
ΨS . The effects of two-mode squeezing are apparent if
we compare the diagonal values An,10−n for the ΨC and
ΨS (cf. Figs. 4 c and f). Additionally, the interaction (3)
generates intra-mode squeezing for n = 5, which leads to
an enhancement of N5,5 (cf. Figs. 4 b and e). A measure
of the strength of squeezing is given by

Snm = Nnm +Anm − 2QnQm. (6)

This quantity vanishes for ΨC or any state whose corre-
lation functions obey clustering, i.e., ⟨ϕiϕj⟩ = ⟨ϕi⟩⟨ϕj⟩.
It is non-zero for ΨS . Hence, Snm quantifies the strength
of non-classical correlation between the n and m modes.

An important measure of the probe’s effectiveness is
the number of distinct measurements ⟨ϕi⟩ or ⟨ϕiϕj⟩ that
are required to obtain all the correlations Qn, Nnm, and
Anm. Provided that the wave functions γn(i) are known,
for the weakly coupled LC-ladder all Qn can be obtained
from ⟨ϕi⟩ for a single site i. As discussed above, this fol-
lows from the fact that each Qn corresponds to a distinct
frequency. In turn, this follows from the non-degenerate
spectrum of H0. In principle, the many-body correla-
tions Nnm and Anm could be obtained from ⟨ϕiϕj⟩ for

a single pair of sites i and j. However, the harmonic
spectrum exhibited by H0 gives rise to correlation func-
tions that are degenerate in frequency. For example, both
A34 and A52 are degenerate with a frequency of 7ω0. In
such cases, the required number of measurements will be
equal to the largest degeneracy. As long as each measure-
ment is linearly independent from the others, the num-
ber of equations matches the number of unknowns, so
all the correlation functions can be obtained. For the
linear spectrum considered here, the largest degeneracy
for either Nnm and Anm goes as O(N), and thus O(N)
independent measurements of ⟨ϕiϕj⟩ are required. Thus,
the equally-spaced spectrum represents a worst-case sce-
nario in terms of the number of measurements required
since the number of degeneracies is large. In the NESS
state considered in this paper, only three of the photon
modes were appreciably populated. In such cases, only
a few measurements are needed to capture the dominant
behavior of the correlation functions.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have proposed a probe circuit capa-
ble of measuring quantum correlations in analog quan-
tum simulators built from superconducting circuits. This
probe can detect the effects of squeezing, an inherently
quantum mechanical effect. The capabilities of the probe
were explored in a particularly simple system: an LC-
ladder with a quantum impurity. This system shares
many similarities with recent experiments involving a
quantum impurity in a photonic cavity [19, 21]. The
ability to measure correlation functions has been a boon
to quantum simulators based on cold atoms [38–40]. The
proposed probe offers similar capabilities that would sig-
nificantly expand the power of superconducting circuits
based simulators.
To make the analysis tractable, we focused on a weakly

coupled system. However, the proposed probe will be
particularly important in strongly coupled systems, for
which there is no good theoretical understanding. In such
cases, the measurement of ⟨ϕi(t)⟩ would reveal the energy
and nature of long-lived quasiparticles. The measure-
ment of quantum correlations is crucial for distinguish-
ing various types of quantum order. The proposals for
analog quantum simulations include a broad spectrum of
physical systems, including the sine-Gordon model [41],
photon condensates [24], the Mott insulator to super-
fluid transition [27], as well as supersolids [28]. Given
the importance of correlations in identifying and distin-
guishing quantum phases, the probe considered here has
the potential to enhance the scope of analog quantum
simulations.
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Appendix A: Probe Parameters

The probe couples to nodes i and j of the system
to be measured, as shown in Fig. 2a of the main text.
The equations of motion for the probe degrees of free-
dom state that the probe responds to the superconduct-
ing flux difference ∆ϕij ≡ ϕi − ϕj . Here, we focus on
the readout signal arising from at nth Fourier mode, i.e.,
∆ϕij = Ane

iωnt, of the input signal ∆ϕij . The purpose
of the coupler stage (shown in blue in Fig. 2a) is to scale
the incoming signal so that the Josephson junction op-
erates in the nearly linear regime. We denote this scale
factor β, i.e., with ∆ϕ̃ij ≡ β∆ϕij , where ∆ϕ̃ij = ϕ̃i− ϕ̃j .

The quantities ϕ̃i,j are defined in Fig. 2. The classical
equations of motion give

β =
1/LS − CSω

2

(1/LS + 2/LX)− (CS + 2CX)ω2
, (A1)

where we have used the fact that the impedance drop
across the non-linearity tuner is much larger than that
of the coupler. The parameter β is selected so that
β∆ϕij ≪ 1, but the non-linear part of the Josephson
junctions current is still measurable. The particular value
of β will depend on the photon population of the steady-
state, which controls ∆ϕij .

The quantity ∆ϕ̃ij becomes the input for the non-
linearity tuner. Provided that the impedance drop across
the Josephson junction greatly exceeds that across the
inductor M , then γ ≈ ϕ̃j and the current through the
Josephson junction is

IJ = Ic sin (∆ϕ̃ij + φext) (A2)

The external flux φext controls the correlation function
that is to be measured. The final stage of the probe is
the read-out circuit (green), which is designed to gener-
ate a current that is proportional to IJ . In fact, one
of the classical equations of motion for the circuit is
θp = (EJP IJ/EMIC) which, together with Eq. (A2),
gives Eq. (1) of the main text.

In Table I, we give characteristic parameters of the
system, and Tables II and III provide estimates for the
probe parameters. These values satisfy the sundry con-
ditions laid out in the text and in this Appendix and are
well within reach of current experimental technology, see
e.g. [19].

Appendix B: System Description

We consider a superconducting circuit design for simu-
lating a photonic cavity with a weak non-linear quantum
impurity. The impurity induces cubic coupling between
the cavity modes quantified by g. We design our circuit
parameters such that g ≪ ω0, where ω0 is the frequency
of the lowest energy cavity mode. Additionally, the pho-
ton loss rate κ is much less than the rate of downconver-
sion which can be calculated using Fermi’s golden rule.

System Parameters Value

N 51
L0 254 pH
C0 100 fF
ω0 16MHz
EJ/h 3 GHz
g/h 5 MHz
Z0 50 Ω
Ω0 18 kHz
κ 1.2 kHz

Table I. System parameters.

Probe Parameters Value

CS 10 fF
LS 100µH
CX 10 fF
LX 100µH
EJP /h 3 GHz
IJPc 1 nA
M 10 nH
CP 10 nH

Table II. Probe parameters

This ensures that the photons undergo many downcon-
version events before escaping the system.

1. Superconducting cavity

The photonic cavity is modeled by a ladder circuit of
inductors and capacitors, as shown in Fig. 3a of the
text. As is customary for superconducting circuits, we
begin by writing down the Lagrangian of the circuit. For
the ladder, we have

L0(Φi, Φ̇i) =

N∑
j=1

CΦ̇2
j

2
−

N∑
j=0

(Φj+1 − Φj)
2

2L
, (B1)

where, Φi =
∫ t

−∞ Vi(τ) dτ is the node flux. To obtain
the Hamiltonian, we use the fact that the conjugate mo-
mentum to Φi is ∂L0/∂Φ̇i = CΦ̇i, which we identify as
the charge Qi associated with the node. The Legendre
transformation of the Lagrangian

∑
i ΦiQi − L0 results

Probe Parameters Value

ZP 126 Ω
ωP 50 MHz
β 0.3
IP,critical 20 pA

Table III. Probe parameters.



8

in the Hamiltonian H0

H0(Φi, Qi) =

N∑
j=0

Q2
j

2C
+

N∑
j=0

(Φj+1 − Φj)
2

2L
(B2)

It is convenient to write the charge and flux operators as
Qj = 2enj and flux operators Φj =

Φ0

2π ϕj .

H0 =

N∑
j=1

4ECn
2
j +

1

2

N∑
j=0

EL(ϕj+1 − ϕj)
2, (B3)

where EC = 4e2

2C and EL =
(
Φ0

2π

)2 1
2L . The dimensionless

operators nj and ϕk obey the canonical commutation re-
lations [nj , ϕk] = iδjk, which follow from the definitions
above.

We take the LC ladder to be terminated at its ends
so that ϕ0 = ϕN+1 = 0. The classical solution of the
flux obeying these boundary conditions is given by the
normal modes and the allowed normal mode frequencies

Xn(i) =
√

2
N+1 sin

(
nπi
N+1

)
, (B4)

ωn = 2√
LC

sin
(

nπ
2N+2

)
, (B5)

where, Xn(i) is the spatial profile of the n
th mode at node

i. These eigenmodes satisfy the orthogonality relations∑
i

Xn(i)Xm(i) = δnm. (B6)

We introduce the photon creation a†n and annihilation
(an) operators as

ϕm = ϕzpf
m (am + a†m), (B7)

nm = −inzpf
m (am − a†m). (B8)

The coefficients

ϕzpf =

√
N + 1

mπ

(
2EC

EL

)1/4

, (B9)

nzpf =

√
mπ

N + 1

(
EL

32EC

)1/4

(B10)

quantify the magnitude of the zero point fluctuations of
flux and charge, respectively. For simplicity, we com-
bine the zero point fluctuation ϕzpf and the spatial mode
Xn(i) into one variable

γn(i) = ϕzpf
n Xn(i). (B11)

This allows us to write the Hamiltonian B3 as

H0 =
∑
n

ℏnω0

(
a†nan +

1

2

)
, (B12)

where, for large circuits, N ≫ 1, the low-lying modes are
roughly equally spaced in frequency ωn = nω0, with

ω0 =
π

N + 1
(LC)−1/2. (B13)

2. Josephson junction impurity

The Hamiltonian of the Josephson junction impurity
shown in Fig. 3a is

Himp = −EJ,imp cos (ϕi0 − ϕj0 + φimp), (B14)

where EJ,imp is the Josephson energy and the junction is
connected between the nodes i0 and j0 of the LC-ladder.
The tunable magnetic flux φimp changes the functional
form of the non-linearity. When φimp = π/2, the leading
terms in the expansion of Himp gives the linear and cubic
contributions

Himp ≈ EJ,imp

[
(ϕi0 − ϕj0)−

(ϕi0 − ϕj0)
3

3!

]
. (B15)

Any odd power, in ϕ, perturbation to the harmonic
Hamiltonian vanishes to first order in perturbation the-
ory. However, the cubic term in equation B15 induces
the downconversion of photons even in the first order. In
terms of the creation and annihilation operators B8, the
impurity Hamiltonian is given by

Himp = g

N∑
nml

Anml(a
†
na

†
mal + h.c.) (B16)

where the energy scale of the coupling,

g = EJ

(
EC

EL

)3/4

,

appearing in Eq. (3) is determined by the energies
EJ , EC , and EL. The dimensionless coupling matrix
Anml ≡ Anml(i0, j0) explicitly expressed as

Anml(i0, j0) =
(√

2/π
)3

2323/4fnfmfl, (B17)

where,

fn =
1√
n
sin

nπ(i0 − j0)

2N + 1
cos

nπ(i0 + j0)

2N + 1

depends on the set of nodes {i0, j0} connected to the
Josephson junction and determines the strength of cou-
pling among the modes n,m, l. The rotating-wave ap-
proximation has been applied in deriving Himp and so
only energy conserving terms satisfying nω0+mω0 = lω0

appear in the Hamiltonian (3).

Appendix C: Mode population dynamics

The time evolution of the photon population ⟨Nn⟩ for
each mode n can be calculated by solving the master
equation for the diagonal elements of ρ. For any given
mode n, the photon down-conversion process leads to
a cascade of photons filling up and leaving the single-
particle state corresponding to the mode n. For weak
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coupling between the modes, the rate of this process is
determined by Fermi’s golden rule

Γdown = Γ
∑
ml

A2
nml[(Nn + 1)(Nm + 1)Nl

−NnNm(Nl + 1)]δl,n+m (C1)

where Γ ∼ E2
J/(ℏ2ω0). Downconversion continues from

the newly populated states to more low-energy pairs, re-
sulting in four photons. This continues till a steady state
is reached.

The inevitable coupling of our system with the envi-
ronment causes the photons to be lost from the circuit
at a rate, κ. To account for photon loss, we work in
the Markovian approximation. Additionally, we assume
that the environment around our system is at T = 0 K.
Therefore, no photons are scattered back from the envi-
ronment into the system. Thus, the rate of photon loss
from a given mode is proportional to the photon popula-
tion of that state. In this case, the Liouville operator in
Eq. (4) simplifies to

L[ρ] = −κ
∑
m

nm|nm⟩⟨nm|. (C2)

These two contributions are used to solve for the Nn as
a function of time. The master equation, thus, leads
to a set of coupled differential equations for the mode
population which can be solved numerically.

Ṅn = Γdown +Ωdrive − κNn, (C3)

where Ωdrive = Ω0e
−iω10t. The effective strength Ω0 of

the driving tone is a function of the drive parameters and
its coupling with the LC-ladder.

Appendix D: Trial wavefunctions

Here, we consider four trial wavefunctions that exem-
plify some of the many-body physics exhibited by large
superconducting circuits.

1. Coherent states

Coherent states |α⟩ of a harmonic oscillator H =
ℏω(a†a+1/2) are the eigenstates of the lowering operator
a. Another way to define coherent states is that they are
the displaced vacuum state |α⟩ = D(α)|0⟩, where

D(α) = eαa
†−α∗a, (D1)

is the displacement operator. By extension, correlation
functions for a product coherent state for a system of N
harmonic oscillators

|ΨC⟩ =
N∏

n=1

Dn(αn)|0⟩ (D2)

are derived using

D†(α)aD(α) = a+ α (D3)

D†(α)a†D(α) = a† + α∗. (D4)

The quadratures for ΨC obtained from Eqs. 5 are

Qn(t) =
1

2

(
αne

−iωnt + α∗
ne

iωnt
)
, (D5)

while the correlation functions have the form

Nnm(t) =
1

2

(
α∗
nαme−i(ωm−ωn)t + c.c.

)
, (D6)

Anm(t) =
1

2

(
α∗
nα

∗
mei(ωm+ωn)t + c.c.

)
. (D7)

We see that the correlation functions obey the relation

Nnm +Anm − 2QnQm = 0, (D8)

which reflects clustering of the correlation functions.

2. Fock States

The state |ΨN ⟩ is defined to be a product of the num-
ber eigenstates for the various modes,

|ΨN ⟩ =
∏
m=1

1√
Nm!

(
a†m

)Nm |0⟩. (D9)

where Nm is the number of photons in mode m. In this
case, we find

Qn = 0, (D10)

Nnm = Nmδnm, (D11)

Anm = 0. (D12)

3. Multi-Mode Squeezed State

We consider a trial wavefunction ΨS that exhibits two-
mode squeezing, with each mode appearing in exactly one
squeezing operator. This state is specified by partitioning
the mode numbers into sets of two—membership in the
same set indicates that these pair of modes are being
simultaneously squeezed. This state can be written

|ΨS⟩ =
∏
l

Dl(αn)
∏
nm

Snm(ξnm)|0⟩. (D13)

The expectation value Qn is given by Eq. (D5). When
an even classical mode is dominant, e.g., mode 10, con-
sidered in the paper, the pair of modes {n,m}, where
m = 10 − n experiences squeezing. In this case, squeez-
ing in mode n = m = 5 modifies the term N5,5 while
the two-mode squeezing changes A1,9,A2,8, . . .A9,1 when
n ̸= m. Thus, the off-diagonal terms of the anomalous
correlation matrix contain information about the two-
mode squeezed states. This result can be summarized in
the following two equations:
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Nnm(t) =
1

2

(
α∗
nαme−i(ωm−ωn)t + α∗

mαne
i(ωm−ωn)t

)
+ sinh2 |ξnm(t)|δnmδn+m,10, (D14)

Anm(t) =
1

2

(
α∗
nα

∗
mei(ωm+ωn)t + αmαne

−i(ωm+ωn)t − cos(arg ξnm(t)) sinh 2|ξnm(t)|δn+m,10

)
, (D15)

where, in the weakly driven regime [37] the steady
state squeezing parameter is given by ξnm(t) =
iα10e

−iω10tAnm,10T∗/ℏ. Note that this parameter is time
dependent. Consequently, all three terms in the expres-
sion for Anm have the same frequency.
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