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A Superconducting Levitated Detector of Gravitational Waves
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A magnetically levitated mass couples to gravity and can act as an effective gravitational wave
detector. We show that a superconducting sphere levitated in a quadrupolar magnetic field, when
excited by a gravitational wave, will produce magnetic field fluctuations that can be read out using
a flux tunable microwave resonator. With a readout operating at the standard quantum limit,
such a system could achieve broadband strain noise sensitivity of h ≲ 10−19/

√
Hz for frequencies of

10 kHz − 1 MHz, opening new corridors for astrophysical probes of new physics.

Gravitational waves have been detected in the Hz–kHz
regime with laser interferometers [1], and potentially in
the nHz regime with pulsar timing array observations [2].
Beyond these important frequencies ranges, a wide array
of potential signals exist across the entire frequency spec-
trum, including signatures from cosmology, astrophysics,
and a variety of speculative physics Beyond the Stan-
dard Model. Correspondingly, a number of methods for
detecting gravitational waves in the low-frequency nHz–
Hz [3–13] and high-frequency ≳ kHz [14–22] regimes are
in various stages of development.

In this paper, we suggest a broadband method to de-
tect gravitational waves (GWs) in the 10 kHz–10 MHz
regime. This regime is particularly motivated by a
number of potential signals, including primordial GW
backgrounds from Standard Model sources [23–27], as-
trophysical signatures of physics Beyond the Standard
Model [28–30], and GWs sourced from mergers of neu-
tron stars [31] and light primordial black holes [32–34].

The detector concept and predicted reach are shown in
Fig. 1. A quadrupolar magnetic field is used to levitate
a superconducting test mass. An incoming gravitational
wave causes a pickup coil to move relative to the sphere,
leading to a time-dependent magnetic flux through the
coil. Subsequently, this flux drives a current; continuous
measurement of this current leads to continuous measure-
ment of the sphere position. A similar architecture has
been suggested as a sensor for dark matter searches [35].
In contrast to the SQUID readout employed in this pro-
posal, here we suggest a flux tunable microwave resonator
(FTMR) readout, such as a radio frequency quantum up-
converter [36–41], allowing for broadband sensitivity at
high frequencies.

The essence of our proposal is similar to GW detec-
tion with a laser interferometer, where an optical field
is used to continuously monitor the distance of a nearly
freely-falling test mass with respect to a reference. In
modern incarnations of these detectors, the dominant
noise source in the detection band comes from the quan-
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tum noise in the optical readout, roughly at the level of
the Standard Quantum Limit (SQL) [42, 43]. Because
the coupling of a single photon to the test mass motion
is weak, reaching the SQL at higher frequencies in an
optical system quickly becomes prohibited by the need
for stronger lasers. In contrast, as we emphasize below,
magnetic systems can achieve orders-of-magnitude larger
couplings to the individual microwave photons in a super-
conducting readout circuit. This could enable operation
of a detector at the SQL at frequencies well above the
audio band.

I. DETECTOR CONCEPT

We begin by discussing the essential physics of the levi-
tating sphere and the interaction of the system with grav-
itational waves, before characterizing the readout system.
Consider a superconducting sphere of radius R and den-
sity ρ placed in a quadrupolar magnetic field. In the
presence of the magnetic field, current loops will form on
the surface of the sphere to expel magnetic field lines in-
side the bulk. This system exhibits a stable equilibrium
at the center of the quadrupolar magnetic field. For a
quadrupolar magnetic field with ∂Bz/∂z = bz centered
on the origin B0 = bz

2 (xx̂+ yŷ − 2zẑ), the sphere is har-
monically trapped with angular frequency

ω2
0 =

3b2z
2ρ

, (1)

and is insensitive to the sphere size provided the ra-
dius is much larger than the penetration depth of the
superconductor [44]. For reference, a lead sphere in a
quadrupole field with gradient bz = 29 T/m, correspond-
ing to the blue curve in Fig. 1, has resonant frequency
f0 = ω0/2π ≈ 47 Hz.

The trapping magnetic quadrupole field can be pro-
duced using current-carrying coils in an anti-Helmholtz
configuration. A gradiometric pick-up loop oriented in
the xy-plane measures the flux induced by motion of the
levitated sphere, while being insensitive to motion of the
trapping coils due to the approximate invariance of the
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Figure 1. Top: basic SLedDoG detector concept. Bottom:
predicted strain sensitivity. Solid curves show the sensitivity
for 1 g, 1-kg, and 30-kg setups corresponding to sphere radii
of 2.7 mm, 2.7 cm, and 8.6 cm respectively. The sensitivity is
optimized at the maximum achievable SQL frequency ω∗ for
each setup (see App. B). We take κ = 2ω∗, β = 1.6, λΦ = 0.1,
T = 10 mK, ρ = ρPb, Bc = 1 T, D = R, n̄ = 100, and
dωa/dΦ = 2π × 1 GHz. The shaded regions depict the strain
sensitivities of existing experiments.

z-component of the trapping field under xy-translations,
as discussed in App. A.

Now consider a gravitational wave incident on this
system, with wavelength much longer than the size of
the system. We will describe the signal in the so-called
“proper detector frame” [45, 46], in which the metric is
locally flat at the origin, taken to be the center of the
quadrupole field. In this frame, the elements of the ex-
perimental apparatus feel a force due to the GW

FGW
i (x) =

m

2
xj ḧTT

ij (2)

that depends on the position x and massm, as well as the
metric h, evaluated in transverse-traceless gauge [47]. We
take m to be the mass of the sphere, assuming that the
pickup is attached to a heavy apparatus. The GW force
(2) induces a change in the relative distance ξ between
the sphere and the pickup loop; with our parameters, the
distance between the trap center and sphere is negligible.
In the limit that the GW frequency is large enough that
the motion of ξ is approximately free, ξ obeys

ξ̈ ≈ ḧzz

2
D . (3)

This change in displacement causes a change in the flux
through the pick-up loop, which we read out as discussed
below.

In addition to causing relative motion between the
sphere and the pick-up loop, the GW also moves the pri-
mary coils, and distorts the shape of the elements of the
experimental apparatus. In the frame with the origin at
the trap center, the two primary coils always feel equal
and opposite forces in the z-direction. For simplicity,
in the rest of the paper we focus on +-polarised GWs
incident along the xy-plane and relegate a complete dis-
cussion of the other GW-induced strains to App. A. For
such a GW, the GW signal comes from changes in ξ, and
the phenomena from other GW configurations affect the
signal by only an O(1) amount compared to this expec-
tation.

Proposals to use levitated superconductors as dark
matter detectors and gravity gradiometers use SQUIDs
to read out changes in the magnetic field [35, 41, 48–50].
However, at frequencies higher than∼ 10 kHz, it becomes
difficult to strongly couple the SQUID to the displace-
ment of the sphere, leading to large imprecision noise. We
instead propose employing a flux tunable microwave res-
onator (FMTR, [36, 37]) which we will show can strongly
couple to the displacement of the sphere at high frequen-
cies. The FTMR, pictured in Fig. 1, is a driven mi-
crowave resonator inductively coupled to displacement
of the sphere via a pickup circuit — a transformer which
transfers flux from a pickup coil to the SQUID via an
input coil, in which both the pickup and the input coil
have inductances Lp. We assume any parasitic induc-
tance in the pickup circuit is much smaller than Lp. The
microwave resonator is an LC circuit with capacitance
C ≡ Ca +Cext and inductance L(Φ) ≡ La +LS +LJ(Φ)
dependent on the flux threading the SQUID, which in
turn depends on the displacement of the sphere. In a typ-
ical Josephson system, LJ(Φ) is periodic; we will here be
interested in the regime of small fluxes, where we can lin-
earize LJ ≈ LJ(0) + (dLJ/dΦ)Φ. In this regime the res-
onator’s frequency is also a function of the threading flux,
which can be approximated as ωa(Φ) ≈ ωa+(dωa/dΦ)Φ.

The microwave resonator dynamics and the mechanical
motion of the sphere both amount to simple harmonic os-
cillators in these approximations. Let a† be the creation
operator for a microwave resonator photon. The Hamil-
tonianHLC = ωa(Φ)a

†a then has frequency depending on
the magnetic flux threading the resonator, as discussed
above. For small mechanical displacements ξ, this flux is

Φ = βλΦR
2bzξ ≡ ηξ , (4)

where λΦ ≈ M/2Lp characterizes the transduction be-
tween flux through the pickup loop Φp and the readout
circuit Φ in terms of the mutual inductance of the input
coil and the SQUID, β is a dimensionless parameter de-
pendent on the geometry of the pickup loop [51, 52], and
R is the radius of the sphere. After linearizing around
ξ = 0, the Hamiltonian Hsys for the sphere and resonator
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can be written as

Hsys = ωaa
†a+ ω0b

†b−G0a
†a

(
b+ b†

)
. (5)

Here ξ = ξ0
(
b + b†

)
, and we have defined the zero point

fluctuation scale and single-photon coupling

ξ0 =
1√

2mω0
, G0 = ηξ0

dωa

dΦ
. (6)

The resonator is driven by a source of microwave pho-
tons with frequency ωd. The drive photons pick up a
phase shift as they circulate the resonator and then exit,
where their phase can be measured, again in analogy with
the laser photons in an interferometer. Moreover, the
drive effectively enhances the single-photon coupling G0.
To model both of these effects, we employ the standard
input-output formalism [43]. The output current is re-
lated to the input current through the usual I/O relation

qout = qin −
√
κq, (7)

where κ is the loss rate of the microwave resonator. Lin-
earizing around the drive, the Heisenberg equations of
motion for the system become

ξ̇ =
p

m

ṗ = −mω2
0ξ −

G

ϕ2
0ξ0

ϕ− γp+ Fin

ϕ̇ =
q

C
− κϕ+

√
κϕin

q̇ = −Cω2
aϕ− 2G

ϕ2
0ξ0

ξ − κq +
√
κqin ,

(8)

Here, κ is the loss rate in the LC circuit, G = G0

√
n is

the single-photon coupling enhanced by the presence of
n ≫ 1 circulating photons in the microwave resonator.
In practice, n is limited by the requirement that the in-
ductance LJ(Φ) be linear in Φ. A system with a large
G is strongly coupled, such that small fluctuations in the
position of the sphere will lead to large fluctuations of
the output modes.

The equations of motion are easily solved in frequency
domain. This gives the output current, our basic observ-
able:

qout = eiϕcqin + 2

(
G

ϕ0ξ0

)2

κχ2
cχmϕin

+ 2

(
G

ϕ0ξ0

)√
κχcχmmν2Dhin.

(9)

Here, hin is the gravitational wave signal [which gives a
force Fin = mDν2hin/2, see Eq. (2)], and the LC circuit
(“cavity”) and mechanical motion susceptibilities are

χc(ν) =
1

iν − κ/2
, χm(ν) =

1

m[(ω2
0 − ν2)− iγν]

. (10)

The phase eiϕc = χc/χ
∗
c . The second line of Eq. (9)

shows the gravitational wave is encoded into the mea-
sured output on the microwave line. The first line shows

the two noise sources added by the readout itself: the
shot noise, encoded by the qin field, and the back-action
noise, encoded by the ϕin field. In the next section, we
analyze the relative size of these terms and quantify their
added noise.

II. NOISE AND SENSITIVITY

We assume that our detector is limited by irreducible
technical noise from the surrounding thermal bath, as
well as the quantum measurement noise added from the
readout system. In practice, operating in a T ∼ 10 mK
fridge, the microwave LC circuit has ωa ≫ T . This means
that the readout circuit is dominated by its quantum
vacuum noise. With a reasonably high-Q mechanical sys-
tem, the thermal noise on the mechanics is not important
in this regime, as we show quantitatively at the end of
this section; see also Fig. 2.
The strain noise power spectrum of the detector can be

computed using the solution (9) and theWeiner-Khinchin
theorem, following standard techniques [43]. For com-
pleteness we also provide a detailed derivation in App. B.
The result takes the form Shh = ST

hh+SSN
hh +SBA

hh , where
the first term represents thermal noise acting directly on
the sphere, and the last two terms are the quantum read-
out noise, called shot noise and back-action respectively.
The total quantum readout noise can be minimized at

a single frequency of choice. The shot noise term is due to
vacuum fluctuations in the phase of the microwave drive,
while the back-action is from the random inductive force
acting on the mechanical system due to the microwave
drive fluctuations. Explicitly,

SSN
hh (ν) =

ξ20
G2κm2D2ν4|χc|2|χm|2

SBA
hh (ν) =

G2κ

ξ20m
2D2ν4

|χc(ν)|2 ,

(11)

where the approximation holds for high frequencies.
From these expressions, we see that variation of the
(drive-enhanced) coupling G trades between the shot and
back-action noise. In principle, we can always select a
target frequency ω∗ and tune the drive strength so that
G = G∗(ω∗) minimizes the sum of these two quantum
noise contributions. The resulting noise level is called the
Standard Quantum Limit (SQL) at frequency ω∗. The
required coupling strength is

G∗ =
ξ0√

κ|χm(ω∗)||χc(ω∗)|

≈ 20 MHz×
(

ω∗/2π

100 kHz

)3/2 (
100 Hz

ω0/2π

)1/2

,

(12)

where we are taking the high-frequency limit ω∗ ≳ κ ≫
ω0, γ. Note that the required coupling is independent of
the test mass m. A central question for us is how close a
realistic system can get to achieving this requirement.
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As discussed in the introduction, magnetic systems like
ours allow for relatively large values of the single-photon
coupling (6), and can potentially enable SQL-level mea-
surements at frequencies higher than those achievable
with optical readout. To study this quantitatively, we
first discuss some basic operational restrictions. The
magnetic field gradient bz is limited by the critical field
of the superconducting sphere as bz ≤ 4

5Bc/R [44]. We
will saturate this inequality and assume that the sphere
is lead coated with TiN to maximize its density. Thin
TiN films have been shown to achieve critical fields up
to Bc ∼ 5 T [53]. Under this assumption, the achievable
single-photon couplings are of order

G0 = ξ0λΦβBcR
dωa

dΦ

≈ 0.2 MHz×
(

Bc

1 T

)1/2 (
λΦ

0.1

)(
β

1

)
,

(13)

where we take the circuit’s frequency response to an input
flux dωa/dΦ ≈ 2π×1 GHz [37]. Comparing Eqs. (12) and
(13), and recalling that the drive-enhanced coupling is

G =
√
nG0, the basic conclusion is that SQL-level noise is

achievable in this parameter regime, with very moderate
amounts of circulating power in the circuit n ≲ 102.

Achieving the SQL at larger mass or higher frequency
becomes more difficult. The limit at higher frequency

comes from the G∗ ∼ ω
3/2
∗ scaling in Eq. (12). The scal-

ing with sensor size is more subtle. We can parameterize
m = 4πρR3/3 and ω2

0 = 24B2
c/25ρR

2, using Eq. (1) and
assuming bz = 4Bc/5R as discussed above. In terms

of the sphere size R, we have G∗ ∼ ω
−1/2
0 ∼ R1/2, while

G0 ∼ (mω0)
−1/2R1 ∼ R0, independent of R. Thus larger

spheres require stronger driven couplings, or equivalently,
larger circulating power n in the circuit. Beyond n ≈ 102,
the circuits tend to become non-linear.

In Fig. 2, we show all the contributions to the noise
budget assuming that the SQL is achieved at ω∗ ≈ κ/2 ≈
2π×100 kHz. Tuning the loss rate in this way minimises
the coupling required to reach the SQL at this frequency.
We see that the shot noise and backaction cross at the
appropriate frequency, and the thermal noise, modeled
using the standard formula [54, 55],

ST
hh(ν) =

2γT

mD2ν4
, (14)

is subdominant at the relevant frequencies. The same
noise budget was used to produce the basic sensitivity
projections in Fig. 1.

III. OUTLOOK

The sensitivity curves shown in Fig. 1 suggest that lev-
itated superconducting test masses, read out with a flux
tunable microwave circuit, could be capable of broad-
band detection of gravitational waves in the 10 kHz–10

SBA
hh

SSQL
hh

SSN
hh

Sth
hh

Figure 2. Noise PSDs referred to the GW strain for a 1 kg
SLedDoG setup. Solid lines show the noise profiles for a setup
reaching the SQL at ω∗ = κ/2 ≈ 2π×23 kHz. The dashed line
shows SQL, where SSN

hh = SBA
hh . We note that at T = 10 mK,

the mechanical modes of the sphere will be thermally occupied
leading to peaks in the thermal noise PSD near mechanical
resonances for f ≳ 10 kHz. Due to the ω−4 scaling of the
thermal noise PSD, we expect this effect to be subdominant
and neglect it in our treatment. The bottom panel shows the
coupling G(ν) required to reach the SQL at frequency ν for
a 1 kg setup (solid) and the estimated achievable coupling G
derived in App. C (dashed).

MHz band. Above this frequency range, our noise esti-
mates are on less clear footing, because internal mechan-
ical modes in the system will come into play. However,
within the main band of interest, our proposal would
open a wide swath of observable GW frequencies. More-
over, the core technology is being actively pursued to
perform searches for a variety of dark matter candidates
[35] and tests of low-energy quantum gravity [56]. The
key advantage of these magnetic systems is the possi-
bility of strong single-photon couplings, enabling opera-
tion at or even below the SQL at frequencies well above
the kHz scale, impossible with standard optical readout
methods. Our results further reinforce the need to de-
velop such systems as future quantum-limited detectors
of high-frequency signals.
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Appendix A: Complete Signal Calculation

The signal considered around Eq. (3) only takes into account the relative motion of the pickup loop and the sphere
under the influence of a GW. However, at the frequencies we consider here (> kHz), the entire setup is effectively in
free fall. This result can be seen by noting that the setup is made of solid materials with sound speeds vs ∼ 103 m/s
and has a length scale of 1 m yielding a resonant frequency ωc ∼ kHz. In practice, we must therefore consider the
motion of the anti-Helmholtz (AHC) coils that source the quadrupolar field, the motion of the sphere, and the motion
of the pickup loop. We will show that the gradiometric (figure-8) pickup circuit setup nullifies any change in primary
magnetic field due to the motion of the primary coils. The dominant effect is due to the change in field sourced by
the superconducting sphere.

A passing gravitational wave affects the following:

• The distance to the loop D, and thus the sphere–loop separation ξ, affecting the flux through the loop. This is
the dominant signal we consider, and is discussed in the main body of the text.

• The path of the loop Cℓ, upon which the flux depends, which we show to be subleading to the previous effect;
this is discussed in Sec. A 1 b.

• Distortion of the primary coils, including their shape and separation from the trap center. As we show, in the
gradiometric loop configuration which we employ, this does not directly induce a change in flux through the
loop, since the magnetic field is still approximately translation-invariant. However, both of these effects can
change the magnetic field gradient along the coaxial direction at the centre of the quadrupole trap, which in turn
changes the magnetic field that the sphere produces. This field is not translation-invariant, and so produces a
measurable change through the pick-up loop. This effect can be of the same order as the first effect, but there
exist configurations in which it vanishes, as shown in Sec. A 2.

• The shape of the sphere, which changes the field it induces. We show in Sec. A 3 that this effect is subdominant.

1. Forces due to a gravitational wave

In this section, we derive results on how a gravitational wave affects the primary coils, pick-up loop, and levitated
particle.

In the proper detector frame, Newtonian forces act on every element of the experimental apparatus due to a passing
gravitational wave [46]. The components of the force-density fi acting on an object of density ρ at location x are
fi =

1
2ρh

TT
ij xj , where hTT

ij are the components of the metric perturbation in TT-gauge. From here on, we omit the
superscript TT on the metric perturbation h.
For a gravitational wave travelling in the ẑ direction, the components of a monochromatic metric perturbation h′

of energy ωg are

h′(t, z) =

h+ h× 0
h× −h+ 0
0 0 0

 cos
(
ωg(t− z)

)
, (A1)

which depends on the amplitude of the two polarisations h+ and h×.
Given the cylindrical symmetry of our system, we may consider a gravitational wave to lie in the (x, z)−plane,

without loss of generality. We obtain such a gravitational wave, propagating with a polar angle θh from the x−axis,
by rotating Eq. (A1) h(θh) = R(θh) · h′ · R⊤(θh), with

R(θh) =

 cos θh 0 sin θh
0 1 0

− sin θh 0 cos θh

 . (A2)

The force density due to such a gravitational wave may be decomposed into its two polarisation components f+ and
f×, with

f+(x) = h+

x cos2 θh − z
2 sin 2θh

−y
z sin2 θh − x

2 sin 2θh

 cosωgt, (A3)
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and

f×(x) = h×

 y cos θh
x cos θh − z sin θh

−y sin θh

 cosωgt, (A4)

where we have assumed that ω is much smaller than the inverse size of the experiment.

a. Force on primary coils

The primary coils comprising the anti-Helmholtz system, in the absence of a gravitational wave, are two circular
wires of radius RC at heights z = ±a; a parametric description c±(λ) of these two undisturbed coils is

c±(λ) =

RC cosλ
RC sinλ

±a

 , (A5)

where λ ∈ [0, 2π).
Under the effect of a +-polarised GW, we approximate the primary coils as a set of test masses, such that they are

distorted by the force Eq. (A3) a

c±(λ) →

RC cosλ
(
1 + h+ cos2 θh

)
∓ h+a

2 sin 2θh
RC sinλ (1− h+)

±a+ h+

(
±a sin2 θh − RC

2 cosλ sin 2θh
)
 , (A6)

where we have absorbed the time-dependence of the GW into h+. This equation describes an elliptical coil that is
subject to five effects: i) the length along the x-axis is changed to RC(1+ h+ cos2 θh); (ii) the length along the y-axis

is changed to RC(1− h+), (iii) the coil is x-translated by ∓h+a
2 sin 2θh; (iv) the coil is z-translated by ±ah+ sin2 θh;

and (v) the coil is rotated through the y-axis by an angle ϕh ≈ −h+

2 sin 2θh.
Similarly, for a ×-polarised wave, the coils are distorted by Eq. (A4) resulting in

c±(λ) →

 RC (cosλ+ h× sinλ cos θh)
RC (sinλ+ h× cosλ cos θh)∓ ah× sin θh

±a− h×RC sinλ sin θh,

 (A7)

which again describes an ellipse, but now i) with axis lengths RC(1±h× cos θh); (ii) y-translated by ∓ah× sin θh; and
(iii) tilted around the x-axis by ϕh ≈ −h× sin θh.

b. Force on pick-up loop

The pick-up loop is comprised of a two circular lengths of wire in a figure-8 shape. As such, this loop will be
distorted in an analogous manner to Eqs. (A6) and (A7), with the replacement RC → Rℓ and a → D.
We neglect distortions of the pick-up loop, since, as shown in Fig. 3, the field is concentrated at the center of the

loop, implying the flux is insensitive to small changes in the loop boundary.
In a gradiometric configuration, one measures the difference between fluxes through the two loops of the figure-8

coil. Thus any change in magnetic field that is translation-invariant in the plane of the loop will not cause a signal.
Since both the pick-up loop and the primary coils are rotated by a GW by the same angle, and the quadrupolar
field generated by elliptical coils is still translation-invariant in directions perpendicular to the primary coil’s axis, the
distortion of the primary coils does not induce any change in flux through the gradiometric pick-up loop.

2. Magnetic fields sourced by Anti-Helmoltz Coils

The quadrupolar trap is sourced by the magnetic field of two on axis solenoids with current running in opposite
directions. We will assume that without a GW, the solenoids are fixed at a±ẑ. We will refer to quantities relating
to the solenoid at a+ẑ with the subscript + and those relating to the solenoid at a−ẑ with the subscript −. We’ll
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start by solving for the magnetic field sourced by a generic current loop of radius Rℓ and height a positioned in the
xy plane. The magnetic field can be written in integral form as

B(r, θ, z) =
IRℓ

4π

∫ 2π

0

dθℓθ̂ × (rℓ − r)

|rℓ − r|3
(A8)

In cylindrical coordinates, the separation vector between a point on the loop (subscripts ℓ) and a point in space is

rℓ − r = (r cos(θℓ − θ)−Rℓ) r̂ + r sin(θ − θℓ)θ̂ + (z − a)ẑ (A9)

Therefore, the magnetic field is

B(r, θ, z) =
µ0IRℓ

4π

∫ 2π

0

dθℓ
−(r cos(θ − θℓ)−Rℓ)ẑ + (z − a)r̂

(r2 +R2
ℓ − 2Rℓr cos(θ − θℓ) + (z − a)2)

3/2
(A10)

We consider a system in which the radii of both the sphere and the pickup loop as well as the loop-sphere dis-
placement are small compared to the radius and the z position of the primary coils. In this case, we can expand the
integrand and solve for the magnetic field along the z-axis – this is the only component of the field that affects the
sphere-induced field as well as the flux through pick-up loops in the x− y plane.

B1coil
z (z) =

µ0IR
2
ℓ

2

a2 +R2
ℓ + 3az

(a2 +R2
ℓ )

5/2
(A11)

The total field at a point z due to an AHC is

BAHC
z (z) = µ0IR

2
ℓ

3az

(a2 +R2
ℓ )

5/2
= bzz (A12)

where we have defined the magnetic field gradient near the center of the trap as

bz ≡ µ0IR
2
ℓ

3a

(a2 +R2
ℓ )

5/2
. (A13)

Note that Eq. (A12) is translation-invariant along both the x and y axes, and so the flux due to the primary coils
through a gradiometric pick-up loop vanishes.

Since the gradient of the magnetic field does vary with the major/minor axes of the ellipse as well as with the
separation a of the primary coils, the field that the sphere produces is affected by the motion of the primary coils,
which induces a change in flux through the gradiometric loop since it is not translation-invariant.

a. Distortions

For a set of elliptical anti-Helmholtz coils whose axes have length Rp(1 + hx) and Rp(1 + hy), and whose co-axial
distance to the trap-centre is a(1 + hz), the z-component of the magnetic field is

Bz =
3IaR2

p

(a2 +R2
p)

7/2

[
a2(1 + hx + hy − 4hz) +R2

p

(
1− 3

2
(hx + hy) + hz

)]
z (A14)

to linear order in hx,y,z. We note that for a purely +-polarised GW travelling along the equator with θh = π/2,

hx = 0, hy = −h+ and hz = h+, and so Bz is constant to linear order in h for a = Rp/
√
2. In this configuration, the

GW-induced strain of the primary coils may be ignored.

3. Strain on sphere

The sphere itself feels a strain under the influence of a GW. This strain distorts the shape of the sphere, which
in turn affects the magnetic field produced by the currents circulating along its surface. In the quasistatic limit, the
induced magnetic field Bind satisfies both ∇ ·Bind = ∇×Bind = 0, and so admits the expansion [35]

Bind(r, θ, ϕ) =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

almr−l−2
[
− (l + 1)Ylm +Ψlm

]
, (A15)
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Figure 3. The z-component magnetic field induced by the sphere, evaluated at the height of the pick-up loop, in units of bz R.
The pick-up loop is shown in dotted black.

where the basis vectors are given in terms of the real scalar spherical harmonics Ylm(θ, ϕ) as

Ylm = Ylmr̂, Ψlm = r∇Ylm. (A16)

The total magnetic field Btot must satisfy the continuity condition

n̂ · (B0 +Bind)|Σ = 0, (A17)

where n̂ is the unit normal to the superconducting element’s surface Σ, and B0 is the trap magnetic field. This
continuity condition specifies the value of the coefficients alm of Eq. (A15), given a particular trap field.
The field due to the sphere, when unperturbed by a GW, satisfies r̂ · Btot(r0) = 0, for all r0 ∈ Σ0, where Σ0 is

surface of the unperturbed sphere. If the sphere is at the centre of a quadrupolar trap, we have

B0 =

√
π

5
bzr(2Y20 +Ψ20), (A18)

where bz is given by Eq. (A13). The continuity condition Btot,r(R, θ, ϕ) = 0 implies that the unperturbed coefficients

alm = a
(0)
lm are

a
(0)
20 =

2

3

√
π/5 bzR

5, (A19)

where R is the sphere’s radius, with the coefficients vanishing. The z-component of this induced field is plotted in
Fig. 3, where we have set z = R.

Under small perturbation due to a GW, the continuity condition implies

n̂ ·Btot ≈ r̂ ·Btot(r0) + δ̂ ·Btot(r0) + r̂i ·∆j∇jBtot,i(r0) +O(h2) = 0, (A20)

where δ̂ ≡ n̂ − r̂ is the deviation of the perturbed normal vector, and ∆(θ, ϕ) ≡ r − r0 is the change in position of
the sphere’s surface, both of which are O(h). We also expand the induced magnetic field in terms of its unperturbed

value B
(0)
ind and the O(h) corrections B

(1)
ind; Eq. (A20) then implies

r̂ ·B(1)
ind = −δ̂ ·

(
B0(r0) +B

(0)
ind(r0)

)
−∆ · ∇

(
B0,r(r0) +B

(0)
ind,r(r0)

)
, (A21)

which must be solved to find the coefficients a
(1)
lm of the corrections to the induced field.
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Assuming that the frequency ωg of a GW incident on the sphere is much larger than the mechanical resonance of
the sphere, the distortion of the sphere due to the GW can be decomposed into a time dependent amplitude and
dimensionless spatial mode profiles Snlm:

∆(x, t) = hηgnlme−iωgtRSnlm(x) . (A22)

The amplitude of the mechanical perturbation depends on the GW strain, the sphere radius, and the GW coupling
to the mechanical mode ηgnlm defined as [20]

ηgnlm =
1

2V R
ĥTT
ij

∫
V

dV xjSi
nlm(x) , (A23)

where ĥTT is the TT metric perturbation normalized by the strain. The spatial profiles, normalized such that∫
V
dV |S(x)|2 = V , can be expanded in terms of vector spherical harmonics such that each mode causes a distortion [20,

46]

∆nlm(x) = hηgnlmR (Anl(R)Ylm +Bnl(R)Ψlm) , (A24)

where the coefficients Anl, Bnl depend on the mechanical properties of the sphere.
The unit normal vector given in terms of the sphere’s deformed radius Rh(r) := |r0−∆(r)| can be determined from

Eq. (A24) as

n̂ =
∇Rh(r)

|∇Rh(r)|
≈ r̂ − hηgnlmAnlΨlm,

(A25)

which is normal to the perturbed surface at the same (θ, ϕ) as the unperturbed sphere. Therefore the O(h) corrections
to the induced field must satisfy, by Eq. (A21),

∑
l′m′

al′m′
(l′ + 1)

rl′+2
Yl′m′ = hηgnlm

Anl a
(0)
20

R4
(Ψlm ·Ψ20 − 12Ylm ·Y20) +

√
π

5
hηgnlmAnlbzR (Ψlm ·Ψ20 − 2Ylm ·Y20) .

(A26)

Now we make use of the facts that spherical harmonics are orthogonal when integrated over the sphere∫
dΩYlmYl′m′ = δll′ δmm′ , (A27)

and further satisfy the condition

Cl1l2l3
m1m2m3

:=

∫
dΩYl1m1

Yl2m2
Yl3m3

=

√
(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)(2l3 + 1)

4π

(
l1 l2 l3
m1 m2 m3

)(
l1 l2 l3
0 0 0

)
,

Dl1l2l3
m1m2m3

:=

∫
dΩYl1m1

(∇ΩYl2m2
) · ∇Ω(Yl3m3

)

=
l2(l2 + 1) + l3(l3 + 1)− l1(l1 + 1)

2

∫
dΩYl1m1

Yl2m2
Yl3m3

,

(A28)

where

(
l1 l2 l3
m1 m2 m3

)
is the Wigner 3-j symbol, and ∇Ω is the surface gradient. Using these expressions, we may

integrate Eq. (A26) over the sphere, weighted by a spherical harmonic, to find

a
(1)
l′m′ = −hηgnlm

AnlR
l′+2

l′ + 1

[a(0)20

R4

(
12Cl′l2

m′m0 −Dl′l2
m′m0

)
+

√
π

5
bzR

(
2Cl′l2

m′m0 −Dl′l2
m′m0

) ]
= −hηgnlm

AnlR
l′+2

l′ + 1

a
(0)
20

R4

(
15Cl′l2

m′m0 −
5

2
Dl′l2

m′m0

)
,

(A29)
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where we have made use of Eq. (A19) in the second line.
For the quadrupolar l = 2 mechanical deformations induced by a GW, the Wigner 3-j symbols appearing in Eq.

(A29) vanish unless l = 0, 2, 4, implying that O(h) corrections are induced to the monopole, quadrupole and octupole
moments. Furthermore, the GW-mechanical couplings ηgnlm are O(1) only for n = 0 and l = 2. For a +-polarized
GW propagating in the xy plane, ηg022 = 0.52 and ηg020 = −0.30 with all other n = 0 couplings equal to zero; we also

find A02 = 0.96. For such a wave, the change in flux δΦ(1) is then given by integrating the perturbed magnetic field,
given by Eqs. (A15) and (A29), over the gradiometric loop configuration sketched in Fig. 3, and is

δΦ(1)

Φ(0)
= −0.54he−iωgt; (A30)

we neglect this effect in the main text as it is smaller than the signal of Eq. (C3) coming from variation in the
sphere–loop separation.
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Appendix B: System Hamiltonian and input-output formalism

In this appendix, we begin by deriving the full Hamiltonian of the sphere coupled to the readout circuit. We then
show how to employ the standard input-output formalism from quantum optics [43] to calculate the signal and noise
power spectral densities. Throughout, we follow closely Ref. [36], generalizing where necessary.

We begin by deriving the Hamiltonian for the sphere, the readout circuit, and their coupling. Independently, each
of the two systems is simply a harmonic oscillator. We write

Hsphere =
p2

2m
+

1

2
mω2

0ξ
2, HLC =

q2

2C
+

ϕ2

2(La + LJ(Φ))
=

q2

2C
+

1

2
Cω̃2

aϕ
2, (B1)

where we have restricted the motion of the sphere to the z axis, Φ is the magnetic flux through the readout circuit,
ω̃a = ω̃a(Φ) = 1/

√
L(Φ)C is the (flux-dependent) frequency of the circuit in terms of the total (flux-dependent)

inductance L̃ = L̃(Φ) = La+LJ(Φ), q is the charge on the capacitor and ϕ is the phase. These are conjugate variables
which behave analogously to the position and momentum z and p for the mechanical system. The inductance LJ is
assumed to be nonlinear, which can be achieved for example using a Josephson interferometer for which LJ is periodic
in Φ.

Motion of the sphere relative to the pickup loop (with distance ξ) induces an external flux Φ ∝ ξ through the
resonator circuit. For small changes in position, the change in flux is determined by the gradient of the flux with
respect to the separation ∂Φp/∂z. We parametrize this gradient as [37]

∂Φp

∂z
= βbzR

2, (B2)

where bz = ∂(B0)z/∂z is the trap’s magnetic field gradient, R is the sphere’s radius, and β ∼ O(1) is a dimensionless
geometric coefficient. The magnetic field on the surface of the sphere is approximately bzR, and so this product is
constrained to be less than the critical field of the superconducting sphere. The loop flux Φp is linearly related to flux
through the SQUID Φ = λΦΦp, through a transduction coefficient

λΦ =
M

LI + Lp + Lw
≈ M

2Lp
(B3)

where M ≤
√
LSLI is the mutual inductance, given in terms of the SQUID and input inductances LS and LI ,

respectively, Lp is the loop inductance, and Lw is any stray inductance in the system. We assume that there is perfect
coupling between the input coil and the SQUID, such that M =

√
LSLI . The transduction coefficient is maximised

for LI = Lp and Lw ≪ LI , which is the approximation in the second step. Integrating Φ = λΦΦp once and putting
this together reproduces Eq. (4), which here is more usefully written as

η ≡ ∂Φ

∂ξ
= βbzR

2λΦ ≈ βbz
M

2Lp
R2. (B4)

For small fluxes Φ ≈ 0 through the SQUID, in particular those generated by small motions of the sphere, we can
expand

ω̃a(Φ) = ωa +Φ
∂ω̃a(0)

∂Φ
,

∂ω̃a(0)

∂Φ
= −1

2
Cω3

a

∂LJ(0)

∂Φ
, (B5)

where here and in the rest of the paper, ωa = 1/
√
LC is the (flux-independent) LC frequency in terms of the (flux-

independent) total inductance at zero flux L = L̃(0) = La + LJ(0). Finally, we can use this expansion to write the
total Hamiltonian as two oscillators with a simple coupling:

Hsys =
p2

2m
+

1

2
mω2

0ξ
2 +

q2

2C
+

1

2
Cω2

aϕ
2 + Vint. (B6)

The interaction term comes from expanding

ω̃2
a ≈ ω2

a + 2ωa
∂ω̃a

∂ξ
ξ ≈ ω2

a + 2ωa
∂ω̃a

∂Φ

∂Φ

∂ξ
ξ (B7)

and using the above results to evaluate the derivatives, yielding

Vint = −Cωa
∂ωa

∂Φ
ηξϕ2, (B8)
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where again η is given in Eq. (B4).
The coupling term in Eq. (B8) represents a nonlinear coupling between the sphere and the LC circuit ∼ ξϕ2. This

is similar to the usual optomechanical coupling ∼ xa†a between the position of a suspended mirror and the cavity
photon number operator. There is a slight difference since the optomechanical coupling is dispersive (position couples
to energy, which is conserved) while the magnetomechanical coupling here is not (position couples to ϕ2, which is not
conserved). However, when the readout system is driven, the two couplings behave identically, as we will see below.

This system can be quantized following standard methods [57]. Simply, ξ, p, q, and ϕ are promoted to operators.
Since the system is a pair of coupled harmonic oscillators we explicitly introduce ladder operators

ξ = ξ0
(
b† + b

)
, p = ip0

(
b† − b

)
, ϕ = ϕ0

(
a† + a

)
, q = iq0

(
a† − a

)
. (B9)

Here the prefactors are the vacuum amplitudes (i.e., the uncertainties in the ground state):

ξ0 =

√
1

2mω0
, p0 =

√
mω0

2
, ϕ0 =

√
1

2Cωa
, q0 =

√
Cωa

2
. (B10)

The commutation relations are canonical: [ξ, p] = [ϕ, q] = i. In terms of the ladder operators we can write the
Hamiltonian as

Hsys = ωaa
†a+ ω0b

†b−G0

(
a† + a

)2 (
b† + b

)
, (B11)

where the single-photon coupling is

G0 = Cωaη
∂ωa

∂ϕ
ξ0ϕ

2
0 =

1

2
ηξ0

∂ωa

∂Φ
, (B12)

and has units of frequency as usual. The Heisenberg equations of motion are thus

ξ̇ =
p

m
, ṗ = −mω2

0ξ −
G0

ϕ2
0ξ0

ϕ2 , ϕ̇ =
q

C
, q̇ = −Cω2

aϕ− 2G0

ϕ2
0ξ0

ϕξ. (B13)

We see that the motion of the sphere ξ is imprinted on the circuit, and vice versa, the circuit drives the position of
the sphere, through the G0 terms.
Eqs. (B13) describe the sphere and LC circuit in the absence of any noise and without the microwave drive and

readout. To incorporate these effects, we use standard input-output techniques [43]. The microwave line is assigned
input and output fields ϕin, qin, with effective coupling rate κ, and we also allow for an external force Fin on the
mechanical motion of the sphere, which can include both the signal of interest as well as thermal noise. The Heisenberg
equations, Eq. (B13), become Heisenberg-Langevin equations,

ξ̇ =
p

m
, ϕ̇ =

q

C
− κ

2
ϕ+

√
κϕin

ṗ = −mω2
0ξ −

G0

ϕ2
0ξ0

ϕ2 − γp+ Fin, q̇ = −Cω2
aϕ− 2G0

ϕ2
0ξ0

ϕξ − κ

2
q +

√
κqin .

(B14)

The output fields are related to the input fields by the usual I/O relations

ϕout = ϕin −
√
κϕ , qout = qin −

√
κq . (B15)

Driving the microwave line at the LC frequency ϕin → ϕin cos(ωat) + ϕin, where the overlined term is the drive
strength and the second term is the vacuum fluctuation around this drive, we can solve for the steady-state solution
ϕ = ϕin/

√
κ to leading order in couplings and perturbations, assuming a sufficiently strong drive |ϕin| ≫ ϕin. Moving

to the frame co-rotating with the drive (i.e., the LC circuit) and linearizing around the strong drive, we obtain the
equations of motion (8) given in the main text, viz.

ξ̇ =
p

m
, ϕ̇ = −κ

2
ϕ+

√
κϕin

ṗ = −mω2
0ξ −

G

ϕ0ξ0
ϕ− γp+ Fin, q̇ = − 2G

ϕ0ξ0
ξ − κ

2
q +

√
κqin ,

(B16)

where the drive-enhanced coupling is

G ≡
√
nG0, n ≡ |ϕin|2

ϕ2
0κ

(B17)
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in terms of the number n of microwave quanta circulating in the LC circuit. In this limit the equations of motion are
linear and therefore easy to solve with linear response in the frequency domain.

The observable we are interested in is the output charge qout, since q is the variable that gets the information about
the mechanical system. From the I/O relation (B15), this means we need the solution for ϕ(ν) in terms of the various
input fields. The solution for the mechanical motion z(ν) is

ξ(ν) = χm(ν)

[
− G

ϕ0ξ0
ϕ(ν) + Fin(ν)

]
(B18)

in terms of the response function for the mechanical motion

χm(ν) =
1

m [(ω2
0 − ν2)− iγν]

. (B19)

Using this and the I/O relation, we obtain the solution for qout(ν):

qout(ν) = eiϕc(ν)qin(ν) + 2

(
G

ϕ0ξ0

)2

κχ2
c(ν)χm(ν)ϕin(ν)− 2

(
G

ϕ0ξ0

)√
κχc(ν)χm(ν)Fin(ν), (B20)

where now we use the circuit (“cavity”) response function and phase shift

χc(ν) =
1

−iν + κ/2
, eiϕc(ν) = 1− κχc(ν) =

−iν − κ/2

iν + κ/2
. (B21)

Equation (B20) shows how both any signals of interest and a variety of noise effects are encoded onto the measured

output. The signal is part of Fin; for a gravitational wave it is F sig
in (ν) = mν2Dh(ν), where D is the equilibrium

distance between the loop and sphere. Each of the three terms encodes a different noise effect. Thermal noise acting
on the sphere motion will also be part of Fin and couple in at order G. The term of order G0 represents shot
noise: these are the input fluctuations in qin which transmit through the resonator circuit. The term of order G2

represents back-action noise: the random drive on the sphere from microwave fluctuations in the circuit, which is
then transduced back onto the circuit and eventually shows up in the output. Computing the strain noise from Eq.
(B20) is straightforward. To estimate the strain from the charge data stream we divide by the appropriate coefficient,
namely

hE(ν) =
1

2G
ϕ0ξ0

√
κχc(ν)χm(ν)mν2D

qout(ν). (B22)

The noise power spectrum referred to this observable is then obtained by the Weiner-Khinchin theorem, which amounts
to squaring Eq. (B20) and taking the expectation value:

Shh =
1(

2G
ϕ0ξ0

)2

κ|χc|2|χm|2m2ν4D2

Sqq +

(
G

ϕ0ξ0

)2
κ|χc|2

m2ν4D2
Sϕϕ +

1

m2ν4D2
SFF . (B23)

Finally, to work out the SQL, we pick a frequency ω∗ at which we want to optimize the total quantum noise. We assume
vacuum input noise Sqq = q20/2 = 1/2ϕ2

0, Sϕϕ = ϕ2
0/2. The condition for the optimal coupling ∂Squantum(ω∗)/∂G

2 = 0
has solution

G2
∗ =

ξ20
2κ|χc(ω∗)|2|χm(ω∗)|

(B24)

and the total noise power, at this frequency, reduces to the usual SQL form:

Squantum
hh (ω∗) →

1

2|χm(ω∗)|m2ω4
∗D

2
≈ 1

2mω2
∗D

2
, (B25)

where the approximation is in the “free-particle” limit ω∗ ≫ ω0.
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Appendix C: Flux-position coupling

The dimensionless coupling constant β parametrises the sensitivity of the flux through the pick-up loop Φp to
changes in the position of the loop; it is defined through

∂Φp

∂z
= βR2bz. (C1)

In this appendix, we give a numerical derivation of its optimal value for a square, gradiometric, pick-up loop coupled
to a superconducting sphere at the centre of a quadrupolar field.

For a pick-up loop oriented in the (x, y) plane, the flux only depends on the z-component of the sphere-induced
magnetic field, integrated over the loop’s surface Σp, meaning

∂Φp

∂z
=

∫
Σp

dA
∂Bind,z(x, y,D)

∂z
, (C2)

where Bind(x) is given by Eqs. (A15) and (A19).

In Fig. 4, we plot
∂Bind,z

∂z appearing in Eq. (C2), from which we numerically evaluate the coefficient β in Eq. (C1).
We find that at a pick-up loop–sphere separation D equal to R, we achieve a maximum of β ≈ 1.6 for loop of size
linear size ≈ 1.1R.

Figure 4. The z-derivative of the magnetic field’s z-component, evaluated at the height of the pick-up loop, in units of bz. The
pick-up loop is shown in dotted white.

The change in flux due to a change in sphere–loop separation δξ = hDe−iωgt may be written as δΦp = hD ∂Φp/∂z,
and so we find

δΦp

Φ(0)
≈ −2.9he−iωgt (C3)

for β = 1.6, where Φ(0) is the unperturbed flux through the loop.
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