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We present a novel application of a qubit-coupled phonon detector to search for new physics, e.g.,
ultralight dark matter (DM) and high-frequency gravitational waves. The detector, motivated by
recent advances in quantum acoustics, is composed of superconducting transmon qubits coupled to
high-overtone bulk acoustic resonators (hBARs) and operates in the GHz - 10 GHz frequency range.
New physics can excite O(10µeV) phonons within the hBAR, which are then converted to qubit
excitations via a transducer. We detail the design, operation, backgrounds, and expected sensitivity
of a prototype detector, as well as a next-generation detector optimized for new physics signals. We
find that a future detector can complement current haloscope experiments in the search for both
dark photon DM and high-frequency gravitational waves. Lastly we comment on such a detector’s
ability to operate as a 10µeV threshold athermal phonon sensor for sub-GeV DM detection.

I. INTRODUCTION

Phonons, the quanta of vibrational modes, have proven
to be an instrumental sensing channel in detectors em-
ployed for a variety of scientific applications, including
dark matter (DM) and gravitational wave (GW) detec-
tion [1–14]. In recent years, there has been recognition
that new phonon sensing capabilities may further ex-
tend sensitivity to these phenomena, enabling probes of a
much wider range of DM theories [15–17] as well as novel
sources of GWs [10, 18]. This recognition has come hand
in hand with a dramatic expansion in theories regarding
the fundamental constituents of DM and their produc-
tion in the early universe [19–21]. In many of these the-
ories, the DM candidate is lighter than the prototypical
weakly-interacting massive particle, and has vastly differ-
ent phenomenology. Searching for these DM candidates
leads to new signatures and requires new techniques for
their detection.

One example comes from the use of resonant mass de-
tectors [1–9] and bulk acoustic wave resonators [10–13]
for GWs in the kHz - GHz frequency range. These same
devices can probe ultralight DM, which behaves as a clas-
sical field oscillating at a frequency equal to its mass,
ω ≈ mDM [22]. Such DM could have the form of a
light modulus, leading to an oscillating size for a solid
and thus exciting phonon modes. It was shown that
for moduli DM, resonant mass and bulk acoustic wave
GW detectors can be a sensitive probe in the mass range
10−12 eV <∼ mDM

<∼ 10−6 eV [23].
Phonon sensing in the THz - 100 THz frequency regime

can also be used to extend direct detection of DM to

∗ Corresponding author: linehan3@fnal.gov

lower masses than those accessible by traditional direct
detection experiments [24–26]. While phonons are often
produced as secondaries in detectors aiming to sense DM
with mass greater than a GeV, sub-GeV DM candidates
can directly produce phonon excitations through scatter-
ing and absorption processes in crystal [16, 27–41] and
superfluid [15, 42–49] targets. These phonons could be
detected in planned experiments based on single-phonon
sensing (e.g., TESSERACT [50]) with energy thresholds
of O(meV) ( corresponding to O(THz) frequency thresh-
olds). Achieving an O(meV) energy threshold would
allow sensitivity down to mDM

>∼ keV via a scatter-
ing event (an important milestone since mDM ∼ keV
is the lightest fermionic DM is allowed to be [51]), and
mDM

>∼ meV via an absorption event. Many of the detec-
tor technologies aiming to reach such thresholds rely on
superconducting “pairbreaking” sensors such as transi-
tion edge sensors, kinetic inductance detectors, supercon-
ducting qubits, and quantum capacitance detectors [52–
61]. These derive their competitive sensitivity from the
small amount of energy needed to break a single Cooper
pair and produce Bogoliubov quasiparticles that can be
sensed. However this also fundamentally limits their en-
ergy threshold to the O(meV) energy scale.

Detectors capable of sensing THz phonons are also sen-
sitive to high-frequency GWs [18]. Such high-frequency
GWs are a unique probe of new physics, since there
are no known conventional astrophysical sources of GWs
with frequencies above ∼ MHz [62]. Potential sources
of GWs above ∼ MHz include a stochastic gravitational
wave background from the early universe, and coherent
sources from nearby exotic objects, e.g., superradiance of
a light field around a black hole [63–66], or the inspiral
of light compact objects [67]. There has been significant
recent interest in understanding how existing detectors
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for ultralight DM, including those based on electromag-
netic signals, can be used to probe these high-frequency
GWs [62, 68].

New technologies for phonon detection have the po-
tential to explore new regimes in both DM and GW
physics. The field of quantum acoustics, which demon-
strates control of individual GHz-frequency phonons, of-
fers one promising direction [69–72]. An architecture
that enables this is the qubit-coupled high-overtone bulk
acoustic resonator (hBAR) [73–77], where the hBAR is
a crystal substrate designed to host GHz-scale phonon
modes. The hBAR is coupled to a superconducting trans-
mon qubit via a piezoelectric transducer, with manipu-
lation and sensing of phonon modes performed via qubit
operations.

In this work we propose using a qubit-coupled hBAR
(qc-hBAR) device as a single phonon detector in a new
frequency range: 1GHz <∼ ω/2π <∼ 10GHz (or energy
range 4µeV <∼ ω <∼ 40µeV). This device architecture
is sensitive to any new physics signal which can gener-
ate GHz - 10 GHz frequency phonons inside the hBAR,
where the frequency boundaries are set by the operat-
ing frequencies of typical superconducting qubits, and
by thermal excitations when operating at O(10mK) tem-
peratures. This design is complementary to other qubit-
based detectors: rather than coupling a qubit with an
electromagnetic cavity [78] or directly using the qubit as
the target [79], it couples a readout qubit to a solid-state
target, enabling sensitivity to new physics signals which
couple directly to matter (as opposed to those which only
couple electromagnetically). Moreover this design also
complements pairbreaking sensor architectures since it
does not rely on Bogoliubov quasiparticles for its phonon
sensing, and therefore does not face the same fundamen-
tal sensor thresholds.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present
the detector design, the phonon modes it hosts, and
its operation. In Sec. III we detail the expected per-
formance of such a detector, first deriving the hBAR
phonon-qubit swap efficiency and then discussing back-
ground estimates. Sec. IV explores the sensitivity of the
qc-hBAR to signals from dark photon DM and high-
frequency GWs. Lastly, in Sec. V we conclude and dis-
cuss potential sensitivity to other new physics signals,
e.g., light, sub-GeV DM scattering. Throughout we work
in natural units with c = h̄ = kB = 1.

II. DEVICE DESIGN AND OPERATION

The qc-hBAR, shown in Fig. 1, is composed of two
components: the hBAR in an upper “target” chip and
the superconducting qubit with an extended qubit island
on a bottom “readout” chip. These two are assembled in
a flip-chip geometry and mounted to the 10 mK stage of
a dilution refrigerator. The qubit and hBAR are coupled
by a piezoelectric transducer (PT) on the underside of
the target chip which converts phonons, or strain fluctu-

ations, in the hBAR into fluctuations in the electric field
of the qubit. The state of the qubit can then be read
out dispersively through a separate superconducting mi-
crowave resonator [80, 81] (not shown in Fig. 1). In this
section, we present a simplified view of the system ar-
chitecture (Sec. II A), discuss the phonon modes in the
hBAR in detail (Sec. II B), and lastly discuss a nominal
readout scheme (Sec. II C) that will facilitate searches for
new physics creating the roughly GHz frequency phonons
in the hBAR.

A. System Architecture

The qc-hBAR transfers phonons generated by some
new physics signal in the hBAR into qubit excitations via
the PT. Considering only an individual phonon mode, a
simple model describing single-quanta dynamics of the
coupled phonon-qubit system is,

H = ωq a
†a+ ωn b

†b+ g (a†b+ ab†) , (1)

where ωq is the electromagnetic energy of the qubit mode,
ωn is the mechanical energy of the hBAR phonon mode,
and g is a coupling coefficient determined by the physics
of the PT-qubit coupling (derived in detail in Sec. IIIA).
a†, a, and b†, b are the raising and lowering operators of
the qubit and hBAR phonon modes, respectively.
The first term in Eq. (1) arises due to the electromag-

netic energy stored by a superconducting qubit. Physi-
cally, such qubits are electrical circuit elements patterned
into a thin film of superconductor that lies on a larger
substrate. The circuit design chosen here is a capacitor
in parallel with a Josephson junction [82], which can gen-
erate oscillating electromagnetic fields between a central
qubit “island” and a ground plane, as shown in Fig. 1.1

Functionally, such a circuit forms an anharmonic oscil-
lator, in which the energy spacing ωe − ωg between the
ground state |g⟩ and first excited state |e⟩ = a† |g⟩ dif-
fers from the spacing ωf −ωe between |e⟩ and the second
excited state |f⟩. This anharmonicity, defined as η ≡
((ωf −ωe)−(ωe−ωg))/2π, is large enough to enable con-
trolled manipulations of the system within the subspace
spanned by |g⟩ and |e⟩ and allows the qubit to be approx-
imated as a two level system with a transition frequency
ωq ≡ ωe − ωg. Typically, these qubits are made with
transition frequencies in the 4GHz <∼ ωq/2π <∼ 8GHz
range and η ≈ −200 MHz. In this work, we consider
transmon qubits with 1GHz <∼ ωq/2π <∼ 10GHz. The
upper end of this range is marginally limited by con-
ventional readout electronics, and transmons have been

1 This design is known as a “2D” qubit. In a “3D” qubit, the
oscillating electromagnetic field is generated between a pair of
capacitor pads in a 3D microwave cavity. Both 2D [76, 83] and
3D qubits [74, 77] have been demonstrated in integration with
hBAR devices.
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FIG. 1. Top: Diagram of a generic flip-chip architecture with several qubit-coupled hBAR (qc-hBAR) devices. Here we loosely
portray a 2D transmon architecture, in which the qubit and readout resonator are both etched into the ground plane on the
readout chip. Bottom: For a single qc-hBAR, the three outlined panels present a simplified illustration of the detection
scheme in which new physics creates a single low-energy phonon (left, labeled “Search Period”), that phonon is swapped into
the qubit (middle, labeled “hBAR-Qubit Swap”), and that qubit is read out (right, labeled “Qubit Readout”). Each panel
details the system state, and operations needed to achieve that state, for each stage of the detection scheme. The bottom figure
of each panel shows the frequency (energy) eigenstates of an example hBAR coupled to a flux-tunable superconducting qubit
(black), as a function of the flux through the SQUID loop. Horizontal red dashed lines indicate the (uncoupled) hBAR mode
frequencies. Avoided level crossings from hybridization of the hBAR and qubit systems occur when the qubit is tuned onto
resonance with an hBAR phonon mode frequency. The blue dot represents the frequency to which the qubit must be tuned to
accomplish each step.

operated at frequencies as high as 20 GHz [84]. The
low end of this range is limited by thermal noise, but
≃ 1 GHz transmon frequencies may still be achieved by
lowering the Josephson energy and anharmonicity, at the
cost of needing slower qubit operations to keep the qubit
in the subspace spanned by |e⟩ and |g⟩. For the specific
setup described here, we consider a transmon qubit with
a SQUID loop forming the Josephson junction element,
so that its frequency ωq can be tuned in situ with an
applied magnetic flux bias.

The second term in Eq. (1) describes a phonon in an
hBAR mode. This is the fundamental sensing element of
the system and acts as a bulk acoustic resonator. Bound-

ary conditions and surface features are important when
engineering the phonon modes within a bulk acoustic res-
onator [10, 73, 85] since they can lead to spatially con-
fined phonon modes. As shown in Fig. 1, there are lo-
calized phonon modes underneath the PT “bump”. It is
these phonons modes that we focus on as they give rise
to the largest strains within the PT and thus the greatest
chance to be converted to a qubit excitation. Underneath
the PT the phonon mode function has the approximate
form,

u ∝ cos
(nπz
L

)
ẑ , (2)
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where L is the thickness of the target chip, n ≥ 1 indexes
the modes, and we have focused on the ẑ direction to en-
hance coupling to the qubit. A more detailed discussion
of all phonon modes is given in Sec. II B, which includes
the full x, y-dependence of Eq. (2). The frequency of each
phonon is approximately,

ωn

2π
=
ncl
2L

∼ 4GHz
( n

300

)( cl
10 km/s

)(
400µm

L

)
(3)

where cl is the longitudinal sound speed in the target
chip. We see that GHz frequency phonons necessitate
large n in Eq. (3), which is why the hBAR is referred
to as a “high-overtone” bulk acoustic resonator. The
frequency difference between the n and n + 1 phonon
modes, otherwise known as the free spectral range (FSR),
is ∆ωFSR/2π ≈ cl/2L ∼ 13MHz (400µm/L). As men-
tioned above, these modes are confined radially below
the PT and for each n there is a finite set of such modes
with different radial profiles. These profiles are shown in
Fig. 2 and discussed further in Sec. II B. Common ma-
terials for the target chip hosting the hBAR modes are
sapphire (Al2O3), SiC, and diamond, chosen in large part
for their low intrinsic phonon losses [75, 86].

The third term in Eq. (1) arises from the PT interact-
ing with the electric field of the qubit, thereby coupling
the hBAR phonon and qubit modes. This coupling allows
an hBAR phonon to be swapped into a qubit excitation,
which can then be read out. An O(1) swap efficiency, εs,
and small, O(µs), swap time, Ts, can be achieved if the
qubit frequency is tuned to the phonon mode of interest,
ωq ≈ ωn, and g/2π ∼ O(100 kHz). Specific values for g,
εs, and Ts, are shown in Fig. 3 and derived in Sec. III A.
Larger couplings are generally more desirable as they re-
duce the swap time, Ts ∼ π/2g (Eq. (18)), and in prac-
tice can be achieved by choosing materials with a strong
piezoelectric response and by maximizing the qubit elec-
tric field present in the hBAR (e.g., by minimizing the
gap between the target and readout chips). However
if g/2π >∼ ∆ωFSR, (corresponding to very wide avoided
level crossings in Fig. 1), the qubit may couple quasi-
efficiently to multiple phonon modes, which is detrimen-
tal to the swap efficiency. A well-tuned g is therefore
desired. Common materials for the PT are AlN, GaN,
LiNbO3, and NbN, selected for their strong piezoelectric
response and good acoustic matching to the substrate
materials [74, 75, 86]. In this work we use a piezoelectric
coefficient for AlN of ept = 0.39N/m/V from Ref. [74],
but note that first principles calculations suggest that
this may be a conservative value [87].

B. Phonon Modes

There is a diverse assortment of phonon modes in the
hBAR. Without the PT, the hBAR would host bulk
phonon modes which extend throughout the entire chip.
However, introducing the PT changes the boundary con-
ditions, allowing for “bound” phonon modes that are

spatially confined below the PT in addition to modes ex-
tending throughout the entire chip. A detailed derivation
of the phonon eigensystem can be found in App. A. As
discussed above, our focus here will be on the “bound”
modes since they couple most strongly to the qubit. See
Refs. [10, 73, 85] for similar discussions of the phonon
eigensystem in other acoustic resonator devices.
The hBAR phonons with the largest coupling to the

qubit fluctuate primarily in the ẑ direction [74], allowing
the displacement vector to be approximated as u ≈ u ẑ.
The time-independent displacement operator, u, can be
quantized in terms of the phonon modes as,

u(r, z) ≈
∑
nm

√
1

2πρhωnmL
Unm(r, z)

(
b†nm + bnm

)
(4)

Unm(r, z) = cos

(
nπz

L+ h(r)

)
Rnm(r) , (5)

where ρh is the hBAR mass density, ωnm is the phonon
mode energy, h(r) = hΘ(R−r) is the height profile of the
PT, R is the radius of the PT, and the mode functions
Rnm(r) are unit-normalized such that

∫
R2

nm r dr = 1.
Note that we have assumed there is good acoustic match-
ing between substrate and PT, i.e., they have similar
mass densities and sound speeds. See Table I for the pa-
rameters specific to the experimental design discussed in
Sec. II.
The mode numbers, n,m, correspond to fluctuations

in the ẑ, r̂ directions, respectively.2 The radial mode
functions, Rnm, are given by,

Rnm(r) =
Anm

R


J0

(αnm r

R

)
r ≤ R

J0(αnm)

K0(βnm)
K0

(
βnm r

R

)
r > R ,

(6)

where Ji,Ki are Bessel functions of the first and second
kind, respectively, and,

A2
nm =

2K2
0 (βnm)

J2
0 (αnm)K2

1 (βnm) + J2
1 (αnm)K2

0 (βnm)
(7)

β2
nm = χ2

n − α2
nm , χn =

ωnR

ct

√
2h

L
. (8)

Anm is a dimensionless normalization coefficient, ct is
the transverse speed of sound, and αnm must be solved
for numerically by requiring both 0 < αnm < χn and
continuity of dRnm/dr at r = R. An illustration of these
modes is given in Fig. 2.
For each n there are only a finite number of solutions,

Nn. As discussed in App. A, the αnm solutions appear
at approximately αnm ≈ πm, which combined with the

2 There are additional modes which oscillate in ϕ̂. However, since
the qubit field Eq (Eq. (12)) is approximately constant in ϕ, only
the phonon modes uniform in ϕ couple to the qubit.
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FIG. 2. Overview of the phonon modes in the hBAR assuming the prototype device parameters in Table I. Left: Schematic
of the energy levels in the hBAR near ω/2π ≈ 4GHz (n = 291). At each n there are a finite number (Nn, Eq. (9)) of localized
modes with energies negatively detuned from ωn = nπcl/L. For this prototype device at n = 291, Nn = 9. The maximum
possible detuning is |∆ω| = ωnh/L. Modes with positive detuning extend laterally throughout the entire chip and are discussed
in App. A. The color of the energy level of each m mode corresponds to its profile in the right panel. Right: Normalized radial
profile of each m phonon mode. The edge of the PT at r = R is labeled “Transducer Edge”.

requirement that αnm < χn gives an estimate for number
of solutions at each n,

Nn ∼ 9

(
ωn/2π

4GHz

)(
R

100µm

)(
h/L

2.5× 10−3

)1/2

, (9)

where ct is taken from Table I. The energy of each phonon
mode has two contributions: the dominant contribution
from the oscillations in the ẑ direction, ωn in Eq. (3), and
a small m dependent “detuning”, δnm, from oscillations
in the r̂ direction,

ωnm = ωn − δnm , δnm =
ωn

2

(
ctβnm
ωnR

)2

(10)

where δnm ≪ ωn for all m. The detuning of these bound
modes is negative because ωn is the frequency of the nth

mode for a box of length L; if we instead defined ωn with
respect to the total length L + h, ω′

n ≡ nπcl/(L + h) ≈
ωn − ωnh/L, the detuning from ω′

n would be positive.
Furthermore, since αnm > 0, the maximum detuning oc-
curs when βnm = χn. Substituting χn into Eq. (10), the
maximum detuning is then simply δmax

nm = ωn h/L, which
can be understood parametrically as,

δmax
nm

2π
∼ 10MHz

(
ωn/2π

4GHz

)(
h/L

2.5× 10−3

)
. (11)

Since the maximally detuned mode has the lowest energy
in the spectrum at each n, we label it with m = 0.
To summarize, for each n there are Nn bound phonon

modes localized near the PT (Eq. (9)), with radial mode
functions given by Eq. (6) and shown in Fig. 2. The

energy of each mode is given by Eq. (10), and the lowest
energy, m = 0, mode is maximally detuned by ωn h/L.
From here on, we use ωnm to denote phonon frequencies
unless otherwise noted.

C. Phonon-Sensing Readout Scheme

We now present a scheme to read out the single
phonons excited in the hBAR. The fundamental oper-
ation is the measurement of a qubit excitation created
from swapping an hBAR phonon with energy ωnm = ωq

into the qubit. This readout scheme, illustrated in Fig. 1,
is split into three steps: a search period, an hBAR-to-
qubit swap period, and a qubit readout period.
Over the search period, phonons may be excited by

a new physics signal. The search period is selected to
be the phonon lifetime, τnm, which we parameterize in
terms of a mode-independent phonon quality factor, Qp,
as τnm ≡ Qp/ωnm. After τnm, the excitation probability
saturates as the excitation rate competes with phonon
decay. During this period, the qubit is kept detuned
from the hBAR phonon to restrict swapping. At the end
of the search period, the qubit undergoes an active reset,
in which it is set into its ground state to ensure that a
successful subsequent swap excites the qubit.
In the swap period, the qubit is tuned to resonate with

an hBAR phonon, ωq = ωnm, which may be done either
via flux tuning through a SQUID loop, as shown in Fig. 1,
or through a Stark shift as done in Ref. [74]. The qubit is
then held on resonance for one Rabi swap time, Ts, which
maximizes the probability to convert an hBAR phonon to
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Development Stage

Prototype Gen. I Gen. II

hBAR PT Height h 0.8µm − −
PT Piezoelectric Coeff. ept 0.39N/m/V − −
Sound Speeds (T, L) (ct, cl) (6, 11) km/s − −
Phonon Quality Factor Qp 106 − −
PT Radius R 100µm 400µm −
Height L 400µm 40µm −
Multiplicity Nh 1 − 103

Qubit Frequency Range (ωmin
q , ωmax

q )/2π (1, 10)GHz − −
Electric Field at PT Eq 2.9× 10−2 V/m − −
Qubit Quality Factor Qq 2.8× 105 2.8× 107 −

Background Qubit Energy Gap ∆ 176µeV − −
Normalized QP Density xqp 10−6 10−9 −
hBAR Temp. Th 20mK 5mK −
Effective Qubit Temp. T eff

q 60mK 20mK −
Single Shot Fidelity F 1− 5× 10−3 1− 5× 10−4 −
Sys. pdc Fluctuation δpdc/pdc 10−1 10−4 −.

TABLE I. Experimental parameters for the qubit-coupled hBAR (qc-hBAR) detector at different stages of development (“Pro-
totype”, “Gen. I”, and “Gen. II”) assuming an hBAR composed of an Al2O3 chip and AlN PT, and an Al qubit. Entries
with dashes assume the same value as in the preceding column. Generally, parameters in the Prototype column have been
demonstrated today, those for Gen. I are projections for a device optimized for a new physics search, and Gen. II is composed
of Nh Gen. I detectors operating simultaneously. Detailed discussion of the background parameters can be found in Sec. III B.

a qubit excitation. The optimal value of Ts for different
phonon modes and device parameters is shown in Fig. 3.

Once the swap time has elapsed, the qubit is again de-
tuned from the hBAR phonon to end the swap, and the
readout period begins. During the readout period, any
qubit excitation may be dispersively read out through
the attached resonator [80, 81]. The result of this mea-
surement scheme is a 0 or 1, with 1 (0) representing the
excited (ground) state of the qubit and a potential de-
tection (non-detection) of an hBAR phonon.

The measurement scheme described above is a minimal
set of steps to perform a search for new physics. More
sophisticated readout sequences can be used to mitigate
dark count backgrounds (Sec. III B) attributable to the
qubit or hBAR. For example, a “differential” measure-
ment scheme may be used, in which the above sequence
is run once to search for a phonon at a hBAR mode
n = n1, m = 0 and then run again immediately af-
terward to search for a phonon in a “sideband” mode,
n = n1 + 1, m = 0 (with the two-measurement set
repeated indefinitely). In searches for small-linewidth
new physics that affects only a single phonon mode, this
scheme allows for identification of slowly-varying back-
grounds common to both modes, such as those from the
readout qubit.

Other sideband measurements may also be useful. For

example, a sideband measurement where the qubit is kept
off an hBAR phonon resonance will provide information
on qubit-specific dark count backgrounds. Additional
sideband measurements over a broader set of frequencies
may help identify frequency dependence of backgrounds
in the qubit and hBAR. However, in the sections that fol-
low we focus on the simple differential scheme described
in the previous paragraph.

III. DEVICE PERFORMANCE

We now focus on parameterizing the qc-hBAR perfor-
mance and calculating the signal strength required for
detection in a generic qc-hBAR. In Sec. III A we deter-
mine the efficiency for an hBAR phonon to be swapped
for a qubit excitation (Fig. 3). In Sec. III B we estimate
the backgrounds for the design detailed in Sec. II and
comment how these can be reduced in the future. Fi-
nally, in Sec. III C we derive a threshold value for the
signal probability in a given measurement step, which
must be overcome to claim detection.
Table I contains a list of the specific parameters as-

sumed and is split into three development stages: “Proto-
type”, “Gen. I”, and “Gen. II”. “Prototype” parameters
have been demonstrated with technology today, “Gen. I”
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parameters assume a geometry more optimized for a new
physics search, as well as projections for improvements in
backgrounds. “Gen. II” is a scaled-up version of “Gen.
I”, achievable using multiple qubits on a single readout
chip via multiplexing (in the case of a 2D transmon de-
sign) or multiple 3D cavities operated concurrently in a
fridge (in the case of a 3D transmon design).

A. Phonon-Qubit Swap Efficiency

The hBAR phonon-qubit swap efficiency is the prob-
ability of a qubit excitation given a phonon excitation
in the hBAR. The swap efficiency is generally oscilla-
tory in time once the qubit is brought into resonance
with the hBAR. To select an on-resonance duration that
maximizes the swap efficiency, it is therefore crucial to
understand the dynamics of these Rabi oscillations in
the hBAR phonon-qubit system. The qubit and hBAR
phonon systems have been discussed in detail in Secs. II
and IIB, respectively, so we focus on deriving their in-
teraction here.

This qubit will couple to the PT via the electric field
it generates, Eq. Assuming the PT is small and located
near the qubit, as in the setup discussed in Sec. II, we
can approximate Eq in the PT as,

Eq ≈ Eq (a+ a†) ẑ . (12)

Furthermore, though our approach is mostly agnostic to
the specific qubit design, we assume that a value of the
electric field magnitude matching that of the setup in
Ref. [74] is reasonable, and set Eq ≈ 2.9× 10−2 V/m.

The qubit electric field in Eq. (12) couples to the po-
larization of the PT, P , via Hint = −

∫
pt
d3xP · Eq,

where the integral is over the volume of the PT. The

polarization of the PT is P i = eijkpt ∇juk, where eijkpt is
the piezoelectric coefficient of the PT. Focusing on the ẑ
direction simplifies the interaction Hamiltonian to,

Hint ⊃
∑
nm

gnm
(
a† bnm + b†nm a

)
(13)

gnm = eptEq

√
2πR2

ρh ωnm L
Bnm (14)

Bnm = −Anm

[
(−1)n − cos

(
nπL

L+ h

)]
J1(αnm)

αnm
, (15)

where we have kept only the energy-conserving terms,
ept ≡ ezzzpt , and Bnm is a dimensionless form factor. The
numerical values for gnm given the parameters in Table I
are shown in the left panel of Fig. 3. The solid line shows
the coupling of the most bound (m = 0) mode, with the
inset showing that high m modes have significantly lower
coupling.

From Eq. (14) we see that a larger gnm can be achieved
in a variety of ways. First the geometrical shape can be
optimized, with a larger PT radius, R, and smaller hBAR

thickness L being beneficial. For the prototype develop-
ment stage we assume R,L values similar to Ref. [74],
and for Gen. I optimize them further. The maximum R
is set by the lateral size of the electric field in the PT,
which is governed by the lateral dimensions of the qubit.
For the Gen. I development stage, we assume that a
transmon qubit can be designed to efficiently couple to
a PT with radius R = 400 µm. However, larger qubits
have larger capacitance and correspondingly lower anhar-
monicities. This anharmonicity must be kept sufficiently
large to prevent spurious |e⟩ → |f⟩ transitions during fast
control gates such as the swap. The minimal L is set by
fabrication constraints, but should be much larger than
h for our approximation of the system to hold. Smaller
L can also be beneficial for the detector operation since
it increases the FSR. The PT height, h, is also chosen
to optimize the couplings. Note that the bracketed term
in Bnm (Eq. (15)) is approximately maximized when n
is an odd integer multiple of L/h when h ≪ L. There-
fore for a given h the difference in frequency between
peaks of gnm is ∆ω/2π = cl/h (see Eq. (3)). h should
therefore be chosen such that ∆ω/2π is a bit larger than
the frequency range of interest, (ωmax − ωmin)/2π, and
such that n is an odd integer multiple of L/h near the
center of the frequency range. We find h = 0.8µm suffi-
cient. Additionally, the material dependent parameters,
e.g., ept, can also be optimized. However in order to ap-
proximate the target chip as a single material the hBAR
and PT should have similar sound speeds and densities,
which motivates careful materials selection as discussed
in Ref. [75].

Given the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (13) we can
derive the hBAR phonon-qubit evolution equation at
each n, for all Nn (Eq. (9)) bound modes. Decompos-
ing the hBAR phonon-qubit state as a linear combina-
tion, |ψ(t)⟩ = cq(t)|e⟩ +

∑
m cnm(t)|nm⟩, the evolution

equation can be written in matrix form as,
ċq

ċn0

ċn1
...

 = M


cq

cn0

cn1
...

 (16)

M =


−γq + i ωq i gn0 i gn1 · · ·

i gn0 −γn0 + i ωn0

i gn1 −γn1 + i ωn1

...
. . .

 ,
(17)

where γnm = ωnm/Qp and γq = ωq/Qq are the phonon
and qubit linewidths, respectively. Solving the system
of equations in Eq. (16) gives the probability of a qubit
excitation at any time, |cq(t)|2. The swap time, Ts is
defined as the time at which |cq(t)|2 is maximized, and
the swap efficiency, εs ≡ |cq(Ts)|2, is the maximal swap
probability.
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FIG. 3. Overview of the parameters governing the hBAR phonon-qubit swap efficiency and swap time discussed in Sec. III A
assuming a qubit frequency ω. Yellow and orange lines assume the “Prototype” and “Gen. I” parameters in Table I, respectively.
The lines are shown as continuous since the mode separation, ∼ 14MHz (400µm/L) is small. Left: Magnitude of the hBAR
phonon-qubit coupling, gnm (Eq. (14)), for the m = 0 mode. The inset shows the coupling dependence for the m ̸= 0 mode at
ω/2π ≈ 4GHz, corresponding to n = 291 and n = 29 modes for the “Prototype” and “Gen. I” development stages, respectively.
Middle: Swap time, Ts, of the m = 0 modes. The dashed line is an analytic estimate, Ts ≈ π/(2|gn0|), discussed near Eq. (18).
Right: Swap efficiency, εs, of the m = 0 modes. Note that while the swap efficiency is degraded at small frequencies in Gen.
I relative to the Prototype, the overall device sensitivity to new physics is generally improved with larger couplings, and lower
swap times can reduce qubit dependent backgrounds.

In Fig. 3 we show the results of solving Eq. (16),
assuming the device parameters given in Table I,
for 1GHz < ωq/2π < 10GHz. This frequency
range corresponds to the range of mode numbers,
73 (L/400µm) <∼ n <∼ 730 (L/400µm). The solid lines
are found by matching the qubit frequency, ωq, to the
frequency of the most bound phonon mode, ωn0, for each
n and then solving Eq. (16) assuming an initial condition
cn0 = 1, with all other c’s zero. This maximizes the swap
efficiency at each n since the m = 0 phonon modes have
the largest coupling to the qubit. Lastly we note that
the swap time, Ts, shown in the middle in Fig. 3, can be
understood analytically as

Ts ≈
π

2 |gn0|
, (18)

which can be derived analytically from a simple two-state
model with coupling gn0 between an hBAR phonon and
qubit. These analytic solutions are shown in Fig. 3 as
dashed lines, and match the full numerical results rea-
sonably well. While a two-state model captures the swap
time well, the presence of the m ̸= 0 modes still impacts
the swap efficiency. The right panel of Fig. 3 shows that
swap efficiency is somewhat reduced with “Gen. I” pa-
rameters, despite the larger coupling and shorter swap
time. This is due to the increased number of bound
modes with m ̸= 0, as can be seen in the inset of the
left panel. There is a nonzero probability to be found
in these additional bound modes, which slightly reduces
the overall probability that the excitation ends up in the
qubit after one swap time.

B. Backgrounds

We now consider sources of “dark-count”-like back-
grounds which can cause the measurement to return “1”
in the absence of a new physics signal. The probability
of a dark count appearing in any measurement step is
defined as pdc. To first order, i.e., for small dark count
probabilities, pdc can be decomposed into several compo-
nents,

pdc = pth,h + pth,q + pqp + pro . (19)

pth,h, pth,q are from thermal excitations of the hBAR and
qubit, respectively, pqp are due to quasiparticle-induced
excitations of the qubit, and pro is due to errors in the
readout step. Each of these contributions to pdc is shown
in Fig. 4 for the parameters given in Table I. Estimates
for the prototype and Gen. I development stages broadly
represent the backgrounds achievable today and projec-
tions for the future based on recent development, re-
spectively. We now discuss each of these background
sources in detail below. Additional details can be found
in App. B.

Thermal hBAR Phonons (pth,h): For an hBAR in
thermal equilibrium at temperature Th, the probabil-
ity of a thermal excitation in a mode with energy ω
is pth,h = (eω/Th − 1)−1. The time to reach ther-
mal equilibrium is set by the hBAR phonon lifetime,
τnm = Qp/ωnm. Since our measurements are separated
by at least a phonon lifetime it is fair to assume the
hBAR mode of interest has reached thermal equilibrium.
Given the range of achievable base temperatures in typ-
ical dilution fridges, the prototype and Gen. I estimates
assume Th = 20mK and Th = 5mK, respectively.
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Thermal Qubit Excitation (pth,q): The qubit can also
be excited from a surrounding thermal bath with effec-
tive temperature T eff

q [88]. Such baths may arise from
a collection of two-level systems which are known to ex-
change energy with qubits [89–91]. For a qubit reset into
its |g⟩ state, excitations will leak back in and re-establish
a thermal occupation probability over the characteris-
tic time τq = Qq/ωq. This “rethermalization” process,
which has been known to limit the efficacy of uncondi-
tional active reset gates [92], occurs throughout the active
reset, swap, and readout pulses. Since the total duration
of these pulses ∆t≪ τq, the probability of finding a qubit
excitation is therefore reduced from its equilibrium value,

pth,q ≈
[
∆t ωq

2Qq

1

eωq/T eff
q − 1

] [
1 + e−Tmωnm/Qp

]
(20)

where ∆t ≡ Tar+Ts+Tro is the sum of active reset, swap,
and readout pulse times. Tar = Tro = 1 µs is assumed for
simplicity, and Tm ≈ τnm is the time between the swap
gates of two subsequent measurements at this hBAR
mode. The first term in Eq. (20) loosely follows from
Ref. [93], with the factor of 1/2 coming from the approx-
imation that only excitations in the second half of the
reset-swap-readout sequence will be observed as a dark
count in this measurement. The second term is a correc-
tion that accounts for spontaneous excitations in the first
half of the reset-swap-readout period ∆t, which instead
of being directly observed may be efficiently swapped
back into the hBAR (a detailed diagram of this time-
line is given in Fig. 9). While the phonons swapped out
don’t directly affect the current measurement, if they are
swapped back in during the next measurement, at time
Tm ≈ τnm later, that is a background.3 Critically, T eff

q

is often much higher than the base temperature of a di-
lution fridge as a result of effects such as poor sample
thermalization or microwave noise. As a result, for the
prototype setup we assume T eff

q = 60 mK, as estimated
from Ref. [88], and our Gen. I estimate assumes that
we can achieve thermalization down to T eff

q = 20mK,
nearly thermalized with the baseplate of a fridge. Fur-
thermore we assume Qq = 2.8 × 105 (Qq = 2.8 × 107)
which, at ωq/2π = 4.5GHz, corresponds to τq = 10µs
(τq = 1ms) for the prototype (Gen. I) stage [77]. The
Gen. I value is a projection based on the three orders
of magnitude gained in qubit lifetime over the last two
decades [94], and an assumption that qubit losses due to
interactions with uncontrolled degrees of freedom in the

3 Active reset failure more generally can lead to this effect. While
we assume active reset failure rates to be limited by qubit spon-
taneous excitation in the near-term as demonstrated by Ref. [92],
additional engineering may cause such “injected” phonon back-
grounds to be dominated by other effects. Since these back-
grounds can in principle be reduced by simply waiting longer
between measurements of a given hBAR mode, we keep our near-
term assumptions simple and ignore such effects at leading order.

PT and hBAR can be engineered to be subdominant to
losses intrinsic to the qubit.

Quasiparticle-Induced Qubit Excitation (pqp): The
qubit can also be spuriously excited during the swap
or readout gates via tunneling of nonequilibrium “hot”
Bogoliubov quasiparticles (QPs) through the qubit’s
Josephson junction [88, 95, 96]. Following the set of
assumptions in Refs. [95, 97], a semi-quantitative esti-
mate for the probability for this to occur during the
swap/readout period is (see App. B 1 for more detail):

pqp ≈ ∆t

2

[
2.17

(
∆

ωq

)3.65√
2ωq∆

π2
x2qp

][
1 + e−Tmωnm/Qp

]
(21)

where xqp is the normalized QP density in the junction
leads, ∆ is the qubit’s superconducting gap energy, and
we again include in the last term the effect of a prior
measurement’s failed active reset. For our prototype and
Gen. I scenarios we assume xqp = 10−6 and xqp = 10−9,
respectively [98, 99].

Readout Mismeasurement, (pro): Finally, a failed
readout of the true qubit ground state will contribute to
the dark counts. The “ideal” single-shot measurement
fidelity (SSF) is a measure of the readout noise, and is
defined as F = 1 − p(1|g) − p(0|e) ≈ 1 − 2 p(1|g), where
p(1|g) = pro is the probability of measuring a 1 when the
qubit is in |g⟩, and p(0|e) is the probability of measur-
ing 0 when the qubit is in |e⟩. As the “ideal” SSF does
not account for the contribution of spontaneous excita-
tions or decays to the probability of mismeasurement, it
is approximately symmetric, i.e. p(1|g) ≈ p(0|e) [100].
Typical experiments routinely achieve F ∼ 0.6 − 0.9,
but fidelities over 0.995 have been measured, suggest-
ing pro ≃ 2.5 × 10−3 [100, 101]. We take this as our
prototype estimate for pro, and given the pace of recent
developments estimate that within the next ten years this
readout error can be improved by over an order of magni-
tude [102]. For a given qubit and readout resonator hard-
ware configuration, the |g⟩ / |e⟩ readout separation (and
therefore this background) is dependent on the detun-
ing between the qubit and readout resonator, and should
nominally vary as a function of ωq. However, since this
is dependent on specific details of the fixed readout res-
onator frequency, and since multiple readout resonators
with different frequencies may be used to concurrently
read out qubits in different ωq ranges, we approximate
this background to be flat for 1GHz <∼ ωq/2π <∼ 10GHz
where commercial microwave hardware is readily avail-
able.
The individual background probabilities, pth,h, pth,q,

pqp, pro, and their sum, pdc, are shown as a function
of frequency ω = ωnm = ωq in Fig. 4. These specific
probabilities are presented as estimates to gain an un-
derstanding of what the dominant backgrounds will be.
Experimental calibration of these backgrounds, e.g., by
running our measurement scheme without the swap gate
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included, is critical and will be an essential component
of a first prototype device.

As our search strategy calls for the use of a differential
measurement scheme, it is also critical to understand the
variation in pdc, δpdc. In principle, such variation may
be modeled using variations in the four components, i.e.,
(δpdc)

2 = (δpth,h)
2 + (δpth,q)

2 + · · · . These variations
can be further decomposed in to terms reflecting varia-
tions in the model parameters, e.g., δTh, δT

eff
q etc. These

fluctuations must be taken over the intra-measurement-
set time, and as a result, are challenging to estimate a
priori. Benchmarking measurements of xqp, ωq, and τq
(Qq) have been made in the context of achieving sta-
ble qubit operation for QIS applications [103–107]. On
timescales of minutes to hours these quantities have been
found to experience relative fluctuations at the 10−2 to
5 × 10−1 level. However, due to the statistical nature
with which these quantities are defined and measured,
such probes have largely been unable to measure varia-
tions on much faster timescales than a second, suggest-
ing that significant extrapolation is needed to estimate
fluctuations on intra-measurement-set, 10 µs timescales.
For our prototype scenario, we make an assumption that
δpdc/pdc ∼ 0.1 on these short timescales, given the ob-
served behavior in some of the detector parameters on
long timescales. Estimates for some of these fluctuations
on short timescales may be possible using insights from
other superconducting detector communities [108, 109].
For our Gen. I we assume δpdc/pdc ≈ 10−4, reflecting
the relative fluctuation needed to be competitive in the
physics searches described in Sec. IV. Ultimately, these
fluctuations are measurable in situ using the differential
readout scheme.

C. Signal Significance

To search for new physics with the qc-hBAR we must
be able to identify an excess number of phonons over
the expected background. This is equivalent to requir-
ing that the probability of a signal appearing in the
search period, ps, is greater than a threshold value, pthrs ,
which depends on the dark count probability, pdc, dis-
cussed previously in Sec. III B. In this section we estimate
pthrs for the non-differential and differential measurement
schemes. These are useful to reduce systematic effects in
complementary contexts. The non-differential measure-
ment scheme is simpler and can be used when the signal
has specific features, e.g., daily modulation. The differ-
ential measurement scheme is useful for subtracting away
background contributions common to neighboring hBAR
phonon modes. While we anticipate more sophisticated
statistical methods to be used during a proper data anal-
ysis, we discuss these models to highlight the essential el-
ements and offer an understanding of their significance.

We begin with the non-differential measurement
scheme. Let us model the result of any individual mea-
surement as an independent Bernoulli random variable,

Qi, which in the presence of a signal returns 1 with prob-
ability εsps + pdc, and in the absence of a signal returns
1 with probability pdc. The random variable describing
the result of N measurements is taken to be

χnon-diff. =
1

N

N∑
i=1

Qi . (22)

To detect new physics χnon-diff. must be much larger in
the presence of a signal than in the absence. Math-
ematically this means that to detect new physics at
the nσ significance level we require E[χnon-diff.]S+B >
E[χnon-diff.]B + nσ σ[χnon-diff.]B, where E is the expecta-
tion value and σ is the standard deviation. Subscripts
represent the assumption under which the expectations
are taken: S+B means signal and background, whereas
B indicates only background. The previous condition de-
fines pthrs,non-diff. at the nσ significance level and is equal
to,

pthrs,non-diff. ≃
nσ
εs

√
pdc
N

, (23)

where we have assumed that all probabilities are small.
Note that if there are Nh devices (as in the Gen. II devel-
opment stage) one simply replacesN → NhN . Eq. (23) is
only the statistical uncertainty, which can be seen by con-
sidering how Eq. (23) relates to a threshold number of sig-
nal events. A detectable signal must have ps > pthrs,non-diff.,
and multiplying both sides of this inequality by N results
in Ns > N thr

s,non-diff., where Ns ≡ psN is the expected

number of signal events, N thr
s,non-diff. ≡ pthrs,non-diff.N =

(nσ/εs)
√
Ndc, and Ndc = pdcN is the expected number

of background events. This is the usual criteria for sta-
tistical uncertainties, i.e., the signal must be greater than
the square root of the background. In addition to sta-
tistical uncertainties there may also be systematic uncer-
tainties. For example, if the true dark count probability
was slightly larger than that assumed in our background
model, the additional background events generated due
to this would mimic a signal. Since the value of pdc is not
well known these systematic biases must be avoided if the
signal does not have its own distinguishing features, e.g.,
if the signal does not modulate daily.
One way to mitigate systematic biases is to use

a differential measurement scheme, which we consider
now. Each measurement consists of querying two hBAR
phonon modes: a “target” mode and a “sideband” mode
(the latter of which is assumed to be insensitive to a new
physics signal). Taking Qi,1 and Qi,2 to be the random
variables describing the results of measuring the target
and sideband modes, respectively, the search observable
is,

χdiff. =
1

N

N∑
i=1

[Qi,1 −Qi,2 ] , (24)

which represents the difference in counts between the
target and sideband modes. Again, to detect a new
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FIG. 4. Dark count probability at each measurement step, pdc (Eq. (19)), for the Prototype (left) and Gen. I (right) parameters
from Table I is shown in black, assuming an operating frequency of ω/2π. Each of the components of pdc, discussed in detail in
Sec. III B, are also shown as dashed lines. “hBAR Thermal” (blue) corresponds to thermal fluctuations in the hBAR, “Qubit
Thermal” (orange) corresponds to effective thermal fluctuations in the qubit, “Qubit QP” (green) corresponds to quasiparticle
excitations of the qubit, and “Readout” (red) corresponds to readout mis-measurement error. The black lines, illustrating
pdc, are the sum of the dashed colored lines. Additionally we show a black dotted line corresponding to the assumed level of
systematic fluctuations, δpdc.

physics signal at the nσ significance level we require
E[χdiff.]S+B > E[χdiff.]B + nσσ[χdiff.]B. In this case the
threshold probability is,

pthrs,diff. ≃
nσ
εs

(√
2pdc
N

+ δpdc

)
, (25)

where the factor of two in the first term, relative to
Eq. (23), is due to two Qi’s appearing at each measure-
ment step, and we have explicitly included a contribution
from the systematic bias in the dark count probability
between modes 1 and 2. To understand the definition
of δpdc, note that in the limit where the second term in
Eq. (25) is dominant in order for a signal to be significant
we must have ps > (nσ/εs)δpdc. Since the significance
threshold does not decrease by increasing N , δpdc repre-
sents a systematic contribution to the dark count back-
ground. Additional systematic uncertainties could also
arise due to correlations between the backgrounds at con-
secutive measurements.4 As in the non-differential mea-
surement scheme if Nh devices are used then N → NhN
in Eq. (25).

4 If the dark count probability does fluctuate then the pdc in
Eq. (25) should be replaced with an average value. This can
be measured in situ by utilizing other observables. For exam-
ple, the expectation value of λ = (1/2N)

∑
i[Qi,1 + Qi,2] is the

average value of pdc between the modes.

The differential threshold probability in Eq. (25)
simplifies in “statistically-limited” and “systematically-
limited” regimes where the first and second terms in
Eq. (25) dominate, respectively. That is,

pthrs,diff. =
nσ
εs

{√
2 pdc/N stat.

δpdc sys. ,
(26)

where “stat.” and “sys.” indicate the statistically and
systematically limited operation regimes, respectively.
To find how long an experiment must run to achieve
the systematic limit, Tsys, we use the fact that Tobs ≈
Nτnm = NQp/ω, for operation at frequency ω, and
equate the cases in Eq. (26),

Tsys ∼
yr

Nh

(
10−4

δpdc/pdc

)2(
10−4

pdc

)(
Qp

106

)(
4GHz

ω/2π

)
.

(27)

Practical use of Eq. (25) in a sensitivity or limit-setting
capacity clearly requires knowledge of both pdc and δpdc.
Ultimately both of these, while estimated in detail in
Sec. III B, will be measured in situ. Initial experiments
will be useful for probing the N at which one deviates
from statistically-limited operation, at which point aux-
iliary studies can be done to understand, and mitigate,
fundamental sources of systematic uncertainties.
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IV. SIGNALS

There are a variety of different physical effects which
can excite phonons in the hBAR. If the DM in our
galaxy consists of ultralight DM particles which cou-
ple to matter, these particles can be absorbed and res-
onantly excite phonons whose energy, ωnm, is approxi-
mately equal to the DM mass, ωnm ≈ mDM. Addition-
ally, high-frequency gravitational waves (GWs) can also
create phonons when the GW frequency is resonant with
the hBAR phonons, ωnm ≈ ωGW. For both signals we
consider a regime where the bandwidth is narrow such
that only a single phonon mode is excited. This is sat-
isfied for ultralight DM signals and some high-frequency
GW signals.

While the frequency of both the ultralight DM and
high-frequency GW signals must be resonant with the
hBAR phonon frequency, the wavelengths of both signals
differ dramatically from the phonon wavelength. The in-
coming wavelengths are λDM = 2π/(ω vDM) ∼ 75m (2π ·
4GHz/ω) and λGW = 2π/ω ∼ 7.5 cm (2π · 4GHz/ω) for
an ultralight DM and high-frequency GW signal, respec-
tively, where vDM ∼ 10−3 is the typical DM velocity.
Both are larger than the size of the detector, and much
larger than the phonon wavelength, λnm = 2πcl/ωnm ∼
0.75µm(2π·4GHz/ωnm). This wavelength mismatch has
important ramifications when trying optimize the hBAR
dimensions.

To gain intuition for how the wavelength mismatch af-
fects the hBAR phonon excitation rate, consider an inter-
action Hamiltonian δH(t) =

∫
d3xf(t)·u ≈ f(t)

∫
d3xu,

which couples a harmonic, long-wavelength force density
with frequency ω, f(t) ≈ f(t) ẑ ≡ f0 (e

iωt + e−iωt) ẑ,
to the hBAR phonons. The matrix element squared be-
tween the no phonon, |0⟩, and single phonon, |nm⟩, state
appearing in Fermi’s golden rule is then,

|⟨nm|δH0|0⟩|2 =
2πf20

ρhωnmL

(∫
Unm(r, z) r drdz

)2

,

(28)

where δH0 = f0
∫
d3xu and is defined via δH(t) ≡

δH0e
−iωt + h.c.. If the phonon mode was uniform in

r, z over the hBAR, then the integral in Eq. (28) would
parametrically be of size ∼ RL. However, since the
phonon mode oscillates many times in the ẑ direction,
the integral is instead parametrically ∼ Rλnm, where
λnm = 2πcl/ωnm is the wavelength of the phonon mode.
Physically this is because long-wavelength signals only
couple coherently to the mass within, roughly, one wave-
length of the phonon mode, Mλ ≡ ρhπR

2λnm; contribu-
tions from larger length scales average out. We can make
these parametrics manifest by rewriting Eq. (28) as

|⟨nm|δH0|0⟩|2 =

(
f0
ρh

)2
2

ωnm

M2
λ

Mh
C2
nm (29)

Cnm ≡ 1

λnmR

∫
Unm(r, z) r drdz, (30)

where Mh = ρhπR
2L is the mass of the hBAR, and

Cnm is a dimensionless, O(1) form factor. We see
that the wavelength mismatch leads to a suppression of
(Mλ/Mh)

2 relative to a naive Mh scaling, implying that
a smaller hBAR mass is beneficial. This can also be un-
derstood physically: when a phonon is excited, the entire
mass underneath the PT (Mh) must oscillate, which pe-
nalizes the transition probability if only a fraction of the
mass, e.g., Mλ, is coupled to. This explains why using
a smaller L in the Gen. I stage of development is ben-
eficial: it would remove mass which does not coherently
couple to the long-wavelength signals, and weighs down
the system.
The dark photon DM and high-frequency GWs do not

have exactly the same interaction Hamiltonian as the pre-
vious example. However we will still find it useful to split
their effects into an “acceleration coefficient”, a0 (equal
to f0/ρh in the previous example), and a dimensionless,
O(1) form factor which depends on the interaction details
such that,

|⟨nm|δH0|0⟩|2 ≡ a20
2

ωnm

M2
λ

Mh
C2
nm

= a20
2πρhR

2

ωnm

λ2nm
L

C2
nm . (31)

For each signal we will explicitly define the corresponding
Cnm and a0.
The phonon excitation rate from Fermi’s golden rule

is written in terms of the transition matrix element in
Eq. (31) as,

Γnm = a20
2

ωnm

M2
λ

Mh
C2
nm

4ω ωnmγnm
(ω2 − ω2

nm)2 + ω2γ2nm
, (32)

where ω is the frequency of the new physics signal, and
we have broadened the usual energy conserving delta
function to account for the finite width of the phonons,
γnm ≡ ωnm/Qp [35]. After around a phonon lifetime,
τnm = 1/γnm, the probability of a phonon excitation,
pnm, saturates to pnm = Γnm τnm.5 On resonance pnm
simplifies to,

presnm =
8 a20Q

2
p

ω3
nm

M2
λ

Mh
C2
nm , (33)

which must be larger than the threshold value, pthr, dis-
cussed in Sec. III C to generate a detectable signal. Note
that when the number of measurements isN = Tobs/τnm,
the condition presnm > pthr is equivalent to ΓnmTobs >
Nthr, where ΓnmTobs is the expected number of phonons

5 If Qp > QDM, where QDM ∼ 106 is the DM “quality factor”,
the excitation rate becomes limited by the DM linewidth, i.e.,
γnm → ω/QDM in Eq. (32). A larger Qp is still marginally ben-
eficial since it increases pres [78] (Eq. (33)), but also increases pthr

(Eq. (25)) in the statistically limited regime since the number of
measurements over a given observation time decreases.
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excited over the measurement time, and Nthr = pthrN is
the dark count phonon threshold.

A parametric understanding of how large a0 must be
in order to be detectable can be found by requiring that

presnm > pthr, which defines an athr0 . We consider the
scaling in the two different regimes, statistically limited
(“stat.”) and systematically limited (“sys.”), identified in
Eq. (26),

athr0 ∼ µm

s2

(
1

Cnm

)(
100µm

R

)(
L

400µm

)1/2


(

yr

Tobs

)1/4(
106

Qp

)3/4 ( pdc
10−4

)1/4(ωnm/2π

4GHz

)9/4

stat.(
106

Qp

)( pdc
10−4

)1/2(δpdc/pdc
10−4

)1/2(
ωnm/2π

4GHz

)5/2

sys. ,

(34)

where Tobs is the observation time.
We now discuss two new physics signals in detail.

Sec. IVA focuses on dark photon DM, and Sec. IVB
focuses on high-frequency GWs. Figs. 5 and 6 show the
projected sensitivity on the relevant model parameters
for each stage of detector development.

A. Dark Photon Dark Matter

To resonantly excite an hBAR phonon, the incom-
ing DM mass must match the phonon frequency. For
1GHz <∼ ωnm/2π <∼ 10GHz, this translates to DM
masses, 4µeV <∼ mDM

<∼ 40µeV. These relatively light,
bosonic, DM candidates are often referred to as “ultra-
light” DM. The dark photon, Vµ, is a specific ultralight
DM candidate [110] which can interact with the Standard
Model (SM) via a kinetic mixing,

δL =
m2

V

2
VµV

µ − 1

4
F ′
µνF

′µν − κ

2
F ′
µνF

µν , (35)

where F ′
µν = ∂µVν − ∂νVµ is the dark photon field

strength tensor, mV is the mass of the dark photon, κ
is the coupling parameter which determines the mixing
strength, and Fµν = ∂µAν −∂νAµ is the electromagnetic
field strength tensor, with Aµ being the photon field. A
rotation to the mass basis Aµ → Aµ − κVµ generates an
interaction κQVµΨ̄γ

µΨ between Vµ and all SM fields, Ψ,
with U(1)EM charge Q.

Dark photons in the 4µeV <∼ mV
<∼ 40µeV mass

range can be produced in the early universe by a vari-
ety of different production mechanisms. In the absence
of extra degrees of freedom the dark photon can be pro-
duced via quantum mechanical fluctuations during in-
flation [111] or by the misalignment mechanism [112]
(however the latter can become mired in technical dif-
ficulties due to the requirement of non-minimal gravi-
tational couplings [111, 112]). Other production mech-
anisms are possible if the dark photon is allowed to
have non-gravitational interactions with the inflaton it-
self [113], or additional particles [114–116]. Recently, in
Ref. [117], it was shown that the dark photon field value
at production in all of these scenarios is large enough to

generate defects when the dark photon mass arises from
a Higgs mechanism with perturbative quartic coupling.
This places a stringent requirement on the κ, outside the
reach of nearly all proposed experiments nearmV ∼ µeV.
However this constraint can be alleviated with further
model-building; see Ref. [117] for a concrete example.

Returning to the dark photon phenomenology, due to
the large occupation number of dark photons within a
wavelength, the dark photon field may be treated as a
classical field. Furthermore, since it couples to charged
particles in complete analogy with the photon, the dark
photon field acts as a “dark”, spatially coherent, elec-
tric field oscillating at frequency equal to the dark pho-
ton mass, mV . The amplitude of this dark electric field
within the hBAR is E′ ≈ κ

√
2ρV ϵV cos (mV t)/ε0, where

ρV ≈ 0.4GeV/cm3 is the local DM mass density, ε0 is
the static dielectric constant screening the interaction
(ε0 ≈ 9 for AlN [118]), and ϵV is the dark photon polar-
ization vector. This dark electric field will couple to the
PT just as the qubit does, and therefore the interaction
Hamiltonian can be written,

δH = −
∫
d3x eijkpt (x)E

′i(x, t)∇juk

≈ −2π ept |E′(t)| cos θV

×
∫ R

0

[u(r, L+ h)− u(r, L)] r dr , (36)

where cos θV ≡ ẑ · ϵV and we have made similar approx-
imations as in Sec. III A to simplify to the second line in
Eq. (36). If the chip itself is piezoelectric, it will also cou-
ple to the dark electric field. However, the piezoelectric
coupling in Eq. (36) only depends on the difference of u
at the boundaries in the z direction, so even though the
chip is much larger than the PT, the dark photon-chip
coupling will not be parametrically larger than the dark
photon-PT coupling.

Given the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (36) we find
a useful definition for the phonon mode-dependent form
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FIG. 5. Projected bounds on the kinetic mixing parameter, κ
(Eq. (35)), assuming Tobs = 1yr at a given frequency. The yel-
low, orange, and red lines labeled “Prototype”, “Gen. I”, and
“Gen. II”, respectively, are computed assuming the parame-
ters discussed in Table I. Solid lines assume the dark photon
polarization is fixed (expected in some dark photon DM pro-
duction scenarios [119] as discussed in detail in Sec. IVA),
such that daily modulation can be used to remove systemat-
ics. Dashed lines assume the polarization is random which
leads to no daily modulation. The light gray shaded region
is excluded by cosmological probes [112], and the dark gray
shaded region is excluded by haloscope experiments [120].

factor, Cnm, to be

Cnm ≡ 1

R

∫
[Unm(r, L+ h)− Unm(r, L)] r dr

= Anm

[
(−1)n − cos

(
nπL

L+ h

)]
J1(αnm)

αnm
, (37)

which has the same magnitude as Bnm in Eq. (15). Using
this definition and Eq. (31), while noting again that δH0

is defined as δH(t) ≡ δH0e
−iωt + h.c., the acceleration

coefficient, a0, for the dark photon interaction is

a0 =
κ√
2

ept
ε0

√
ρV

ρh

cos θV
λnm

∼ µm

s2
cos θV

( κ

10−10

)( ω/2π

4GHz

)(
10

ε0

)
(38)

where λnm = 2πcl/ω is the phonon wavelength, ρh ≈
3.87 g/cm3 (the density of Al2O3), and ept, cl from Ta-
ble I were used in the parametric estimate.

To compute the qc-hBAR sensitivity to κ, a cos θV
must be specified. If the DM polarization is distributed
uniformly over polarizations then the appropriate value
is cos θV → 1/

√
3 corresponding to an average of the

rate over the three possible polarizations. However some

degree of preferred polarization direction is expected in
all the production scenarios discussed previously [119].
For example, production by quantum mechanical fluc-
tuations during inflation primarily generates the longi-
tudinal polarization [111], production from decay of ad-
ditional particles generates a single transverse polariza-
tion [113], production via the misalignment mechanism
fixes a specific field direction [112], and the mechanism
in Ref. [117] generates primarily transverse polarizations.
Whether this directionality persists for cosmologically
long times is currently unknown, and beyond the scope of
this work, but Ref. [119] estimates that the directionality
can survive for long times in weak gravitational poten-
tials. Assuming the dark E field polarization is fixed in
the Galactic frame leads to a time-dependent cos θV (t)
in the Earth frame, which oscillates over a day. The di-
rectional dependence of the detector can then be used to
remove systematics, since backgrounds are not expected
to fluctuate on the specific time scale of a day. This is a
scenario in which a non-differential measurement scheme,
discussed in Sec. III C, can be used.6

In Fig. 5 we show the projected bounds on κ for the
three stages of detector development (labeled “Proto-
type”, “Gen. I” and “Gen. II”, assuming the relevant
parameters in Table I) and Tobs = 1yr. Solid lines as-
sume that modulation can be used to remove systematics
(the threshold signal probability is given by Eq. (23))
and cos θV varies maximally over the day. Dotted lines
assume there is no modulation (the threshold signal

probability is given by Eq. (25)), and cos θV → 1/
√
3.

Additionally we show bounds from cosmological observ-
ables (light gray, “Cosmology”), specifically due to CMB
distortions in this mass range [112], and those from
other haloscope-type experiments (dark gray, “Halo-
scopes”, including Dark E-field [121], WISPDMX [122],
ADMX [123], FAST [124], CAPP [125], SQMS [126],
HAYSTAC [127], ORGAN [128], SQuAD [78],
APEX [129], QUALIPHIDE [130], SUPAX [131],
QUAX [132], GigaBREAD [133], BRASS [134], OR-
PHEUS [135], and MADMAX [136]), compiled with the
help of Ref. [120]. The non-trivial mV , or ω, dependence
is due to the Cnm form factor in Eq. (37). Since this form
factor also appears in the calculation of gnm (Eq. (14)),
the shape of the bounds on κ in Fig. 5 can be understood
from the left panel of Fig. 3.
Other vector DM candidates, such as those arising in

theories with spontaneously broken U(1)B or U(1)B−L

symmetries, can also couple to phonons in the hBAR as
δH ∼ g

∫
d3x q(x)E′(x) · u(x), where g, q(x) are the

6 To implement this search strategy the counts data must first be
binned on timescales small enough to see the modulation, e.g.,
in ∼ 1 hr bins. This binned data can then be substituted in to a
test-statistic whose distribution defines a meaning of statistical
significance, as done previously in Refs. [27, 36]. Following a
similar procedure we find that even if pdc fluctuates at the 10%
level between measurements, the signal rate still only needs to
be larger than the statistical fluctuations.
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FIG. 6. Projected bounds on the monochromatic, coherent
GW with amplitude h0 assuming Tobs = 1yr. The yellow,
orange, and red lines labeled “Prototype”, “Gen. I”, and
“Gen. II”, respectively, are computed assuming the parame-
ters discussed in Table I. Gray regions from current axion ex-
periments [140] (CAPP [125], HAYSTAC [141], SQMS [140])
recast for Tobs = 1yr [18]. Also shown as a dashed line is the
projection from a proposed experiment using optical atomic
clocks [18, 142] (blue, labeled “Atomic Clocks”).

relevant gauge coupling and charge density, respectively.
If the PT and bulk target chip have the same q, then
for long-wavelength E′ the interaction Hamiltonian van-
ishes for the phonon modes considered here. If this selec-
tion rule was not present (e.g., if the PT and bulk target
chip had dramatically different B or B − L charges, or
if the boundary conditions in the ẑ direction were differ-
ent), the acceleration coefficient would parameterically

be a0 ∼ g(q/ρh)
√
ρV /2 ∼ µm/s2 (g/10−18). However

even in this scenario the existence of a vector particle
coupling via U(1)B or U(1)B−L with g ∼ 10−18 is al-
ready ruled out down to g ∼ 10−22 at mV ∼ µeV and
g ∼ 10−20 at mV ∼ 100µeV by short range tests of the
equivalence principle [23, 137, 138] and fifth force exper-
iments [23, 138, 139]. Similar conclusions apply to the
scalar DM models considered in Ref. [23], which have
the additional disadvantage of no modulation effects at
leading order.

B. High-Frequency Gravitational Waves

Phonons within acoustic resonators have long been
used to search for GWs. The original Weber bar [1] and
modern resonant mass detectors [2–9] use ω/2π ∼ kHz
frequency acoustic modes. Bulk acoustic resonator de-
vices operate at even higher frequencies, typically in the

MHz <∼ ω/2π <∼ GHz frequency range [10–13]. Recently
it has also been shown that direct detection experiments
sensitive to single optical phonon excitations are also sen-
sitive to GWs in the THz <∼ ω/2π <∼ 100THz frequency
range [18]. The hBAR device discussed here thus com-
plements these other searches, operating in the frequency
range above traditional bulk acoustic resonators, but be-
low direct detection experiments. GWs above the MHz
frequency are commonly referred to as “high-frequency”
GWs; see Refs. [62, 68] for recent reviews on other detec-
tion methods for high-frequency GWs.

High-frequency GWs may be generated by a variety
of different cosmological and astrophysical sources [62].
Cosmological sources, or those from the early universe,
generate a stochastic gravitational wave background,
whose presence at nHz frequencies has recently been ev-
idenced by pulsar timing arrays, e.g., NANOGrav [143].
GWs generated in the early universe are severely con-
strained by the CMB and BBN, which limit the en-
ergy density in relativistic degrees of freedom to ΩGW

<∼
10−6 [62, 144]. This limits the characteristic strain to

h ∼ 10−30 (GHz/ν)
(
ΩGW/10

−6
)1/2

[18], well outside of
the projected reach of any future hBAR device. However,
high-frequency GWs can also be generated in the late
universe via superradiance [63–66], or the inspiral of light
compact objects, e.g., primordial black holes [67]. These
sources can have amplitudes that are substantially larger.
For example, in a superradiant annihilation process, the
GW amplitude may be modelled as h0(t) ≈ hs/(1 +
t/τsr) [18], where τsr is the superradiance coherence time,
and hs ∼ 10−23 (10 kAU/r) (10µeV/ω) for a compact ob-
ject with mass MCO ∼ M2

pl/ω ∼ 10−5M⊙ (10µeV/ω).
While hs cannot be directly compared to the h0 shown
in Fig. 6, since τsr ∼ 30 s (10µeV/ω) is much smaller
than a year, such a signal has a much larger amplitude
than that of a stochastic, cosmological source, if it is close
enough to the Earth.

The effect of an incoming GW with frequency ω, whose
wavelength is much longer than the size of the detector, is
to induce a strain which has an interaction Hamiltonian
given by [12, 18, 67],

δH =
1

2

∫
d3x ρh ḧ

ij(x, t)xi uj

≈ −ω
2ρh e

zz
GW

2
h0 cos (ωt)

∫
z u d3x (39)

where ḧij = −ω2h0 e
ij
GW cos (ωt) is the second time

derivative of the dimensionless GW amplitude in the TT
frame, ezzGW ≡ eijGWẑiẑj is the GW polarization tensor,

eijGW, projected onto the ẑ direction, and in the second
line we have made the appropriate simplifications for the
hBAR device discussed in Sec. II. We define the phonon
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mode-dependent form factor, Cnm, as

Cnm ≡ π2

λ2mnR

∫
z Unm(r, z) r dr dz (40)

= Anm [(−1)n − 1]

[
J1(αnm)

αnm
+
J0(αnm)

K0(βnm)

K1(βnm)

βnm

]
,

(41)

where we note that n must be odd for nonzero coupling
to the GW. As in Sec. IVA, the corresponding accelera-
tion coefficient, a0, is found by combining Eq. (41) and
Eq. (31), noting again that δH0 is defined as δH(t) ≡
δH0e

−iωt + h.c.,

a0 =
ezzGW cl ω

2π
h0 ∼ 0.4

µm

s2
ezzGW

(
ω/2π

4GHz

)(
h0

10−20

)
.

(42)

As in Sec. IVA, in Fig. 6 we show the projected bounds
for the three stages of detector development (labeled
“Prototype”, “Gen. I” and “Gen. II”, assuming the rel-
evant parameters in Table I) and Tobs = 1yr, assuming a
monochromatic GW source with frequency ω and ampli-
tude h0. While this idealized GW source makes compar-
ing experiments simple, the candidate sources of GWs
at these frequencies, discussed previously, will typically
not emit coherently over year-long timescales, meaning
that modulation of the signal cannot be utilized. There-
fore the projected bounds on h0 assume the differential
measurement scheme is used, and includes systematic un-
certainties. Furthermore we take ezzGW →

√
2/15 which

angularly averages over incoming polarizations and direc-
tions.7 We also show bounds utilizing the inverse Gert-
senshtein effect in haloscope experiments (CAPP [125],
HAYSTAC [141], SQMS [140]), as well as projected
bounds as dashed lines from atomic clocks [142] (blue).
Dielectric haloscope experiments, e.g., MADMAX [146–
148], have also been recently shown to have sensitivity to
high-frequency GWs in this frequency range [149].

V. DISCUSSION

To detect weakly coupled new physics, such as ultra-
light dark photon DM or high-frequency GWs, extremely
sensitive detectors are required. At the smallest interac-
tion strengths, these phenomena may only produce single
quanta within a detector, and therefore leveraging recent
advancements in quantum sensing is crucial. In this pa-
per, we explore how a high-overtone bulk acoustic res-
onator (hBAR) coupled to a superconducting qubit can

7 The angularly averaged quantity is (ezzGW)2 =

ẑiẑj ẑkẑl
∫
dΩ

[
1
2

∑
λ eijλ eklλ

]
/4π and the polarization sum

is simplified using the completeness relation, 1
2

∑
λ eijλ eklλ =(

P ikP jl + P ilP jk − P ijPkl
)
/4, and P ij = δij − q̂iq̂j [145].

precisely detect individual phonon quanta, complement-
ing haloscope based approaches also searching for these
elusive signals.

In Sec. II we detailed the detector design and opera-
tion, illustrated schematically in Fig. 1, and discussed the
phonon modes in the hBAR shown in Fig. 2 (derived in
App. A). In Sec. III we detailed the detector performance,
first computing the optimal phonon-qubit swap efficiency
in Sec. IIIA (shown in Fig. 3), and then discussed the rel-
evant backgrounds in Sec. III B (summarized in Fig. 4).
Lastly in Sec. IV we discussed how dark photon DM can
couple to the hBAR phonons pizeoelectrically (Sec. IVA)
and how high-frequency GWs can excite phonons due to
the induced strain (Sec. IVB), and then derived sensitiv-
ity to both of these new physics signals for each stage of
detector development (Figs. 5 and 6, respectively). The
“Gen. II” stage detector, which includes a more opti-
mized detector geometry and optimistic background es-
timates, could complement the variety of haloscopes also
searching for these signals. Such a detector represents
a long-term goal for this technology, and we have quan-
tified the parameters needed to be optimized to achieve
this goal.

While we have focused on the sensitivity of the qc-
hBAR to resonant new physics signals, the device ar-
chitecture may also be sensitive to light, sub-GeV DM
scattering. Single phonon excitations in bulk crystal tar-
gets have been shown to be exceptionally sensitive to DM
scattering [16, 27, 28, 30–34, 36, 37, 39, 150]. Previous
literature has focused on the excitation of single phonons
in the 1meV <∼ ω <∼ 100meV energy range since typical
transition edge sensor detection technology has O(meV)
thresholds (see, for example, the TESSERACT experi-
mental proposal [50]). Since the threshold of the hBAR
device discussed here is much lower, O(10µeV), it is sen-
sitive to not only DM directly exciting O(10µeV) energy
phonons, but also higher energy phonons which decay,
or downconvert, to the O(10µeV) energy range. Utiliz-
ing low-energy phonons as secondaries is also a strategy
employed by other direct detection experiments, e.g., Su-
perCDMS [14], where the initial energy injection from the
DM produces relatively high energy electron excitations,
which then create phonons via the Neganov-Trofimov-
Luke effect [151, 152]. To understand the sensitivity of a
qc-hBAR to these signals one needs to know the energy
spectrum of the resulting phonons as a function of time.
While we plan to explore this energy spectrum in detail
in future work, we briefly comment on some promising
paths forward.

Generally, bulk anharmonic downconversion is too slow
to downconvert athermal phonons to O(µeV) energies
before they escape the chip through mounting struc-
tures [52, 153, 154]. However, the downconversion rate
can be enhanced by a variety of processes, e.g., isotopic
scattering through decreasing material purity, engineer-
ing of substrate surfaces for surface-based downconver-
sion, or addition of normal metal or superconducting
metal films to surfaces for in-film downconversion [155].
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Of these strategies we consider superconducting film
downconversion to be particularly promising. Athermal
phonons incident on a low-Tc superconducting thin film
will break Cooper pairs into quasiparticles, which then
quickly relax to the superconducting gap ∆ [52, 156, 157].
This relaxation process is generally faster thanO(µs) if ∆
is much smaller than the initial phonon energy. As they
near the gap, these quasiparticles recombine to produce
phonons with energy 2∆. By placing this superconduct-
ing film near the hBAR, and selecting a material with 2∆
close to the hBAR phonon energies, a “resonant” conver-
sion of meV-scale to hBAR phonons could be achieved.
Low-gap materials that may enable this include Hf (2∆ ≈
30µeV) [158] and α-W (2∆ ≈ 3µeV) [159] or a tuned
combination of α-W and β-W [160], which allows access
to a broad range of superconducting gaps. The usefulness
of this strategy depends on how well the phonons emit-
ted from the superconducting thin film convert to hBAR
phonons. If this resonant conversion is possible with-
out negatively impacting qc-hBAR performance, it would
provide a means of accessing a much broader range of
new physics signals and lowering detector energy thresh-
old down toward the 10 µeV scale.

The qc-hBAR is also flexible to applied readout
scheme. For example, a potential approach to improv-
ing the readout scheme might be operating the coupled
qubit-resonator system in the strong dispersive regime
which enables the possibility of quantum non-demolition
(QND) readout of the resonator state. These methods
have found significant use in electromagnetic resonators,
especially in the context of detection of axions and dark
photons [78, 161]. Recently there have also been demon-
strations of operating acoustic resonators, including one
consisting of an hBAR type device, in the strong disper-
sive regime where the detuning between the qubit and the
resonator frequency far exceeds the coupling strength be-
tween them [77, 162]. This allows for the QND measure-
ment of the parity of the phonon number which induces

a frequency shift of the qubit, through an interferometric
Ramsey readout, and might be beneficial for detection of
events generating a single phonon.
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Appendix A: hBAR Eigenmodes

In this appendix we derive the phonon eigenmodes of the hBAR discussed in Sec. II, and discuss the approximations
needed to find the analytic solutions in Eq. (6). We refer the reader to Refs. [10, 73, 85] for similar derivations in
systems with different geometries and boundary conditions. We begin by assuming that the mechanical properties,
e.g., sound speeds and mass densities, of the PT and bulk are identical, so that the elastic wave equation only needs
to be solved in one domain. Furthermore we assume that the hBAR material is isotropic, and therefore the elastic
wave equation is parameterized by just the transverse, ct, and longitudinal, cl, speeds of sound [163],

∂2u

∂t2
= c2t ∇×∇× u+ c2l ∇(∇ · u) . (A1)

To focus on eigenmodes with displacement in the ẑ direction, u = uẑ, we must assume that fluctuations in the
x̂, ŷ directions are small, ∂u/∂x ∼ ∂u/∂y ≪ ∂u/∂z, to remove mixing between the components of u. Under this
assumption we can recast Eq. (A1) in cylindrical coordinates (r, ϕ, z) as,

∂2u

∂t2
= c2l

∂2u

∂z2
+ c2t

(
∂2u

∂r2
+

1

r

∂u

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2u

∂ϕ2

)
. (A2)
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We will find it useful to work in the dimensionless variables,

ρ ≡ r/R , τ ≡ clt/L , λ2 ≡ c2t
c2l

L2

R2
, (A3)

where, as in the main text, L is the length of the hBAR in the ẑ direction, and R is the radius of the PT. In these
dimensionless variables Eq. (A2) simplifies to,

∂2u

∂τ2
= L2 ∂

2u

∂z2
+ λ2

(
∂2u

∂ρ2
+

1

ρ

∂u

∂ρ
+

1

ρ2
∂2u

∂ϕ2

)
. (A4)

To solve Eq. (A4) we must specify the boundary conditions. We assume the hBAR has stress-free boundary
conditions on the top and bottom surfaces in the ẑ direction. Defining the bottom surface at z = 0, and the top
surface is at z ≡ L+ h(ρ) ≡ L (1 +∆(ρ)), where ∆ ≪ 1, the normal components of the stress tensor, σ, must satisfy,

ẑ · σ|z=0 = ẑ · σ|z=L+h(ρ) = 0 . (A5)

Strictly speaking these cannot be exactly satisfied for solutions where u has only a ẑ component. However, when the
x̂ and ŷ components, and their derivatives, are small compared to the ẑ component and its derivatives, at leading
order the boundary conditions in Eqs. (A5) can be satisfied by requiring,

∂u

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

=
∂u

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=L+h(ρ)

= 0 . (A6)

Solving the elastic wave equation with position dependent boundary conditions is generally difficult. However it
simplifies greatly if we change variables,

ζ ≡ z

L+ h(ρ)
=
z

L

1

1 + ∆(ρ)
, (A7)

and assume that h(ρ) is slowly varying in r, ϕ such that

L2 ∂
2u

∂z2
≈ (1 + ∆)

−2 ∂
2u

∂ζ2
≈ (1− 2∆)

∂2u

∂ζ2
. (A8)

While the specific height profile used in the main text, ∆(ρ) = (h/L)Θ(1 − ρ), does not strictly satisfy the slowly
varying requirement, if h/L ≪ 1 these corrections are expected to be small. Using Eq. (A8) transforms the elastic
wave equation (Eq. (A4)) and boundary conditions (Eq. (A5)) to,

∂2u

∂τ2
= (1− 2∆)

∂2u

∂ζ2
+ λ2

(
∂2u

∂ρ2
+

1

ρ

∂u

∂ρ
+

1

ρ2
∂2u

∂ϕ2

)
. (A9)

∂u

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
ζ=0

=
∂u

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
ζ=1

= 0 . (A10)

We now look for solutions of the form,

u(ρ, ϕ, ζ, τ ; q) = ψ(ρ, ϕ, ζ; q) e±iq(ζ−τ) , (A11)

which are parameterized by the positive variable q. Note that identical solutions can be found if τ → −τ in Eq. (A11),
which can then be combined to create real solutions in time. This decomposition is useful because it splits u in to a
term which varies rapidly in z, e±iqζ , and a term which varies slowly in z, ψ, where slowly varying means q ≫ ∂ψ/∂ζ.
Substituting Eq. (A11) into Eq. (A9) gives,

±i∂ψ
∂ζ

= −λ
2

2q

(
∂2ψ

∂ρ2
+

1

ρ

∂ψ

∂ρ
+

1

ρ2
∂2ψ

∂ϕ2

)
− q∆ψ , (A12)

where we have ignored the ∂2ψ/∂ζ2 term which is small because ψq varies slowly in z. To gain some intuition for
Eq. (A12), notice that the solutions with +i on the left-hand side satisfy the Schrödinger equation where ζ is the
analog of time, q/λ2 is an effective mass, and −q∆ is an effective potential. Notably this effective potential is directly
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J0(α) = βK1(β)

K0(β) m = 0, |ηn00| ≈ 1.98× 10−3, δn00/2π = 7.94 MHz

m = 1, |ηn01| ≈ 1.92× 10−3, δn01/2π = 7.67 MHz

m = 2, |ηn02| ≈ 1.79× 10−3, δn02/2π = 7.18 MHz

m = 3, |ηn03| ≈ 1.62× 10−3, δn03/2π = 6.48 MHz

m = 4, |ηn04| ≈ 1.39× 10−3, δn04/2π = 5.56 MHz

m = 5, |ηn05| ≈ 1.11× 10−3, δn05/2π = 4.44 MHz

m = 6, |ηn06| ≈ 7.79× 10−4, δn06/2π = 3.12 MHz

m = 7, |ηn07| ≈ 4.01× 10−4, δn07/2π = 1.61 MHz

m = 8, |ηn08| ≈ 4.73× 10−6, δn08/2π = 18.9 kHz

FIG. 7. Graphical representation of the ℓ = 0 solutions to Eq. (A17). The black and green lines correspond to the first
and second equations in Eq. (A17), respectively, and the intersections are solutions. For the prototype development stage

parameters in Table I, and ω/2π ≈ 4GHz, χ = (q/λ)
√
2δ ≈ (ωR/ct)

√
2h/L ≈ 26. Larger values of χ will lead to more bound

phonon mode solutions. For large α, the black lines go vertical at, approximately, multiples of π. As in Fig. 2, the mode with
frequency ω/2π ≈ 4GHz in the prototype development stage corresponds to n = 291. In the legend we present the ηn0m and
detuning δn0m ≡ ωn − ωn0m, where ωn = nπcl/L, corresponding to each of the solutions.

determined by the height profile of the surface, ∆. Considering the height profile from the main text, ∆ = δΘ(1− ρ),
where δ ≡ h/L, Eq. (A12) can be solved with separation of variables,

ψℓ(ρ, ϕ, ζ; q, η) = Rℓ(ρ; q, η) e
iℓϕ e∓iqηζ , (A13)

where ℓ is an integer, and η is another undetermined parameter. Solutions real in ϕ can be constructed from the
ℓ→ −ℓ solutions of Eq. (A13). Substituting Eq. (A13) in to Eq. (A12) generates the differential equation for Rℓ,

ρ2
∂2Rℓ

∂ρ2
+ ρ

∂Rℓ

∂ρ
+

(
2
q2ρ2

λ2
(η +∆)− ℓ2

)
Rℓ = 0 . (A14)

Note that Rℓ = R|ℓ|, but since our main focus in the main text is on the ℓ = 0 mode we drop the absolute value for
simplicity. Since ∆(ρ) = δΘ(1− ρ) is piecewise, to find the solution everywhere we first find solutions for ρ < 1 and
ρ > 1, and then require that Rℓ is continuous and differentiable at ρ = 1. The solutions to Eq. (A14) are dramatically
different depending on the sign of η, and therefore we discuss them separately.

Case I (Bound Modes): −δ < η < 0. When −δ < η < 0 the Rℓ solutions in the ρ < 1 and ρ > 1 regions are,

Rℓ(ρ; q, η) =

{
Jℓ(α(q, η) ρ) ρ < 1

Aℓ(q, η)Kℓ(β(q, η) ρ) ρ > 1 ,
(A15)

where,

α(q, η) ≡ q

λ

√
2(η + δ) , β(q, η) ≡ q

λ

√
2|η| , χ(q) ≡ q

λ

√
2δ , (A16)

are real constants satisfying α2+β2 = χ2, Jℓ are the Bessel functions of the first kind, and Kℓ are the modified Bessel
functions of the second kind. Since Kℓ(ρ) → 0 as ρ → ∞, these solutions are “bound”, i.e., they are localized near
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ρ < 1. Continuity and differentiability of Rℓ determine the normalization factor, Aℓ = Jℓ(α)/Kℓ(β), and quantize the
α, β solutions via the following equations,

α (Jℓ+1(α)− Jℓ−1(α))

Jℓ(α)
=
β (Kℓ+1(β) +Kℓ−1(β))

Kℓ(β)
, α2 + β2 = χ2 . (A17)

For a given q, the quantization of α, β leads to the quantization of η using Eq. (A16). There are only a finite number
of solutions satisfying Eq. (A17), which we label with m. We define the solutions for η to be ηℓm(q). A visual
representation of the ℓ = 0 solutions is given in Fig. 7. Each intersection of the semi-circle and black lines is a
solution, and therefore there are more solutions the larger the radius of the semi-circle, χ, is.
Given a q we have identified all bound solutions, labeled by ℓ,m quantum numbers. The real solutions for the

bound mode displacements can be written by combining the ±q, ±m, and ±τ solutions discussed previously,

uℓm(ρ, ϕ, ζ, τ ; q) = Rℓm(ρ; q)

{
sin (ℓϕ)

cos (ℓϕ)

}{
sin (q(1− ηℓm(q))ζ)

cos (q(1− ηℓm(q))ζ)

}{
sin (qτ)

cos (qτ)

}
, (A18)

where the ℓm subscripts on u and R indicate that they are evaluated at η = ηℓm(q), e.g. Rℓm(ρ; q) ≡ Rℓ(ρ; q, ηℓm(q)).
The last undetermined quantity is q, which is set by satisfying Eq. (A6). This picks out the cos (q(1− η)ζ) solution

of Eq. (A18), and must satisfy the quantization condition, q(1−ηℓm(q)) = nπ. Since η ≪ 1 the leading order solutions
are simply qnℓm = nπ. The next order solutions are found by solving,

qnℓm(1− ηnℓm) ≈ πn =⇒ qnℓm ≈ πn(1 + ηnℓm) , (A19)

where ηnℓm ≡ ηℓm(nπ). Returning to dimensionful coordinates the bound mode solutions are,

unℓm(r, ϕ, z, t) = Rnℓm(r/R) cos

(
nπz

L+ h

){
sin (ℓϕ)

cos (ℓϕ)

}{
sin (ωnℓmt)

cos (ωnℓmt)

}
, ωnℓm ≈ nπcl

L
(1 + ηnℓm) , (A20)

where the n, ℓ,m subscripts on u and R indicate that they are evaluated at q = qnℓm and η = ηnℓm. The ℓ = 0 mode
functions from Eq. (A20) are also given in Eq. (5) in the main text.

Case II (“Free” Modes): η > 0. When η > 0 the solutions for ρ > 1 no longer decay; instead they are a linear
combination of Jℓ and Yℓ, where the latter are the Bessel functions of the second kind,

Rℓ(ρ; q, η) =

{
Jℓ(α(q, η) ρ) ρ < 1

Aℓ(q, η) Jℓ(β(q, η) ρ) +Bℓ(q, η)Yℓ(β(q, η) ρ) ρ > 1 .
(A21)

We refer to these solutions as “free” since as ρ → ∞ both Jℓ and Yℓ become a linear combination of sin and cos
functions. For these modes, continuity and differentiability of Rℓ at ρ = 1 is enough to determine Aℓ, Bℓ,

Aℓ =
1

2
π(βJℓ(α)Yℓ−1(β)− αJℓ−1(α)Yℓ(β)) , Bℓ = −1

2
π(βJℓ(α)Jℓ−1(β)− αJℓ−1(α)Jℓ(β)) , (A22)

but, opposite of the η < 0 solutions, α, β are not quantized. The quantization of these modes will depend on the
boundary conditions of the target chip in the directions perpendicular to ẑ, but since we do not include these conditions
the radial modes form a continuum. However the boundary condition in Eq. (A6) must still be satisfied. This is done
in the same way as the η < 0 case and results in,

qn(η)(1− η) = πn =⇒ qn(η) ≈ πn(1 + η) . (A23)

To summarize, without enforcing boundary conditions on Rℓ, any η > 0 (as long as η ≪ 1) is a solution. For any
choice of η there are modes labeled by n, ℓ whose real, dimensionful, phonon mode functions are,

unℓ(r, ϕ, z, t; η) = Rnℓ(r/R; η) cos

(
nπz

L+ h

){
sin (ℓϕ)

cos (ℓϕ)

}{
sin (ωn(η) t)

cos (ωn(η) t)

}
, ωn(η) ≈

nπcl
L

(1 + η) , (A24)

where the n, ℓ subscripts on u and R indicate that they are evaluated at q = qn(η), and, as in the η < 0 case, the real
solutions have been constructed out of a linear combination of the exponential solutions.
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FIG. 8. A simplified diagram of the potential outcomes of an individual measurement, with their respective measurement
results. Paths whose result is a 1 constitute a background, whereas those with a 0 do not. Each node/fork represents two
outcomes for a particular step in the measurement process. Red segments indicate steps with “small” probabilities: a failed
swap has a probability 1 − εs, (with εs ∼ O(1)), de/excitation probabilities are small due to small window lengths, and good
readout fidelities make a readout failure unlikely. Black segments indicate steps with O(1) probabilities. The total probability
of each path from the starting point to the result is given by the product of the probabilities of all steps along that path. Paths
1-4, for which the result is colored blue, only have a single red path segment, and are therefore the leading-order components
of this background model. The result colored orange is the only path with O(1) probability, occurs when there are no spurious
excitations or readout failures, and does not contribute background counts.

Appendix B: Backgrounds

Here we further discuss the dark count backgrounds, focusing on three topics: in Sec. B 1 we discuss our model of
the background, in Sec. B 2 we discuss the assumptions underlying the estimate for the spontaneous excitation rates
in Eqs. (20) and (21), and lastly in Sec. B 3 we discuss estimates of the magnitude of the systematic uncertainty, δpdc
in Eq. (25).

1. The Background Model

Successfully measuring the state of the hBAR requires a number of steps, each of which can fail and lead to dark
counts. These steps are illustrated in Fig. 8, where each of the possible outcomes are represented in a branching
diagram. The total probability that any path is followed is given by the product of the probabilities at each step, and
the total probability of a dark count is the sum of all paths which lead to a measured “1”. Since the probabilities of
each step are asymmetric, i.e., one path is much more likely than the other, the set of paths with only one unlikely
step dominate the backgrounds. This is illustrated in Fig. 8 where the more likely path at each node is black, and the
less likely path is red. The set of paths with only one red segment are the leading order background contributions.
These paths are labelled “Paths 1-4” and have probabilities p1−4, respectively. Note that while the probability of
each path will not correspond to each term in Eq. (19), the sum of all p1−4 will match the sum in Eq. (19), i.e.,
p1 + p2 + p3 + p4 = pth,h + pth,q + pqp + pro. We now discuss what goes wrong in each path.
Paths 1 and 2 are from spontaneous qubit excitations after the active reset. These can be due to both thermal

qubit excitations and quasiparticle (QP)-induced qubit excitations, as discussed in Sec. III B, and the sum of the
probabilities is,

p1 + p2 ≈ ∆t

2

([
ωq

Qq

1

eωq/T eff
q − 1

]
+

[
2.17

(
∆

ωq

)3.65√
2ωq∆

π2
x2qp

])
. (B1)
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FIG. 9. A diagram of two measurement sequences, showing how excitations (circles) at different points of the reset-swap-readout
scheme will either yield a dark count in the current measurement (blue), or a potential dark count in a future measurement of
the same mode due to injected phonons (red).

The terms inside the parentheses are the excitation rates from thermal and QP-induced qubit excitations, respectively.
These are multiplied by ∆t/2 since only excitations in the second half of a measurement can affect this measurement
cycle (this is illustrated by the blue dot and arrow in Fig. 9 and will be discussed shortly).

Path 3 is from successfully detecting a real background phonon in the hBAR, either from thermal production in
the hBAR, or from errors in the first half of the previous measurement cycle, (e.g., from active reset) which were
swapped into the hBAR and subsequently swapped back into the qubit during the current measurement cycle. The
thermal contribution from the hBAR is simply pth,h in Eq. (19). The probability of an error in the first half of the
previous measurement is the same as Eq. (B1). However, these phonons must exist until the current measurement, a
time Tm later, and there is some probability they decay. Therefore,

p3 = pth,h + (p1 + p2) e
−Tmωp/Qp . (B2)

Fig. 9 further conceptually illustrates the distinction between the spurious excitation backgrounds in the two halves of
a measurement cycle, and clarifies how excitations occurring in the first half of a cycle end up affecting the following
cycle via a phonon inadvertently “injected” into the hBAR.
Lastly, Path 4 is a readout failure when there are no true excitations, and therefore approximately p4 ≈ pro, where

pro = (1−F)/2 and F is the ideal single shot fidelity, as discussed in Sec. III B.

2. Spontaneous Qubit Excitation Rate

We now discuss the spontaneous qubit excitation rate, starting with a discussion of the QP-induced excitations,
and then moving to the thermal excitations. Our models for QP-induced qubit excitation are based on Ref. [95],
which presents an estimate for the steady-state excited-state probability pe in terms of the reduced QP density
xqp ≡ nqp/nCP, where nqp is the volume density of QPs and nCP is the volume density of Cooper pairs. Assuming
pe ≪ 1, this work estimates the excited-state probability pe as:

pe =
Γ↑,qp

Γ↓,qp + Γ↑,qp
= 2.17

(
∆

h̄ωq

)3.65

xqp. (B3)

This functional form is a fit to an xqp-dependent calculation of pe that critically depends on the energy distribution
of the QPs in the qubit junction leads. Using this, we may find that for a transmon-style qubit,

Γ↑,qp ≃ peΓ↓,qp = 2.17

(
∆

ωq

)3.65√
2ωq∆

π2h̄
x2qp (B4)

where a standard “cold-QP” downward transition rate is used for Γ↓,qp, as suggested in Ref. [52, 97]. This rate is
used as input for the excitation probability in the main text: for a window ∆t during which excitations can occur,
the excitation probability is modeled as pqp = Γ↑,qp∆t.
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Ref. [95] estimates Eq. (B3) by modeling the QP energy distribution under the assumption that QPs are injected
directly into the superconducting layer. While this may be somewhat representative of transient processes such as in-
substrate energy depositions from cosmic rays that result in phonon-mediated QP production, it does not capture all
processes that may cause QP-associated qubit excitation. For example other experiments, e.g., Ref. [88], demonstrated
significantly higher ratios of QP-induced upward transition rates to QP-induced downward transition rates than those
predicted by this functional form. While such observations could be attributed to a “hot” QP population with
characteristic energy not localized to near the gap ∆, photon-assisted qubit excitation processes may also explain
these excitation rates [164]. In principle, this source of excitations should be modeled and may have a different
functional form than that in Eq (B3). However, as recent experiments have claimed that photon-assisted processes
do not limit their excited state population [99], we make the simplifying assumption that engineering strategies like
radiation shielding of environment and input/output lines may make this source of backgrounds subdominant. We
therefore use the functional form in Eq. (B4) to estimate our dark count contributions from QP-induced excitations,
recognizing that there are uncertainties in modeling the QP energy distribution in the junction leads for arbitrary QP
injection sources.

Spontaneous qubit excitations may also occur from qubit interaction with a non-QP thermal bath, similar to that
formed from a set of nearby two-level systems that are able to accept and donate energy to the qubit [165]. While the
qubit and hBAR are thermalized to the mixing chamber plate of a fridge at temperatures typically around 10-20 mK,
the qubit itself is often locally heated well above this temperature, by, for example, hot quasiparticles and readout
(RF) noise [165]. Moreover, the effective temperatures of the QP population and non-QP dissipative baths can often
be different [88], illustrating a degree of decoupling between these sources of excitations. In our model of non-QP
thermal bath interactions, we parameterize this bath as having an effective temperature T eff

q . We also assume the
thermal bath follows the Markov approximation, i.e. that correlations within the bath dissipate over timescales much
smaller than experimentally relevant timescales (here, the inter-measurement time). This approximation is needed
in order to assume independence between results of the target and sideband measurements in a given measurement
set. While experimental probes have demonstrated both Markovian and non-Markovian dynamics [90, 91, 104, 166]
in superconducting qubits coupled to a TLS bath, we assume that non-Markovian dynamics from nearby, long-lived
TLSs may be “calibrated out” by exploiting common TLS properties such as dependence on applied strain [167, 168].
Further experimental probes are needed to confirm this capability, and are planned for pathfinder/prototype devices.

3. Systematic Dark Count Rate Fluctuations

Systematic dark counts can be generated by short timescale, O(10µs), fluctuations in the system parameters. While
estimates exist for longer timescales, short timescale fluctuations have not been studied. However as a rough estimate
it is useful to propagate measured fluctuations to δpdc, given the background model discussed in Sec. III B. We limit
ourselves to considering fluctuations of the qubit lifetime [104–106] and qubit frequency [103, 105], though additional
parameters such as the QP density xqp, effective qubit and hBAR temperatures, and amplifier gain (which affects
ideal single shot fidelity F) will also fluctuate. Following the prescription in Sec. III B and focusing on variations in
the qubit frequency (with δωq/ωq = 500 kHz/4.75GHz [105]) and qubit lifetime (with δτq/τq ≃ 0.1 [104]), we estimate
δpdc/pdc ≃ 0.03, motivating a conservative choice of δpdc/pdc <∼ 0.1 for the prototype development stage.

Appendix C: Proposed Experimental Setup

In Fig. 10 we present a possible experimental configuration for the qc-hBAR device. The device is thermally
anchored to the base plate of a dilution refrigerator, which typically reaches 10 mK. In our simplified diagram, the RF
signal for probing the state of the qubit originates from a QICK board’s RF output [169] and passes onto the readout
input line shown. The signal passes through a set of attenuators which balance the thermal noise at the baseplate
with the power dissipated in each plate, and then passes into the device. The output of the dispersive measurement
passes through a set of circulators to limit reflections, and up through cold (HEMT) and warm amplification before
being sent into the QICK boards RF input chain for digitization. We also show two magnetic flux bias lines here:
one DC flux bias for slow control of the qubit frequency ωq with applied magnetic flux, and one RF flux bias for
the fast operations involved in moving the qubit frequency during the swap gate (though this may also be achieved
through a Stark shift). Other critical elements are the eccosorb filters, which limit IR radiation that may break
Cooper pairs or otherwise thermally heat the qubit to increase the background probabilities pqp or pth,q. While we
do not include parametric amplification in this diagram, it may also help to improve single-shot fidelity, a dominant
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FIG. 10. Proposed experimental configuration for the qc-hBAR operation within a standard dilution refrigerator environment.

source of backgrounds in much of the 1 < ωq/2π < 10 GHz frequency range.
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high-frequency gravitational waves with microwave cavities,” Phys. Rev. D 105 no. 11, (2022) 116011,
arXiv:2112.11465 [hep-ph].

[141] HAYSTAC Collaboration, L. Zhong et al., “Results from phase 1 of the HAYSTAC microwave cavity axion
experiment,” Phys. Rev. D 97 no. 9, (2018) 092001, arXiv:1803.03690 [hep-ex].

[142] T. Bringmann, V. Domcke, E. Fuchs, and J. Kopp, “High-frequency gravitational wave detection via optical frequency
modulation,” Phys. Rev. D 108 no. 6, (2023) L061303, arXiv:2304.10579 [hep-ph].

[143] NANOGrav Collaboration, G. Agazie et al., “The NANOGrav 15 yr Data Set: Evidence for a Gravitational-wave
Background,” Astrophys. J. Lett. 951 no. 1, (2023) L8, arXiv:2306.16213 [astro-ph.HE].

[144] R. H. Cyburt, B. D. Fields, K. A. Olive, and T.-H. Yeh, “Big Bang Nucleosynthesis: 2015,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016)
015004, arXiv:1505.01076 [astro-ph.CO].

[145] J. Ghiglieri, G. Jackson, M. Laine, and Y. Zhu, “Gravitational wave background from Standard Model physics:
Complete leading order,” JHEP 07 (2020) 092, arXiv:2004.11392 [hep-ph].

[146] MADMAX Working Group Collaboration, B. Majorovits and J. Redondo, “MADMAX: A new Dark Matter Axion
Search using a Dielectric Haloscope,” in 12th Patras Workshop on Axions, WIMPs and WISPs, pp. 94–97. 2017.
arXiv:1611.04549 [astro-ph.IM].

[147] A. J. Millar, G. G. Raffelt, J. Redondo, and F. D. Steffen, “Dielectric Haloscopes to Search for Axion Dark Matter:
Theoretical Foundations,” JCAP 01 (2017) 061, arXiv:1612.07057 [hep-ph].

[148] MADMAX Collaboration, P. Brun et al., “A new experimental approach to probe QCD axion dark matter in the
mass range above 40 µeV,” Eur. Phys. J. C 79 no. 3, (2019) 186, arXiv:1901.07401 [physics.ins-det].

[149] V. Domcke, S. A. R. Ellis, and J. Kopp, “Dielectric Haloscopes as Gravitational Wave Detectors,” arXiv:2409.06462

[hep-ph].
[150] M. Raya-Moreno, B. J. Kavanagh, L. Fabrega, and R. Rurali, “Phonon dynamics for light dark matter detection,”

arXiv:2311.11930 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci].
[151] B. S. Neganov and V. N. Trofimov, “Colorimetric method measuring ionizing radiation,” Otkryt. Izobret. 146 (1985) 215.
[152] P. N. Luke, “Voltage-assisted calorimetric ionization detector,” J. Appl. Phys. 64 no. 12, (1988) 6858.
[153] T. F. Harrelson, I. Hajar, O. A. Ashour, and S. M. Griffin, “Theoretical investigation of decoherence channels in

athermal phonon sensors,” arXiv:2109.10988 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci].
[154] I. Hernandez, R. Linehan, R. Khatiwada, K. Anyang, D. Baxter, G. Bratrud, E. Figueroa-Feliciano, L. Hsu, M. Kelsey,

and D. Temples, “Modeling Athermal Phonons in Novel Materials using the G4CMP Simulation Toolkit,”
arXiv:2408.04732 [physics.ins-det].

[155] V. Iaia et al., “Phonon downconversion to suppress correlated errors in superconducting qubits.” Nat Commun. 13
no. 6425, (2022) .

[156] S. B. Kaplan et al., “Quasiparticle and phonon lifetimes in superconductors,” Phys. Rev. B 14 (Dec, 1976) 4854–4873.
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.4854.

[157] P. B. Fischer and G. Catelani, “Nonequilibrium quasiparticle distribution in superconducting resonators: Effect of
pair-breaking photons,” SciPost Phys. 17 (2024) 070. https://scipost.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.3.070.

[158] V. Y. Safonova, A. V. Gordeeva, A. V. Blagodatkin, D. A. Pimanov, A. A. Yablokov, O. L. Ermolaeva, and A. L.
Pankratov, “Investigation of hafnium thin films for design of tes microcalorimeters,” Materials 17 no. 1, (Dec., 2023)
222.

[159] V. Bagwe, R. Duhan, B. Chalke, J. Parmar, S. Basistha, and P. Raychaudhuri, “Origin of superconductivity in
disordered tungsten thin films,” Phys. Rev. B 109 (Mar, 2024) 104519.
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.104519.

[160] A. Jastram, H. Harris, R. Mahapatra, J. Phillips, M. Platt, K. Prasad, J. Sander, and S. Upadhyayula, “Cryogenic dark
matter search detector fabrication process and recent improvements,” Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics

https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.08337
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.102004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.102004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09498
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.131004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.13891
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.13891
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/08/077
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/08/077
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.05934
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.201301
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.03818
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.02368
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.022001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.10982
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.064051
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.04512
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2008.08.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.116011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.11465
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.092001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03690
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L061303
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.10579
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdac6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16213
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.015004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.015004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.01076
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)092
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.11392
https://dx.doi.org/10.3204/DESY-PROC-2009-03/Majorovits_Bela
https://dx.doi.org/10.3204/DESY-PROC-2009-03/Majorovits_Bela
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.04549
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/01/061
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.07057
https://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6683-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07401
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.06462
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.06462
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.11930
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.341976
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10988
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.04732
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-33997-0
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-33997-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.4854
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.4854
https://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.3.070
https://scipost.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.3.070
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma17010222
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma17010222
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.104519
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.104519
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.10.043


30

Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 772 (2015) 14–25.
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900214012005.

[161] D. Schuster, A. A. Houck, et al., “Resolving photon number states in a superconducting circuit,” Nature 445 no. 7127,
(2007) 515–518.

[162] N. R. Lee, Y. Guo, et al., “Strong dispersive coupling between a mechanical resonator and a fluxonium superconducting
qubit,” PRX Quantum 4 no. 4, (2023) 040342.

[163] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Theory of Elasticity, vol. 7 of Course of Theoretical Physics. Elsevier
Butterworth-Heinemann, New York, 1986.

[164] M. Houzet, K. Serniak, G. Catelani, M. H. Devoret, and L. I. Glazman, “Photon-assisted charge-parity jumps in a
superconducting qubit,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (Sep, 2019) 107704.
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.107704.

[165] Y. Lu, N. Lambert, A. F. Kockum, K. Funo, A. Bengtsson, S. Gasparinetti, F. Nori, and P. Delsing, “Steady-state heat
transport and work with a single artificial atom coupled to a waveguide: Emission without external driving,” PRX
Quantum 3 (Apr, 2022) 020305. https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.020305.

[166] Y. Shalibo, Y. Rofe, D. Shwa, F. Zeides, M. Neeley, J. M. Martinis, and N. Katz, “Lifetime and coherence of two-level
defects in a josephson junction,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (Oct, 2010) 177001.
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.177001.

[167] J. Lisenfeld, A. Bilmes, A. Megrant, et al., “Electric field spectroscopy of material defects in transmon qubits,” npj
Quantum Inf 5 no. 105, (2019) .

[168] J. Lisenfeld, A. Bilmes, S. Matityahu, et al., “Decoherence spectroscopy with individual two-level tunneling defects,” Sci
Rep 6 no. 23786, (2016) .

[169] L. Stefanazzi, K. Treptow, et al., “The QICK (Quantum Instrumentation Control Kit): Readout and control for qubits
and detectors,” Review of Scientific Instruments 93 no. 4, (04, 2022) 044709,
https://pubs.aip.org/aip/rsi/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0076249/19817152/044709 1 online.pdf.
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0076249.

https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.10.043
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.10.043
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2014.10.043
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0168900214012005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.107704
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.107704
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.020305
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.020305
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.020305
https://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.177001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.177001
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0224-1
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-019-0224-1
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23786
https://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/srep23786
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0076249
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/rsi/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0076249/19817152/044709_1_online.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0076249

	Listening For New Physics With Quantum Acoustics
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Device Design and Operation
	System Architecture
	Phonon Modes
	Phonon-Sensing Readout Scheme

	Device Performance
	Phonon-Qubit Swap Efficiency
	Backgrounds
	Signal Significance

	Signals
	Dark Photon Dark Matter
	High-Frequency Gravitational Waves

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	textBAR Eigenmodes
	Backgrounds
	The Background Model
	Spontaneous Qubit Excitation Rate
	Systematic Dark Count Rate Fluctuations

	Proposed Experimental Setup
	References


