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Magnons can endow quantum devices with new functionalities. Assessing their potential requires
precise characterization of magnon properties. Here, we use a superconducting qubit to probe
magnons in a ferrimagnet over a range of about 2000 excitations. Using qubit control and para-
metrically induced qubit-magnon interactions we demonstrate few-excitation sensitive detection of
magnons and are able to accurately resolve their decay. These results introduce quantum circuits
as high-dynamic range probes for magnons and provide an avenue toward sensitive detection of
nontrivial magnon dynamics.

In hybrid quantum magnonic circuits, superconducting
qubits are coupled to collective spin excitations in mag-
netic materials [1, 2]. Large spin densities enable strong
coupling between collective spin modes and qubits, allow-
ing the detection and manipulation of single magnons [3–
6]. Introducing magnetic degrees of freedom in this
way can endow quantum circuits with new functional-
ities, such as nonreciprocity [7–12] or frequency trans-
duction [13–15]. The realization and utility of such ap-
plications hinges on an understanding of the limitations
imposed by magnon integration, and thus requires the
ability to precisely characterize magnon properties.

A promising approach for sensitive magnon character-
ization is to use a superconducting qubit as a quantum
sensor [16], and it is an intriguing question which magnon
properties can be detected effectively in this way. Exper-
iments to date have focused on the single or sub-single
magnon regime. There is, however, a considerable inter-
est in investigating magnon dynamics that deviate from
those of the harmonic oscillator and that could be ob-
served at larger magnon numbers. For example, damp-
ing mechanisms beyond the phenomenological Gilbert
description [17–19] or including quantum effects [2, 20]
should be considered. In addition, nonlinearities mani-
fest at large occupation numbers [21–23]. For a quantum
sensor to elucidate such effects it would be important
that it can detect an extended range of excitations and
their dynamics. We are therefore interested in the ques-
tion to what extent a superconducting qubit can act as a
quantum probe of large magnon numbers, and accurately
and sensitively resolve occupation and decay.

Here, we demonstrate quantum sensing using a super-
conducting transmon qubit that is weakly coupled to a
ferrimagnetic sample via a microwave cavity. Exploiting
the dispersive frequency shift and shot-noise induced de-
phasing of the qubit we have realized magnon-detection
of up to ∼ 2000 excitations at a sensitivity level of a few
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magnon/
√
Hz. We then demonstrate two complemen-

tary approaches to resolve magnon dynamics. Combining
high-sensitivity magnon counting with fast qubit control
we have measured the time-dependence of the dispersive
shift, allowing us to resolve magnon decay accurately and
with high sensitivity. In addition, we have used para-
metric pumping to engineer a resonant interaction that
results in magnons acting as controllable bath for the
qubit; in this way, noise properties of the magnon mode
are mapped onto qubit relaxation. This approach allows
infering the magnon decay rate as well as the steady-state
population, and has the potential to resolve decay rates
that exceed qubit control speeds. These results demon-
strate that superconducting qubits can be used as sen-
sitive and high-dynamic range quantum probes for mag-
netic excitations and their dynamics.

Our experiment design is centered around a lumped-
element cavity (Figure 1(a) and (b)), motivated by the
following considerations. Quantum magnonic devices in-
herently face the challenge of combining superconduct-
ing circuits and magnetic fields. Magnon modes in
the few-GHz frequency range require a magnetic field
bias; externally applied magnetic fields, however, sup-
press superconductivity and cause decoherence. While
field-compatible high-Q superconducting resonators have
been coupled to magnons [24–27], contemporary super-
conducting qubits are still highly sensitive to field align-
ment [28, 29]. Past quantum magnonics experiments
have overcome this challenge by combining externally ap-
plied magnetic fields with sophisticated partial shielding
solutions [3, 6, 7].

A promising alternative is to employ local magnetic
fields [8]. We have designed a bus cavity that permits
placing a qubit in a zone of near-zero field to retain
high coherence and mediates coupling to a locally bi-
ased magnetic sample. The electric and magnetic fields
of the differential mode of this cavity are spatially sepa-
rated [30], making it straightforward to couple the trans-
mon qubit capacitively, and the magnetic sample in-
ductively to the mode. We have used a ferrimagnetic
yttrium-iron-garnett (YIG) sphere as an exemplary mag-
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(a) (c)(b)

(d)

(e) (f)
T1 = 2.8 μs

T2E = 5 μs

T1 = 15 μs

T2E = 9 μs

FIG. 1. Experiment overview. (a) Schematic of the
cavity. Transmon qubit (blue) couples to electric field of the
cavity mode, YIG (green) to the magnetic field. Magnets

(purple) generate a static field B⃗0. (b) Equivalent circuit of
the system. (c) Energy level schematic. Qubit (blue) and
cavity (orange) are coupled with strength gqc and are de-
tuned by ∆qc. Cavity and magnon mode (green) are coupled
with strength gmc and are detuned by ∆mc. (d) Cavity spec-
troscopy vs. frequency of a drive applied near the magnon
resonance frequency. Black dots: cavity frequency obtained
from fits. (e) Qubit T1 (top) and T2E (bottom) without mag-
nets, and (f) with magnets inserted.

netic system to test our sensing approach, and focus our
efforts on its Kittel mode [31]. The sphere is located
near the maximum oscillating magnetic field; magnets
are placed in close vicinity, providing a local magnetic
field bias (Fig. 1(a)). Because a static field is sufficient
for our purposes, we have chosen neodymium permanent
magnets producing an estimated magnetic field of about
B0 ∼ 172mT at the sphere. A fixed-frequency transmon
qubit is located on a chip that is placed near the differen-
tial electric field, thus coupling capacitively to the cavity.
The anticipated magnetic field strength at the qubit loca-
tion is < 5mT (Supplementary Materials). Our sensing
approach is based on a weak dispersive coupling between
qubit and magnon mode, realized with mode frequencies
and couplings as illustrated in Fig. 1(c). The transmon
is coupled to the cavity in the usual dispersive regime
[32], with coupling strength much smaller than mode de-
tuning, gqc ≪ ∆qc. The cavity-magnon coupling, gmc,
and detuning, ∆mc, are placed in a similar regime. The
fourth-order nonlinearity of the transmon qubit then re-
sults in a weak dispersive interaction of the magnon mode

with both the qubit and the cavity. The interaction is
characterized by χqm (χmc), the frequency shift of the
qubit (cavity) per magnon excitation occupying the Kit-
tel mode (see Supplement for details on the model).

We have first verified couplings and coherence proper-
ties at a temperature of 10mK. To determine the reso-
nant frequency of the magnon mode, we exploit the cav-
ity dispersive shift, χmc. We applied a drive near the
expected magnon mode resonant frequency, ωm. At res-
onance the drive populates the mode and shifts the cav-
ity frequency (Fig. 1(d)), establishing ωm and confirming
the nonlinear couplings introduced by the transmon. We
have further measured qubit relaxation and (Hahn echo)
coherence times (Fig. 1(e)). Qubit coherence is reduced
compared to measurements without magnets (Fig. 1(f)),
which we attribute to residual stray fields that can be
overcome by optimizing geometry (see Supplement for
details on stray fields).

We have then characterized the qubit as a detector of
the average Kittel mode occupation number, ⟨nm⟩. Due
to the dispersive interaction, we can ‘count’ magnons by
detecting frequency shift and dephasing of the qubit. As
shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), as we increase the steady-
state magnon population via a resonant pump tone, the
spectroscopic response of the qubit shifts from ωq to lower
frequencies and the qubit dephases more rapidly. To
quantify the qubit’s performance as sensor, we are in-
terested in the sensitivity S with which we can resolve
nm magnons. Sensitivity is defined such that, for a given
S(nm) and with unit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in one
second of total measurement time, we can discriminate
at best between nm and n′

m = nm + S(nm) excitations
[34]. We obtain the signal as follows (Fig. 2(c)). We first
prepare either nm or n′

m magnons, and then apply a π-
pulse at frequency ωq + nmχqm, the Stark-shifted qubit
frequency for nm magnons. The signal is the difference in
qubit excited-state probabilities between the two cases,
δPe = Pe − P ′

e. The noise arises from the uncertainty in
determining Pe with a given number of samples.

Quantifying sensitivity requires a calibration of
magnon number as function of pump power, as well as the
dispersive shift per magnon, χqm. Both quantities can
be obtained independently by measuring the qubit Stark
shift and dephasing rate as a function of the magnon
drive amplitude. The shift in measured qubit frequency is
given by ∆fq = (χqc/2π)nm. Additionally, fluctuations
in the magnon number dephase the qubit at a rate γm

2

that is proportional to nm [33]. We have obtained these
quantities from qubit spectroscopy and Ramsey decay,
yielding a calibration for dispersive shift and magnon oc-
cupation (Fig. 2(d)) (See Supplement for details on the
calibration).

Having established the magnon occupation, we de-
termine the sensitivity as function of magnon number,
S(nm). For each pump power applied, we fit the qubit
spectroscopy signal and interpolate over drive power to
obtain the sensing signal for arbitrary nm and n′

m. Sim-
ilarly, we estimate the noise for discriminating between
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(a)

(c)

(b)

(d) (e)

FIG. 2. Magnon counting. (a) Qubit spectroscopy as a
function of pump power applied to the magnon mode. Probe
frequency is relative to ωq/2π. (b) Ramsey decay of the qubit.
A pump is applied on the magnon mode during the qubit evo-
lution time. (c) Qubit spectrum for different pump powers
(colors correspond to markers in (a)). Solid lines are Gaus-
sian fits. δPe is the difference in qubit population after a
π-pulse at ∼ ωq/2π − 7MHz with two magnon numbers pre-
pared. Inset: Corresponding qubit readout histograms. (d)
Stark-shifts and dephasing rates as function of pump power.
Lines are linear fits. Dephasing at large powers deviates from
linear as discussed in [33]. (e) Sensitivity as function of pop-
ulation (green dots). Green solid line: simulation. Difference
between data and simulation arises from control imperfections
at Stark-shifted qubit frequencies. Gray dashed line: simula-
tion of ideal qubit case (no intrinsic decoherence). Gray dash-
dotted line: simulation of ideal qubit and fastest-possible duty
cycle.

any nm and n′
m; the noise arises from the uncertainty

in qubit readout, characterized by standard deviations
σ and σ′ (Fig. 2(c)). Together with the duration of a
single execution of the experiment sequence, we obtain
the conditions for unit SNR in one second, and thus the
sensitivity (see Supplement). The resulting S(nm) from
this procedure is plotted in Figure 2(e), demonstrating a

resolution of a few magnon/
√
Hz over a ∼ 2000 magnon

dynamic range; we set this maximum based on the finite
control bandwidth of the electronics used in the experi-

(c) (d)

(b)(a)

FIG. 3. Detecting magnon decay. (a) Ramsey sequence
executed during the decay of magnon population. The phase
of the second pulse is swept. Black dots: phase of the fringes
obtained from sinusoidal fits. (b) Linecuts show phases that
serve as measure of the time-dependent magnon population.
(c) Qubit spectroscopy during magnon decay maps popula-
tion onto qubit frequency. Black squares: resonant frequency
obtained from Gaussian fits. (d) Time evolution of phase and
frequency shifts. Decay constants are extracted from expo-
nential fits.

ment.
Limitations on sensitivity and dynamic range can be

understood as follows. The dispersive coupling χqm is
the central design parameter that determines sensitivity;
it is the rate at which the qubit can acquire information
about the magnon population. Our choice of a small χqm

is a central difference to earlier work in which a large
coupling was used to resolve populations ≪ 1 [16]. In
contrast, larger magnon numbers can be detected by a
smaller χqm. As the magnon population increases the
qubit dephases more rapidly, resulting in a broader qubit
linewidth and a signal that is more difficult to resolved.
Range is thus limited by the technical challenge in mea-
suring the shifted and broadened qubit spectrum with
sufficient contrast. A smaller χqm could thus always be
used to further increase range at the cost of sensitivity.
Improvements to sensitivity are possible through qubit
readout or faster measurement cycles, for example using
active qubit reset [35]. Projected sensitivity limits due
to improved qubit coherence and duty cycle are shown in
Fig. 2(e).
Next, we turn to using the qubit as sensor for popula-

tion dynamics and, as a proof-of-concept, aim to resolve
the Kittel mode decay. The underlying principle is again
the dispersive shift of the qubit, which now becomes time-
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dependent. We have explored two different methods by
which the dynamics can be resolved by the qubit: First,
by detecting the time-dependent phase accumulation of
a superposition state; and second, by directly measur-
ing the time-dependent frequency shift. To resolve the
qubit’s phase accumulation, we have performed a Ram-
sey experiment (Figure 3(a),(b)). After preparing a cer-
tain magnon population, the qubit was prepared in a
superposition state, and left to evolve while the magnons
decayed. The time-dependent phase of the qubit is then a
measure of the magnon relaxation. Alternatively, we can
perform time-dependent qubit spectroscopy (Fig. 3(c)).
Here, the change in qubit resonant frequency is a direct
measure of magnon relaxation.

Similarly to the case of steady-state population, we are
interested in the accuracy with which magnon damping
can be resolved, and how fast this information can be ac-
quired. To that end, we have sub-sampled the datasets
presented in Fig. 3(a) and (c) and analyzed subsets with
total acquisition time of a second. We have extracted the
time-dependent phase shifts and qubit resonance frequen-
cies, and determined their decay constants (Fig. 3(d)).
Exponential fits yield 1/κm = 34(2) ns and 40(4) ns, in
agreement with each other and with independent spec-
troscopic verification (Supplement). The fit uncertainties
can be translated to a sensitivity for detecting magnon
lifetime, on the order of a few ns/

√
Hz. We note that the

magnon lifetime is reduced by a factor of about 3 com-
pared to typically quoted values in YIG spheres [3, 6]. We
attribute this reduction to magnetic field inhomogeneity
and it could be addressed by altering geometry.

The qubit can thus be used as a sensitive detector of
magnon dynamics, but it has limitations. Here, we re-
solved decay for up to ∼ 650 initialized magnons. This
limitation arises from the combination of large magnon
damping rate κm and dispersive shift. The decay of nm

excitations occurs with rate nmκm, producing a qubit fre-
quency shift over a very short time. If qubit control is
slow in comparison, the signal blurs out and dynamics at
large magnon numbers are harder to detect. The magnon
number for which dynamics can be resolved could thus be
increased in two ways: First, a weaker dispersive coupling
will reduce the frequency shift per time, and similarly to
the case of population detection, sensitivity can be sac-
rificed for dynamic range. Second, faster qubit control
allows resolving shorter timescales; the timing resolution
of our experiment could be improved, for example, using
fast direct-synthesis solutions [36].

So-far we have probed the magnon mode using the
static dispersive ZZ interaction, where qubit frequency
depends on magnon occupation. As discussed, fast
magnon decay may be difficult to resolve with this cou-
pling due to the demands on qubit control speed. A
powerful alternative approach is to utilize a tunable XX
coupling, where energy is exchanged resonantly. Then,
the dynamics of the system probed are mapped onto re-
laxation of the qubit, which can be used for detecting fast
noise processes [38]. Here, we show that we can exploit

(b)

(c)

(a)

FIG. 4. Resonant magnon-qubit coupling. (a) Driv-
ing at the half-difference frequency between transmon and
magnon mode dynamically hybridizes the modes. The trans-
mon becomes Purcell-limited and decays faster. (b) Linecuts
of transmon decay at resonant (dark blue) and near-resonant
(medium blue) hybridization with the magnon mode. Qubit
decay with no drive shown dashed. (c) Stronger pumps re-
sult in faster qubit decay. The parametric pump strengths
for the data shown are Ωqm/2π = 0.66(2)MHz, 0.86(2)MHz,
and 1.11(2)MHz. Resonances are increasingly Stark-shifted
with increasing pump power [37].

the intrinsic nonlinearity of the transmon qubit to dy-
namically activate resonant coupling in a controlled fash-
ion, and measure the magnon decay through the qubit
relaxation.

We have used parametric pumping to engineer an en-
ergy exchange that can be used to determine the magnon
decay rate as follows. Applying a pump to the transmon
near |ωq−ωm|/2 realizes degenerate four-wave mixing be-
tween the two modes [39]. This mixing results in energy
exchange with a rate Ωqm that is tunable by pump power.
After preparing the qubit in the excited state, we have
applied a pump with fixed power for a variable time and
with varying detuning from resonance (Fig. 4(a)). The
rapid decay of the magnon mode results in an accelerated
decay rate of the qubit, κ, which can be understood as a
dynamically activated Purcell effect (Fig. 4(a) and (b)).
When the pump is on resonance, κ ≡ 1/T1 = Ωqm/κm,
for Ωqm/2 ≪ κm. From a measurement of qubit decay as
function of pump frequency we can independently infer
Ωqm and κm for a given pump power [37]. We obtain
1/κm = 39(4) ns, in agreement with the dispersive detec-
tion method. In addition, the steady-state population of
the qubit reflects the magnon population. In the mea-
surements presented here, we have not applied an addi-
tional drive to the magnon mode and the qubit decays
fully to the ground state, reflecting the fact that the Kit-
tel mode excitation is close to zero in equilibrium. We
emphasize that pump strength maps magnon decay onto
qubit relaxation in a controllable fashion (Fig. 4(c)). In
this way, a wide range of different κm and ⟨nm⟩ could be
resolved by the qubit decay. For details on the model,
see Supplement.
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In summary, we have employed a superconducting
qubit as a quantum sensor for a weakly coupled magnon
mode. Without requiring fine-tuning of the qubit-
magnon coupling, we have used quantum control and
parametric pumping of a superconducting qubit to mea-
sure magnon population and decay with a high dynamic
range. Using the instrinsic dispersive coupling, we were
able to count up to about 2000 magnons with few-
magnon sensitivity. Using the dispersive as well as an
engineered resonant coupling we have used the qubit to
measure the magnon decay.

We emphasize the simplicity of our experimental ap-
proach, which does not require intricate magnetic shield-
ing solutions or magnetic-field compatible qubits. While
mostly inconsequential in our case, we have observed that
stray magnetic fields cause magnon line broadening and
a reduction in qubit coherence. These effects could be
addressed by a different magnet arrangement, for exam-
ple in a Halbach geometry [40]. Tunable magnetic fields
could also be accommodated in a fairly straight-forward
fashion [41].

Our results establish superconducting qubits as high-
range, high-sensitivity quantum probe for magnons. The
detection limit is set by how effectively the qubit can ac-
cumulate information about magnon properties. There-
fore, in-situ control of coupling, as we have shown here
through parametric pumping, is a particularly promis-
ing approach to resolve dynamics across a wide range
of populations and timescales. Our experimental plat-
form is compatible with the generation and stabilization
of nonclassical states with high appeal for sensing, such
as cat or squeezed states [42, 43]; and our methods would
allow to also map phase fluctuations onto the qubit [44].
Our experiment could thus be extended, for example, to
resolve nontrivial decay dynamics [20] or intrinsic nonlin-
earities. The ability to engineer resonant interactions fur-
ther offers the opportunity to realize out-of-equilibrium
steady states of the qubit that could serve as sensitive
probes of multi-mode systems [45]. The methods em-
ployed here only rely on weak dispersive couplings be-
tween a cavity and the degree of freedom of interest, and
could therefore be transferred straight-forwardly to other
collective excitations.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup

1. Theoretical system description

The Hamilton of the system (with ℏ = 1) is given by

H = ωcĉ
†ĉ+ ωmm̂

†m̂+ ωqq̂
†q̂ +

α

2
(q̂† + q̂)2

+gmc(m̂
†ĉ+ m̂ĉ†) + gqc(q̂

†ĉ+ q̂ĉ†),
(A1)

where ωc, ωm, ωq represent the frequencies and ĉ, m̂, q̂
represent the annihilation operators of the cavity, Kit-
tel (magnon) mode and qubit, respectively. The Kittel
mode and the cavity are magnetic-dipole coupled with
strength gmc, while the qubit and the cavity are electric-
dipole coupled with strength gqc. We approximate the
Kittel mode as a harmonic oscillator, which is valid in
the low-excitation limit [46]. α is the anharmonicity of
the transmon qubit. We diagonalize this Hamiltonian,
and in the dispersive regime it can be written as [32]

Hdisp = ωcĉ
†ĉ+ ωmm̂

†m̂+ ωqq̂
†q̂ +

α

2
(q̂†q̂)2 + χqcq̂

†q̂ĉ†ĉ

+ χqmq̂
†q̂m̂†m̂+ χmcm̂

†m̂ĉ†ĉ
(A2)

χij is the dispersive frequency shift per excitation be-
tween modes i and j. For simplicity, the (now dressed)
frequencies and normal mode operators are denoted by
the same symbols as in the previous Hamiltonian. Note
that the dispersive shifts are related: The qubit-magnon
dispersive shift, χqm, can be expressed following [32] in
terms of χqc as χqm = (gmc/∆mc)

2χqc. Similarly, χmc

can be expressed through χqm.

2. Device design

Finite element simulations (obtained from Ansys
HFSS) of the lumped-element cavity are shown in Fig-
ure 5(a). The spatially separated cavity field compo-
nents enable coupling to qubit and magnon at different
locations, minimizing the effect of stray field from the
permanent magnet on the qubit. The qubit-cavity cou-
pling strength and the corresponding dispersive shift are
evaluated by calculating the energy participation ratio
of the transmon junction [47]. The magnon-cavity cou-
pling is evaluated with the magnetic field value integrated
over the YIG sphere volume normalized to half-photon
energy [30]. A picture of the physical device is shown
in Fig. 5(b).
We use small disc-shaped neodymium magnets to pro-

vide a near-uniform static magnetic field over the 1mm
diameter YIG sphere volume. From a finite element sim-
ulation of the magnets (using Ansys Maxwell) in the cav-
ity we estimate a 172mT magnetic field at the sphere
location, resulting in a prediction of the Kittel mode fre-
quency of 4.82GHz, while maintaining a magnetic field
of less than 4mT at the qubit’s location, as shown in
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(a)

(c)(b)

z
yx

FIG. 5. Device design. (a) Finite element simulations
of electric (E) and magnetic (H) field for the cavity mode
at center of the cavity, in the YZ plane. Oscillating E fields
are concentrated at the qubit position on top; oscillating H
fields are maximal near the YIG sphere position. Dashed
line is used to refer to the origin (center) of the cavity. (b)
Photograph of the main components of the device. The cavity
is made of three Cu pieces that are stacked on top of each
other and bolted together with screws. Bottom piece is shown
left, middle piece (incl qubit chip) on the right. A lid that
mounts to the top of the middle piece is not shown. YIG
sphere barely visible at the center of the bottom piece. One
of the permanent magnets used is visible on the side of the
bottom piece. (c) Simulated static magnetic field (B0) from
the permanent magnets at position of the YIG sphere (top
panel) and qubit chip (bottom panel) on a line along the y-
axis.

Fig. 5(c). The permanent magnets near the YIG sphere
introduce a slight inhomogeneity in the magnetic field
across the 1mm range, with a simulated center-to-edge
inhomogeneity of about 1mT (Fig. 5(c)).

3. Cryogenic setup

The setup is assembled and cooled down to 10mK in
an Oxford Instruments Triton 500 dilution refrigerator.
A schematic of the measurement setup is shown in Fig. 6.

4. Device characterization

Device parameters are summarized in Table I. Qubit
and cavity characterization was performed with standard
spectroscopic and pulsed relaxation/dephasing measure-
ments.

Kittel mode frequency and linewidth were measured
directly using a vector network analyzer (VNA) (Fig. 7).
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amplifier

X dB cryo attenuator, Cu body

0 dB cryo attenuator, Cu body

IQ mixer

RF generator

10.2

10.2

10.2
2.8

FIG. 6. Cryogenic setup. Qubit, cavity, and magnon
control signals were synthesized using a commercial quantum
control solution (Quantum Machines OPX) and up/down-
converted using external local oscillators (Signalcore) and IQ
mixing. Pumps were supplied using a gated microwave gen-
erator (Rohde & Schwarz SGS100A).

While the hybridization (and thus signal) is weak, the
magnon mode can still be resolved in spectroscopy. We
note that this characterization is not required by our ex-
periment, but serves as an independent verification of
the Kittel mode. To confirm that the observed mode
is indeed the Kittel mode, we have also performed the
VNA measurement at room temperature (RT), with and
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(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Spectroscopic magnon mode characteriza-
tion. (a) S11 measurement of the Kittel mode at T = 10mK.
(b) RT S11 measurement of the cavity near Kittel mode fre-
quency with (top plot) and without (bottom plot) magnet.
Differences in frequency and linewidth of the mode are due to
(1) magnet alignment shifts in the cooldown/warmup process
of the device, and (2) the absence of a superconducting qubit
in the RT measurements; the chip was removed for the RT
measurements. The linewidth reported in Table I is from a
fit to a reflection model to the cryogenic data.

Qubit (q̂) Symbol Value
Mode frequency ωq/2π 3.87GHz
Relaxation time T1 2.78(7) µs
Ramsey decay T2R 4(1) µs
Hahn echo decay T2E 5(2) µs
Cavity (ĉ)
Mode frequency ωc/2π 4.56GHz
Magnon (m̂)
Mode frequency ωm/2π 4.74GHz
Mode linewidth κm/2π 4.81MHz
Cross-Kerr (χij)
Qubit and cavity χqc/2π [1MHz]
Qubit and magnon χqm/2π 67(1) kHz

TABLE I. System parameters. Value in square brackets is
obtained from simulation. All other quantities are obtained
from measurement.

without magnets. Disappearance of the signal without
magnets is strong proof that the observed mode is the
Kittel mode.

Appendix B: Magnon counting sensitivity

1. Magnon number calibration

To calibrate the magnon number in our setup, we use
two measurements as discussed in the main text. We
determine χqm and ⟨nm⟩ using Stark shift and dephasing
of the qubit. The Stark shift is

∆fq = χqm⟨nm⟩. (B1)

For the qubit dephasing, we can write the total de-
phasing rate as [33]

Γq = γ0
2 + 2⟨nm⟩κm

χ2
qm

(κ2
m + χ2

qm)
. (B2)

Here, γ0
2 is the ‘bare’ transmon dephasing rate with zero

magnon population, and can be measured independently.
Note that the magnon occupation number ⟨nm⟩ is propor-
tional to the pump power, ⟨nm⟩ = cpumpP , where cpump

is determined by the attenuation in the fridge wiring.
There are only two unknowns (cpump and χqm); these
equations thus allow us to extract the value of χqm and
calibrate the magnon number by measuring the Stark
shift and qubit dephasing rate as a function of pumping
power.

2. Experimentally obtained sensitivity

To evaluate the sensitivity S(nm) of our setup as de-
scribed in the main text, we express SNR based on signal
and noise (Fig. 2(c) in the main text) as:

SNR =
|Pe − P

′

e |√
σ2
Pe

+ σ2
P ′

e

(B3)

Here, σPe
, σP ′

e
are the standard deviations of the mean

when evaluating Pe and P
′

e , with uncertainty arising
from noisy qubit readout. Theses values are related
to the standard deviation defined in the main text as
σPe

= σ/
√
N , where N is the number of samples used

to evaluate Pe. To determine S as a function of magnon
population, it is necessary to evaluate the signal and noise
for arbitrary nm and n

′

m.
The signal is obtained from qubit spectroscopy as fol-

lows. We use a Gaussian distribution to model the qubit
response Pe(n, nm) [33] as

Pe(n, nm) = Pnm
e exp

(
(n− nm)

2

2Σ2
nm

)
, (B4)

where Pnm
e is the qubit excited-state probability after ap-

plying a π - pulse at frequency ωq + nmχqm. Σnm
is the

standard deviation of a Gaussian fit of the qubit response
versus probe frequency, after preparing nm magnons.
Note that the SNR can then be rewritten as

SNR =
|Pe(nm, nm)− Pe(nm + S(nm), nm)|√

σ2
Pe

+ σ2
P ′

e

. (B5)

From the Stark shift measurements (Fig. 2(a) in the
main text), we extract the peak value (Pnm

e ) and stan-
dard deviation (Σnm

) from a Gaussian fit at each mea-
sured magnon number (Fig. 8(a),(b)). By interpolating
both as a function of magnon population using a second-
order polynomial, we obtain parameters for a Gaussian
for arbitrary magnon number, allowing us to evaluate the
signal for arbitrary nm.
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To estimate the noise for arbitrary nm, we evaluate the
standard deviation of the mean qubit excited state prob-
ability, (σPe

), versus probe frequency for each measured
magnon occupation; for reference, see Figure 8(c) for
readout distributions after preparing ground and excited
states of the qubit. σPe versus probe frequency for one
particular magnon occupation is shown in Figure 8(d).
To extract the noise profile for arbitrary magnon number
using interpolation, we fit this profile with an (empirical)
Gaussian. The extracted peak of σPe and standard devi-
ation of σPe from this fit are plotted in Fig. 8(e),(f) as a
function of magnon population. It is worth noting that
the noise estimate does not significantly impact the sen-
sitivity values since the noise levels for the ground and
excited states are comparable. Thus, we estimate noise
by the average peak value and a linear fit of the stan-
dard deviation to generating Gaussian σPe

versus probe
frequency for arbitrary nm.

We follow the usual definition of sensitivity from [34],
which states that it is the minimum detectable signal
that yields unit SNR in 1 s total measurement time. In
our case, the total measurement time for the magnon
detection sequence is T = Nτ ∼ 32ms (with τ ∼ 32 µs,
N = 1000). Hence, using the definition of Eq. (B5) and

making use of SNR ∝
√
N, we compute sensitivity by

finding the value S(nm) ≡ n
′

m−nm for which SNR = 0.18
with T = 32ms. This procedure results in the sensitivity
values as a function of magnon population presented in
the main text.

3. Theoretical limits of sensitivity

To determine the theoretical limits on sensitivity, we
perform numerical simulations of the system in the time-
domain, accounting for measured coherence times and
magnon number dependent dephasing rates of the qubit
following [33]. We match the readout to the experimen-
tally obtained parameters (Fig. 8(c)). This provides sim-
ulated values for both standard deviation (Σ) and peak
(Pnm

e ) as a function of magnon population (Fig. 8(a),(b)).

In addition, we simulate an ideal qubit, isolating the
effects of decoherence on sensitivity, while preserving
comparable readout conditions. Unlike the experimen-
tal scenario, the ideal qubit’s infinite coherence prevents
any population leakage from the excited state to the
ground state during the measurement, thereby modi-
fying the readout noise. We fit the measured ground-
state histogram with a Gaussian distribution and the
excited-state histogram with a double-Gaussian distri-
bution (Fig. 8(c)), to extract the standard deviations of
a pure ground/excited state measurement. These signal
and noise values are then incorporated into the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) definition, yielding the sensitivity
curves presented in Fig. 2(e) of the main text.

(b)(a)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 8. Sensitivity extraction. (a), (b) P 0
e and Σ as func-

tion of magnon number. Dark blue dots: parameters from
Gaussian fits to spectroscopy curves shown in Fig. 2 of the
main text. Dark blue solid line: polynomial fit to data points.
Light blue line: simulation for qubit with measured coherence
times. Gray dashed line: simulation with ideal qubit. (c)
Histogram: Qubit readout histogram with qubit prepared in
ground (purple) and excited state (orange). Solid lines: Gaus-
sian (purple) and double-Gaussian (orange) fits of ground and
excited state readout, respectively. Double-Gaussian fit is re-
quired because the qubit decays to the ground state during
readout. (d) Standard error of the mean for P e w.r.t. probe
frequency. Solid line: Gaussian fit. Black point: peak value.
(e) Extracted peak of the Gaussian fits described in (d). Black
point corresponds to the peak value obtained for (d). (f) ex-
tracted standard deviation of σPe from the Gaussian fit. Solid
line: polynomial fit.

Appendix C: Parametrically activated resonant
coupling

The transmon can be used as a four-wave mixer due
to its fourth order nonlinearity. A pump at an appro-
priate frequency enables a parametric mode conversion
interaction with a controllable coupling strength Ωqm/2,
described by the Hamiltonian

Hint =
Ωqm

2
q̂†m̂+ h.c.. (C1)

Particularly in our case, the pump frequency is given by
ωpump = |ωq − ωm|/2. See, for instance, [39] for details
on the derivation. The strength of this conversion inter-
action is set by the pump power.
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(b)(a)

FIG. 9. Resonant magnon-qubit coupling: additional
data. (a) and (b) are the raw data from which the medium
blue and dark curves in Fig. 4(c) of the main text were ex-
tracted.

To model the accelerated decay rate of the qubit we
follow [37] and find the time dependence of q̂,

q̂(t) =
q̂(0)

β
e−

γt
4

(
β cosh

(
tβ

4

)
+ γ sinh

(
tβ

4

))
(C2)

where

γ = κm + 2iδ (C3a)

β =
√

γ2 − (2Ωqm)2, (C3b)

and δ is a small detuning from the resonance condition
of the conversion process.
To understand the dynamically activated Purcell effect
we consider the case δ = 0 and Ωqm/2 ≪ κm, yielding
the approximate solution

q̂ ≈ q̂(0)e−Ω2
qmt/2κm . (C4)

Clearly, the decay rate of qubit in this case is κ =
Ω2

qm/κm. For δ ̸= 0, we can write evolution of q̂ as:

q̂ ≈ q̂(0)e−
t
2

Ω2
qm
γ ≡ q̂(0)e−

t
2γconv (C5)

with complex γconv,

γconv =
Ω2

qm(κm − 2iδ)

κ2
m + (2δ)2

. (C6)

The real part of γconv is the qubit decay rate, κ. κ is a
Lorentzian with FWHM κm, and centered around δ = 0.
The data in Fig. 4(c) of the main text are fit to this
function. The medium blue and light blue Lorentzian
fits shown in main text Fig. 4(c) are derived from the
data shown in Fig. 9.
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