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Electromagnetic resonant systems, such as cavities and LC circuits, are widely used to detect ul-
tralight boson dark matter and high-frequency gravitational waves. However, the narrow bandwidth
of single-mode resonators necessitates multiple scan steps to cover broad frequency ranges. By incor-
porating a network of auxiliary modes via beam-splitter-type and non-degenerate parametric cou-
plings, we enable broadband detection with an effective bandwidth of each scan matching the order
of the resonant frequency, while maintaining a strong signal response. In heterodyne upconversion
detection, where a background cavity mode transitions into another due to a potential background
source, multiple orders of the source frequency can be probed with high sensitivity without tuning
the cavity frequency. Consequently, our method allows for significantly deeper exploration of the
parameter space within the same integration time compared to single-mode detection.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Axions [1–3] and dark photons [4] are compelling can-
didates for dark matter (DM) due to their natural pre-
diction in the compactification of higher dimensional fun-
damental theories [5–8]. The QCD axion, in particular,
provides a solution to the strong CP problem [9]. Ex-
perimental efforts are underway to detect these bosonic
DM candidates through their electromagnetic coupling,
using techniques like resonant microwave cavities [10, 11]
and superconducting circuits [12–14]. In both cases, ax-
ion fields in the presence of a strong background mag-
netic field, or dark photon fields themselves, can induce
effective currents that serve as signals in haloscope ex-
periments [15–21].
On the other hand, gravitational waves (GW) with fre-

quencies higher than kHz can offer insights into early uni-
verse cosmology and particle physics beyond the stan-
dard model [22]. Two noteworthy phenomena—the in-
verse Gertsenshtein effect [23], akin to axion electrody-
namics, and mechanical resonance [24–27]—have the ca-
pability to convert GW into photons in the presence of
a background electromagnetic field. The largely unex-
plored parameter space of high-frequency GW (HFGW)
has gained significant attention, leading to the implemen-
tation of axion haloscope experiments aimed at detecting
its signatures [27–33].
The scan rate, a critical figure of merit for cover-

ing broad frequency ranges [34–37], is influenced by the
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trade-off between the bandwidth of each scan and its sig-
nal response during resonant detection. In single-mode
resonators, responses to the signal and to the noise due
to intrinsic fluctuations are identical, resulting in the ef-
fective bandwidth of each scan as the range where this
intrinsic noise predominates over readout noise with a
relatively flat power spectrum [38, 39]. Consequently,
by adjusting the readout coupling, it is possible to op-
timize sensitivity and approach the standard quantum
limit [34, 35, 37–43].

Exceeding the standard quantum limit in single-mode
resonators involves broadening the effective bandwidth
of each scan. A practical approach to achieve this is by
reducing readout noise through squeezing techniques [34–
37]. Recent studies have shown that a multi-mode res-
onant system with auxiliary non-degenerate parametric
interactions can significantly increase the signal response
at off-resonant frequencies, thereby considerably expand-
ing the effective bandwidth [44–46].

In this study, we demonstrate the ultimate sensitiv-
ity limit achievable by a multi-mode resonator, which
allows for a substantially increased quantum limit for
the scan rate. This newly derived limit enables ex-
periments to achieve a bandwidth as extensive as the
resonant frequency for each scan. Notably, by apply-
ing multi-mode generalization to heterodyne upconver-
sion detections—where bosonic fields and HFGWs induce
transitions between two quasi-degenerate modes [33, 41,
42, 47]—it becomes feasible to realize a simultaneous
resonant and broadband detector. This configuration
achieves a significant signal response while obtaining an
effective bandwidth that spans several orders in the fre-
quency domain.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows:
Section II briefly introduces resonant cavity and LC-
circuit detectors, focusing on their mode quantization
and response to effective currents. Section III discusses
the effective currents induced by axions, dark photons,
and HFGWs, as well as the mechanical vibration sig-
nals induced by HFGWs. Section IV applies the input-
output formalism to derive the response and quantum
limit of single-mode resonators. Section V explores multi-
mode generalizations, presenting example configurations
and detailing their responses and the enhanced response
widths. Section VI discusses the practical realization and
potential experimental challenges of these configurations.
In Sec. VII, we apply the achieved bandwidth to three
types of detection. Finally, section VIII summarizes the
results and offers future outlooks.

II. RESONANT ELECTROMAGNETIC
SYSTEMS

In this section, we introduce two electromagnetic reso-
nant systems commonly used as detectors: resonant cav-
ities and LC circuits. The left panel of Fig. 1 illustrates
these detection schemes. We detail the parameterization

of the interaction between quantized resonant modes and
an effective current signal. A cavity mode resonates when
the current’s frequency falls within the resonant band-
width and its wave function spatially overlaps with the
cavity mode. Superconducting LC circuits utilize pick-
up loops to convert the magnetic flux, induced by the
effective current in a shielded environment, into a volt-
age signal. Additionally, section IIC presents equivalent
circuit representations of a cavity mode.

ΦΨ

Cavity LC circuit

⃗Jeff

⃗B0⃗B0 a Ψ

 readout

single-mode 

sensor

γr
α

⃗Jeff

FIG. 1: Left: An illustration depicting a resonant cav-
ity and a superconducting LC circuit used to detect ef-

fective currents J⃗eff originating from dark matter (DM)
or high-frequency gravitational waves (HFGW). Back-

ground magnetic fields B⃗0 are utilized for axion or GW
detection. Right: A depiction of both detection scenar-
ios unified within a single-mode resonant sensor, which
probes the DM or HFGW, labeled as Ψ. The signal is
then transmitted to the readout port.

A. Resonant Cavity

Electromagnetic fields can be generated in the pres-
ence of an effective current, denoted as Jµ

eff . A resonant
cavity, characterized by a low dissipation quality factor
Qint, provides a straightforward means to amplify this
weak signal. Within the cavity volume V , the electro-
magnetic fields become quantized bound states. Their
wavefunctions, parameterized in the Weyl gauge, are ex-
pressed as: follows:

A⃗ =
∑
n

1√
2ωn

rf

â†nϵ⃗n(r⃗ )e
−iωn

rf t + h.c.. (1)

In this equation, the discrete sum over the various modes
n, with ân and â†n representing the annihilation and
creation operators, respectively, each mode is character-
ized by an eigenfrequency ωn

rf and a wavefunction ϵ⃗n(r⃗ ).
With a perfect conductor as the boundary, each resonant
mode arises from solving the vacuum Maxwell equations

□A⃗ = 0, subject to the boundary conditions:

ŝ× ϵ⃗n|s = 0, ŝ ·
(
∇⃗ × ϵ⃗n

)
|s = 0. (2)

Here, the subscript s denotes the surface of the cavity,
with ŝ as the normal vector. Moreover, the wavefunctions
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must satisfy the orthonormality condition:∫
V

ϵ⃗ ∗
m ϵ⃗n d

3r⃗ = δmn. (3)

Using Eq. 1, the free Hamiltonian for the modes within
the cavity is given by:

H0 =
1

2

∫
V

(
E⃗2 + B⃗2

)
d3r⃗ =

∑
n

ωn
rf

(
â†nân +

1

2

)
. (4)

where E⃗ = −∂A⃗/∂t and B⃗ = ∇⃗×A⃗ represent the electric
and magnetic fields of the cavity modes, respectively.

We proceed by examining the interaction Hamiltonian
concerning the spatial component of the effective current

J⃗eff . A linear coupling with the vector potential A⃗ is
established as follows:

Hint =

∫
V

A⃗ · J⃗eff d3r⃗

=
∑
n

√
V

2ωn
rf

ηn J̄eff â
†
n e

−iωn
rf t + h.c..

(5)

Here, ηn represents the geometric overlap function be-

tween ϵ⃗n and J⃗eff , defined as:

ηn ≡
∫
V
ϵ⃗n · J⃗eff d3r⃗√∫
V
|J⃗eff |2 d3r⃗

, (6)

and J̄eff denotes the average current density within the
cavity:

J̄eff ≡

√
1

V

∫
V

|J⃗eff |2 d3r⃗. (7)

On the other hand, the time component of Jµ
eff , corre-

sponding to the effective charge density ρeff , exclusively
excites the irrotational mode, which does not experience
resonant enhancement within the cavity context [48].

In addition to electromagnetic interactions involving
the effective current, a cavity mode can also be excited
by an external force applied to the cavity when a back-
ground mode is present. This force induces a displace-
ment of the cavity walls, thereby instigating a power tran-
sition between the background and signal modes. This
phenomenon can be characterized by a linear coupling re-
sembling the expression in Eq. (5), which will be demon-
strated in Sec. III B.

B. LC Circuit

The resonant frequency of a cavity is intrinsically
linked to its spatial dimensions, which poses a challenge
in achieving a wide frequency tuning range outside the
GHz regime. This limitation can be mitigated through
the utilization of an LC circuit, which allows for precise

tuning of the resonant frequency across different orders
of magnitude below the GHz range. The LC circuit, com-
prising an inductor L and a capacitor C, forms a resonant

system with a resonant frequency given by ωrf = 1/
√
LC.

The system’s free Hamiltonian, encompassing the energy
stored within the inductor and the capacitor, is repre-
sented as follows:

H0 =
Φ2

2L
+
Q2

2C
= ωrf

(
â†â+

1

2

)
. (8)

Here, Φ denotes the magnetic flux traversing the induc-
tor, and Q signifies the charge accumulated in the ca-
pacitor. These serve as the canonical coordinate and its
conjugate momentum, respectively, and are expressed in
terms of annihilation and creation operators.
By introducing a pick-up loop, the LC circuit becomes

capable of capturing an external magnetic flux ΦΨ and
resonantly responding when the frequency of ΦΨ closely
aligns with ωrf . The interaction Hamiltonian, arising
from a shift of the canonical coordinate Φ → Φ + ΦΨ

within Eq. (8), is presented as follows:

Hint =
ΦΦΨ

L
=

√
ωrf

2L
ΦΨ â

†
n e

−iωrf t + h.c.. (9)

The magnetic flux in the pick-up loop originates solely
from the spatial component of the effective current. The
effective currents induce a magnetic field expressed as:

B⃗Ψ(r⃗ ) ≈
∫
J⃗eff(r⃗

′)× (r⃗ − r⃗ ′)

4π |r⃗ − r⃗ ′|3
d3r⃗ ′, (10)

where we neglect the time derivative terms, assuming
that the Compton wavelength of the source is much larger
than the spatial scale of the detector. The existence of
a conducting shield modifies the response magnetic field,
which can be described as a geometric overlapping be-

tween the spatial distribution of J⃗eff and all the eigen-
modes of the shielding cavity [13]. We define a dimen-
sionless geometric overlap function η ∼ O(0.1) so that
ΦΨ = ηV J̄eff , with J̄eff defined in Eq. (7).

C. Circuit Representation of Cavity Modes

Encapsulating an antenna within a cavity enables the
investigation of specific cavity modes by analyzing the
nodal flow across the antenna, expressed as:

Φ =

∫
Ant

A⃗(r⃗, t) · d⃗l =
∑
n

κnâ
†
ne

−iωn
rf t + h.c.. (11)

Here, the integration spans the spatial extent of the an-
tenna. The zero-point uncertainty associated with a spe-
cific cavity mode is captured by κn, defined as:

κn ≡ 1√
2ωn

rf

∫
Ant

ϵ⃗n(r⃗ ) · d⃗l. (12)
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Given the harmonic oscillator behavior of the Hamilto-
nians in Eqs. (4) and (8), it is feasible to model a cavity
mode using an equivalent LC circuit. In this model, the
nodal flux is defined as in Eq. (11), and the resonant fre-

quency is given by ωn
rf = 1/

√
LnCn. This analogy estab-

lishes a correspondence between the physical properties
of cavity modes and circuit elements:

Ln =
2κ2n
ωn
rf

, Cn =
1

2κ2nω
n
rf

. (13)

III. AXION, DARK PHOTON, AND
GRAVITATIONAL WAVE-INDUCED SIGNALS

In this section, we explore the generation of effective
current signals by axions, dark photons, and GWs. Ad-
ditionally, we examine the mechanical vibrations induced
by GWs, which can facilitate transitions between back-
ground and signal modes within cavities.

A. Effective Currents

The interaction Lagrangian between ultralight boson
DM or HFGWs and electromagnetic fields can be refor-
mulated as AµJ

µ
eff to identify the effective currents Jµ

eff .
An example of this is the axion-photon interaction, which
is expressed as follows:

1

4
gaγaFµν F̃

µν → Jaµ
eff = gaγF̃

µν∂νa. (14)

Here, gaγ represents the axion-photon coupling constant,

a is the axion field, and Fµν and F̃µν are the electromag-
netic field strength tensor and its dual tensor, respec-
tively. The Bianchi identity ensures that the derivative in
Eq. (14) affects only the axion field. In scenarios involv-
ing non-relativistic axion dark matter, the term with the
time derivative primarily contributes to the axion’s mass
(ωa ≃ ma), which is approximately 103 times greater
than that from the spatial derivative [49]. Consequently,

a background magnetic field B⃗0 is typically employed in
electromagnetic resonant detection, leading to the spatial
current:

J⃗a
eff = gaγωaaB⃗0. (15)

Here, B⃗0 may be static or oscillating, depending on the
experimental setup. The latter corresponds to hetero-
dyne upconversion, typically employing superconduct-
ing radio-frequency (SRF) cavities with significantly high
quality factors (Qint ≫ 109) [27, 41, 47].

The subsequent example involves the kinetic mixing of
the dark photon A′µ, whose interaction in the interaction
basis results in:

ϵm2
A′A′µAµ → JA′ µ

eff = ϵm2
A′A′µ, (16)

Here, ϵ represents the kinetic mixing coefficient, and mA′

denotes the mass of the dark photon. Unlike the ax-
ion case, the effective current in Eq. (16) depends solely
on the dark photon field, thus an electromagnetic back-
ground field is not relevant. Specifically, the spatial com-

ponent of the current is directly proportional to A⃗′.
Finally, we consider the GW strain denoted as hµν ,

which features a universal coupling to matter fields. Its
interaction with electromagnetic fields yields:

1

2
hµνTEM

µν → Jhµ
eff = ∂ν

(
1

2
hFµν + hνρF

ρµ − hµρF
ρν

)
.

(17)
Here, TEM

µν corresponds to the energy-momentum tensor
of the electromagnetic field, and h ≡ hρρ. Similar to
the axion scenario, the generation of the effective current
in Eq. (17) requires a background electromagnetic field,
established within the proper detector frame. Notably,
while the GW strain is often computed in the transverse-
traceless (TT) frame characterized by the amplitude h0,
transitioning from the proper detector frame to h0 intro-
duces a scaling factor of ω2

hV
2/3 [29, 30].

In scenarios characterized by a stationary magnetic
field background, the derivative in Eq. (17) pertains ex-
clusively to the GW strain [29], resulting in:

J⃗ h
eff ≃ ω2

hV
1
3B0 h0 ĵ(r⃗ ). (18)

where we assume ωh ∼ V −1/3. The spatially-dependent
dimensionless vector ĵ(r⃗) is related to the incoming di-
rection and polarization of the GW. In the context of
heterodyne upconversion detection, ωrf typically signif-
icantly outweighs ωh, consequently rendering the domi-
nant component in Eq. (17) proportional to ωrf ∼ V −1/3,
thus leading to approximately the same expression as in
Eq. (18).
As elaborated in Sec. II, the spatial component of the

effective currents exhibits coupling with either a cavity
mode or a circuit, expressed in the following Hamiltonian:

Hα = αΨ
(
â eiωrf t + â† e−iωrf t

)
/
√
2. (19)

Here, the coupling coefficients α for the cavity and circuit
scenarios are given by:

αcavΨ =

√
V

ωrf
ηJ̄eff , αLCΨ =

√
ωrf

L
ΦΨ, (20)

respectively, derived in accordance with Eq. (5) and
Eq. (9).
The average current density, J̄eff , can be directly in-

ferred from Eq. (15), Eq. (16), and Eq. (18) for the re-
spective source. The magnetic field strength, B0, is de-
fined as the average magnitude over both space and time
within the relevant volume. The magnetic flux ΦΨ, which
traverses the pick-up loop of an LC circuit, is closely con-
nected to the mean effective current density J̄eff by two
factors: the spatial scale V and a dimensionless geomet-
ric parameter η, resulting in ΦΨ ∼ ηV J̄eff . For simplicity,
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aaaaaaa
Haloscope

Source
Axion Dark Photon HFGW

LC circuit gaγηB0V
5/6ωa

√
ωrf ϵηV 5/6m2

A′
√
ωrf ηB0V

7/6ω2
h

√
ωrf

Cavity gaγηB0V
1/2ωa/

√
ωrf ϵηV 1/2m2

A′/
√
ωrf ηB0V

5/6ω2
h/

√
ωrf

SRFEM gaγηB0V
1/2ωa/

√
2ωrf ϵηV 1/2m2

A′/
√
ωrf ηB0V

7/6ω2
h

√
ωrf/2

SRFmech / / ηt
pη

h
pLp(ωh)B0V

1/2ω2
h

√
ωrf/2

TABLE I: Effective couplings α, defined in Eq. (19), between axions, dark photons, or HFGWs and sensor modes are
listed for four detection schemes. Notably, SRFEM for axions and HFGWs as well as SRFmech refer to heterodyne
upconversion using a background cavity mode.

the inductance L is assumed to be V 1/3. It is notewor-
thy that achieving optimal scaling for HFGW detection
using an LC circuit necessitates a specialized design of
the pick-up loops, as introduced in Ref. [30]. The val-
ues of the parameter α for each source and detection
scheme are detailed in Table. I. Here, SRFEM for axions
and HFGWs refers to heterodyne upconversion using a
background cavity mode. This setup differs from the
cavity employing a static magnetic field background by

a factor of
√
2, due to signal modes being created at two

sidebands around the pump mode and the time-averaged

magnitude being
√
2 smaller than the oscillation ampli-

tude.

B. Mechanical Deformation

In addition to the microscopic interaction between
GWs and electromagnetic fields, an alternative mecha-
nism for inducing cavity mode transitions involves the
deformation of the cavity’s inner surface driven by GWs,
as explored in Ref. [27] for the SRF cavity configuration.
This deformation is characterized by local displacements
from the equilibrium position, represented as:

U⃗(r⃗, t) =
∑
p

xp(t)U⃗p(r⃗ ), (21)

where the subscript p corresponds to a mechanical nor-
mal mode with a time-dependent mode function xp(t),
and r⃗ denotes a point within the cavity shell with vol-

ume VS . The function U⃗p(r⃗ ) describes the dimensionless
spatial profile of the p-mode, satisfying the normalization
condition:∫

VS

U⃗∗
p (r⃗ ) · U⃗q(r⃗ ) ρS(r⃗ ) d

3r⃗ = δpqMS , (22)

where ρS(r⃗ ) and MS denote the mass density and total
mass of the cavity shell, respectively. These mechani-
cal normal modes can be excited by an external force,
described by the following equation of motion:

ẍp +
ωp

Qp
ẋp + ω2

pxp =
1

MS

∫
VS

f⃗(r⃗, t) · U⃗∗
p (r⃗ ) d

3r⃗ ≡ Fp

MS
.

(23)

Here, ωp and Qp represent the resonant frequency and
mechanical quality factor of the p-mode, respectively.

The force density is denoted as f⃗(r⃗, t), and Fp represents
the total force applied to the p-mode. The solution to this
equation in the frequency domain is straightforwardly ob-
tained as xp(ω) = Lp(ω)Fp(ω)/MS , with Lp(ω) being the

response function given by (ω2 − ω2
p + iωωp/Qp)

−1.
GW strain acts as a tidal force on the cavity shell,

exerting a force density fi = −ρSRi0j0r
j in the long-

wavelength regime, where rj is defined in a coordinate
system originating at the center of mass of the cavity.
The Riemann curvature tensor is typically expressed in
terms of the strain in the TT gauge, Ri0j0 = −ḧTT

ij /2 +

O(h2). The strain-induced force on the p-mode, labeled
as Fh

p , is then characterized through an overlapping func-

tion ηhp between the strain polarization basis HTT
ij and

the mechanical mode profile:

Fh
p (ω) =MSV

1/3ηhpω
2h0(ω),

ηhp ≡
HTT

ij

2V 1/3MS

∣∣∣∣∫
VS

ρ(r⃗ )U i∗
p (r⃗ ) rj d3r⃗

∣∣∣∣ . (24)

Here, h0(ω) represents the strain amplitude, satisfying
the relation hTT

ij ≡ h0H
TT
ij .

The deformation of the inner cavity surface leads to de-
viations from the orthonormality condition of the cavity
modes in Eq. (3), enabling the transition from the pump
mode to the signal mode. The effective coupling between
these modes in the frequency domain is identified as per
the following equation [27, 50]:

αΨ(ω) =

√
2

2

ω
1/2
rf B0V

1/6

MS

∑
p

ηtpLp(ω − ω0)F
h
p (ω − ω0).

(25)
Here, ηtp represents the transition form factor given by

ηtp = V 1/3

∫
S

(
ϵ⃗0 · ϵ⃗1∗ −

1

ω2
rf

(curl⃗ϵ0) · (curl⃗ϵ1∗)
)

ds⃗·U⃗p,

(26)
where the integral is performed over the inner surface of
the cavity. The subscripts 0 and 1 denote the pump and
signal modes, respectively. For simplicity, it is assumed
that the dominant contribution from GW is manifested
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in a single quadrupolar mechanical mode possessing the
lowest ωp, as η

h
p ∝ 1/ω2

p. The expression of the effective
coupling is listed in Table I as well.

IV. QUANTUM LIMIT FOR SINGLE-MODE
RESONATORS

This section begins with a brief introduction to the
input-output formalism used to derive the scattering ma-
trix elements of single-mode resonators. From these ele-
ments, one can calculate the signal and noise power spec-
tral densities (PSDs). We then explore how to optimize
the scan rate by adjusting the readout coupling and dis-
tributing the integration time within the e-fold time. Ad-
ditionally, we discuss how the optimized scan rate trans-
lates into the physics reaches of various detection schemes
for the three sources outlined in Sec. III.

A. Input-Output Formalism

The Hamiltonian governing a resonant mode â is given
by

H = Hfree +Hint, (27)

where Hfree = ωrf(â
†â+1/2) represents the free Hamilto-

nian, and Hint includes the interaction terms. Utilizing
the Heisenberg equation in the interaction picture,

d

dt
â = −i

[
â, Hint

]
, (28)

leads to the derivation of the system’s dynamics.
Before exploring specific interaction forms, it is essen-

tial to consider environmental factors that become rele-
vant when the system is coupled to an external port, as
described by the quantum Langevin equation:

−i
[
â, Hp

env

]
= −γpâ+

√
2γpûp, (29)

where Hp
env represents the interaction with the environ-

ment via port p, γp denotes the dissipation coefficient,
and ûp corresponds to incoming noise as dictated by the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem. The input-output rela-
tion is then derived from the port boundary condition:

v̂p = ûp −
√
2γpâ, (30)

where v̂p designates the outgoing mode.
For a single-mode resonant detection system, two

noise-contributing ports are relevant: intrinsic dissipa-
tion and readout. Together with the interaction with a
potential signal, Hα introduced in Eq. (19), the interac-
tion Hamiltonian becomes:

Hint = Hα +Hγ
env +Hγr

env. (31)

Utilizing Eq. (28) and Eq. (29), the equation of motion
for â in the frequency domain can be solved as follows:

â =
−iαΨe−iωrf t/

√
2 +

√
2γûa +

√
2γrûr

γ + γr − iΩ
, (32)

where Ω ≡ ω − ωrf represents the frequency shift in the
interaction picture, and γ and γr denote the dissipation
coefficients of the two ports, with corresponding incoming
modes ûa and ûr, respectively. The intrinsic dissipation
can alternatively be expressed in terms of the quality
factor Qint, which is related to γ by Qint ≡ ωrf/(2γ).
The observable is obtained from the readout port’s out-

going mode, as per the input-output relation in Eq. (30):

v̂r = S0r

(
ûa −

iαe−iωrf t

2
√
γ

Ψ

)
+ Srrûr, (33)

The two scattering matrix elements, characterizing the
propagation from the input to the output of different
ports, are given by:

S0r = −
2
√
γγr

γ + γr − iΩ
, Srr =

γ − γr − iΩ

γ + γr − iΩ
. (34)

Here, the subscript 0 represents the probing sensor, such
as a cavity or a circuit discussed in Sec. III, and r indi-
cates the readout port.
When the integration time significantly exceeds the

signal’s correlation time, the PSD of the outgoing mode
is typically taken to be the observable, defined by:

Svr
(Ω)δ(Ω− Ω′) ≡ ⟨v̂r(Ω)v̂∗r (Ω′)⟩ , (35)

incorporating PSDs of both the signal and noise.

B. Physics Reach

According to Eq. (31), apart from the signal port Hα,
fluctuations are induced by intrinsic dissipation and the
readout port. The readout PSD in Eq. (35), expressed
as Svr (Ω) = Ssig + Snoise, can be separated as:

Ssig = |S0r|2
α2

4γ
SΨ,

Snoise = |S0r|2 nocc + |Srr|2
1

2
+

1

2
.

(36)

Here, SΨ represents the source PSD, which is related to
its energy density ρΨ as follows:

SΨ =
2π

ω2

dρΨ
dω

. (37)

The three noise terms in Eq. (36) represent intrinsic fluc-
tuation noise, the readout port noise, and additional am-
plifier noise, respectively. nocc represents the intrinsic
noise occupation number, for example, the thermal fluc-
tuation of a cavity mode gives nthocc = 1/2+1/(eω/T −1),
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where ω is the frequency and T is the temperature. In
the zero-temperature limit, the sum of the noise precisely
equals one due to unitarity, leading to the standard quan-
tum limit of single-mode resonant detection [38, 39].

The sensitivity reach of each scan can be estimated
by requiring that the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) be of
order one [38, 39, 41–43, 45], as described by the Dicke
radiometer equation [51]:

SNR2 =
tint
2π

∫ ∞

0

(
Ssig

Snoise

)2

dω. (38)

Here, tint represents the integration time. The integrand
in Eq. (38) is decomposed into the product of two dis-
tributions: the signal PSD distribution α4S2

Ψ/γ
2 and the

sensitive response function of the detector, characterized
by (|S0r|2nocc/Snoise)

2, which quantifies the ratio of in-
trinsic fluctuation noise against the total noise.

For convenience, we introduce the concept of the aver-
age source frequency as:

ωΨ ≡
∫
ω2SΨ α

2/γ dω∫
ωSΨ α2/γ dω

, (39)

and define the source bandwidth as:

∆ωΨ ≡
∫
ω2SΨ α

2/γ dω

ω2
ΨSΨ(ωΨ)α2(ωΨ)/γ(ωΨ)

. (40)

The quality factor of the source is defined as QΨ ≡
ωΨ/∆ωΨ, which is 106 for non-relativistic DM. For
HFGWs, we parameterize the PSD as Sh(ω) =
Θ (∆ωh/2− |ω − ωh|)h20/∆ωh, where Θ is the Heaviside
function and ∆ωh denotes the GW bandwidth.
Due to the common factor |S0r|4 of the signal and in-

trinsic fluctuation in Eq. (38), the detector’s effective sen-
sitive width is approximately

∆ωr ≡
∫ ∞

0

(
|S0r|2 nocc
Snoise

)2

dω, (41)

within which the sensitivity to a source remains approx-
imately the same order.

The integral width in Eq. (38) is determined by the
minimum of ∆ωΨ and ∆ωr. Moreover, their maximum
controls how the integration time tint of each scan is dis-
tributed within the total amount of time te spent covering
each e-fold of ωΨ:

tint ≃ te max [∆ωΨ,∆ωr] /ωΨ. (42)

By considering only the dominant intrinsic noise within
∆ωr, SNR

2 for a given hypothesis of ωΨ is simplified to

SNR2(ωΨ) ≃
te
ωΨ

∆ωΨ∆ωr
α4S2

Ψ

32πγ2n2occ

∣∣∣∣
ω=ωΨ

. (43)

From the expression in Eq. (43), the key factor for
a scan search is the response width ∆ωr, defined in

FIG. 2: Sensitivity reach of axion and dark photon DM,
and HFGW, depicted with solid lines for single-mode and
dashed lines for multi-mode detection limits. The sensi-
tivity thresholds for single-mode are based on requiring
Eqs. (44, 45, 46) to reach 1, while for multi-mode, the
thresholds are derived from Eqs. (72, 73, 74, 76, 77).
The integration time allocated for each e-fold of the tar-
get source frequency is te = 107 s. Benchmark param-
eters for different experimental setups are discussed in
Sec. IV.

Eq. (41), which is proportional to the scan rate as dis-
cussed in Refs. [34–37]. This parameter can be optimized
by adjusting the readout coupling. Specifically, setting
γr = 2γ in the zero-temperature limit [40], or γr ≃ 2noccγ
when nocc ≫ 1 [38, 39, 41–43], results in ∆ωr ≃ 3γ and
2noccγ, respectively. Substituting these values back into
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Eq. (43) yields the sensitivity limit of single-mode res-
onators.

By incorporating the optimized γr and the couplings
detailed in Table I into Eq. (43), the resulting SNR2 can
be calculated for each instance of single-mode resonant
detection, as well as for the three target sources:
• Axion:

LC Circuit :
π

2
g4aγρ

2
DMη

4B4
0V

10/3QaQintte/T,

Cavity : 3π
g4aγ
m5

a

ρ2DMη
4B4

0V
2QaQintte,

SRFEM :
π

8

g4aγ
m2

a

ρ2DMη
4B4

0V
2QaQintte/(ω

2
rfT ).

(44)

• Dark Photon:

LC Circuit :
π

2
ϵ4m4

A′ρ2DMη
4V 10/3QA′Qintte/T,

Cavity : 3π
ϵ4

mA′
ρ2DMη

4V 2QA′Qintte, (45)

SRFEM :
π

2
ϵ4m2

A′ρ2DMη
4V 2QA′Qintte/(ω

2
rfT ).

• HFGW:

LC Circuit :
1

8π
h40ω

8
hη

4B4
0V

14/3QhQintte/T,

Cavity :
3

4π
h40ω

3
hη

4B4
0V

10/3QhQintte,

SRFEM :
1

32π
h40ω

6
hη

4B4
0V

14/3QhQintteω
2
rf/T,

SRFmech :
h40ω

6
h|ηtp ηhp Lp(ωh)|4B4

0V
2QhQintteω

2
rf

16πTNM

×min

(
1,
Qintωh

TNM

)
. (46)

In these expressions, we assume the thermal occupation
number for the cavity to be nthocc = 1/2, and for the

LC circuit and SRFEM/mech, nthocc = T/ω, which applies
respectively when T ≪ ω or T ≫ ω. For mechanical
resonance, the SRF cavity is designed to maximize me-
chanical vibrations, which may cause the thermal vibra-
tions of the cavity shell to transition the pump mode
at frequency ω0 into the signal mode. This mechanism
significantly contributes to nocc, surpassing the intrinsic
cavity mode thermal noise at low frequencies, expressed
as [27]:

nmech
occ =

Qint

4π

B2
0V

1/3

M2
S

ω5
0

ω3ω2
rf

∑
p

SFT
p
|ηtp Lp(ω − ω0)|2.

(47)
Here, FT

p represents the thermal vibration force, whose
PSD is given by SFT

p
= 4πMSωpT/Qp, according to the

equipartition theorem. In Eq. (46), a dimensionless func-
tion NM (ωh) is defined as:

NM (ωh) ≡ 1+Qint ωrfB
2
0 SFT

p
|ηtp Lp(ωh)|2 V 1/3/(πTM2

S),

(48)

where the first term corresponds to the intrinsic ther-
mal noise of the cavity modes, and the second term
is the noise induced by mechanical resonance. At fre-
quencies below O(100) kHz, the total contribution to
nocc = NMn

th
occ increases significantly, causing the opti-

mized bandwidth ∆ωr to exceed ωh. To address this, we
impose a cutoff such that tint remains below te, achieved
by applying the min-function at the end of Eq. (46).
We further assume that ω − ω0 ≈ ma or ωh, and that
ω ≈ ω0 ≈ ωrf ≫ ma or ωh for setups involving hetero-
dyne upconversion. For setups without heterodyne up-
conversion, including dark photon searches with SRFEM,
we assume ωrf ≈ ω ≈ ma, mA′ , or ωh.
Requiring each case in Eqs. (44,45,46) to reach O(1),

we can establish the sensitivity reach for the single-mode
resonant detection, as illustrated in solid lines in Fig. 2.
The e-fold time is set at te = 107 s. The relevant
benchmark parameters of experiments are as follows:

• LC circuit: B0 = 4T, Qint = 106, T = 0.01K,
V = 1m3;
• Cavity: B0 = 4T, Qint = 104, T = 0.01K, V = 1m3;
• SRF: B0 = 0.2T, Qint = 1012, T = 1.8K, V = 1m3,
ωrf ≈ ω0 = 2πGHz.

We consider the frequency ranges for traditional
and SRF cavities used in dark photon searches to be
between GHz and 10GHz, LC circuits between kHz and
100MHz, and heterodyne upconversion involving the
SRF cavity between kHz and GHz. The axion-photon
coupling gaγ and the dark photon kinetic mixing coef-

ficient ϵ are included in α, while SΨ incorporates h20.
For axion and dark photon dark matter, we set both Qa

and QA′ at 106 and assume a local dark matter density
of ρDM = 0.45GeV/cm

3
. The HFGW spectrum is

generally model-dependent; we assume a quality factor,
Qh = 103, aligned approximately with the predictions
for primordial black hole binary inspiral, considering
frequency shifts within tint [30, 52]. This assumption can
be generalized to other sources by scaling Qh according
to Eq. (46). The geometric overlapping factor η is set to

1 for the axion and 1/
√
3 for the dark photon, reflecting

the projections of their random polarizations onto
an axis. For GW detection involving electromagnetic
coupling, η is set to 1/10, as outlined in Refs. [29, 30].
In contrast, for mechanical coupling, a specialized cavity
shape is designed to maximize deformation-induced tran-
sitions, with selected parameters including Qp = 106,

ωp = 10 kHz, MS = 10 kg, ηtp = 1, and ηhp = 0.18 [27].

V. BROADENED RESPONSE WIDTH IN
MULTI-MODE RESONATORS

As discussed in Sec. IV, the scan rate of a detector is re-
flected in the effective response width, defined in Eq. (41)
as the range where intrinsic fluctuation noise dominates
over readout noise. One method to exceed the quan-



9

tum limit for scan rates involves squeezing techniques
that reduce readout noise levels [34–37]. However, be-
cause the single-mode resonant response is a Lorentzian
function that decreases quadratically as |Ω| increases in
off-resonant regions, significantly extending the response
width is challenging.

Alternatively, by incorporating multiple auxiliary
modes connected to the probing sensor, the direct re-
sponse to signals can be significantly broadened and am-
plified without increasing the readout noise level [44–46].
For instance, consider the non-Hermitian chain structure
modeled as a chain of modes with the interaction Hamil-
tonian [53, 54]:

Hch =

N−1∑
k=0

(
igâkâ

†
k+1 + iGâkâk+1 + h.c.

)
, (49)

where the parameters g and G represent the couplings
for beam-splitter-type and non-degenerate parametric in-
teractions, respectively [55–59]. This system comprises
N + 1 modes denoted by âk, with each adjacent pair
linked by the two types of interactions. The dynamics
described by Eq. (49) can be interpreted as two copies of
the Hatano-Nelson model, where two groups of quadra-
tures are amplified in opposite directions [54]. We des-
ignate â0 as the probing sensor, while the readout port
is connected to the last mode âN , as illustrated in the
top panel of Fig. 3. The application of the N = 1 model
of Eq. (49) for axion DM was previously discussed in
Refs. [46, 60].

This section will focus on two examples of multi-
mode systems, including the chain described in Eq. (49),
and a binary tree structure that amplifies both quadra-
tures [45]. We will derive the corresponding input-output
formalism and demonstrate that their response width can
be significantly broadened to as large as the order of the
resonant frequency.

A. Scattering Matrices For Non-Hermitian Chain

We begin with a chain of resonant modes, where each
neighboring pair is linked through both beam-splitter-
type interactions and non-degenerate parametric inter-
actions. The system is governed by the Hamiltonian:

Hch =

N−1∑
k=0

(
i|g|eiφ

g
k âkâ

†
k+1 + i|G|eiφ

G
k âkâk+1 + h.c.

)
=

N−1∑
k=0

[
(|g| − |G|)XkỸk+1 − (|g|+ |G|)X̃k+1Yk

]
,

(50)

where φ
g/G
k denote the relative phases of the couplings.

Quadrature operators are introduced as follows:

Xk ≡ eiφ
+
k

√
2
âk + h.c., Yk ≡ eiφ

+
k

√
2i
âk + h.c.,

X̃k ≡ eiφ
−
k−1

√
2
âk + h.c., Ỹk ≡ eiφ

−
k−1

√
2i

âk + h.c.,

(51)

where φ±
k ≡ (φG

k ±φg
k)/2. As depicted in the top panel of

Fig. 3, the probe sensor mode and the readout port are
strategically positioned at the two opposing termini of
the chain, specifically labeled as â0 and âN , respectively.

Assuming zero relative phases φ
g/G
k = 0, we simplify

the system’s dynamics, leading to decoupled equations of
motion for Yk = Ỹk:

(γ − iΩ)Y0 + (|g| − |G|)Y1 =
√
2γû0,

(γ − iΩ)Yk + (|g| − |G|)Yk+1 − (|g|+ |G|)Yk−1 =
√

2γûk,

(γ + γr − iΩ)YN − (|g|+ |G|)YN−1 =
√
2γûN +

√
2γrûr,
(52)

where all intrinsic dissipation coefficients are simplified
as γ. Recursive relations for Yk are derived from the first
two lines of Eq. (52):

Yk = yk

k∑
j=0

k−1∏
m=j

Gk−jym
√
2γûj − GykYk+1, (53)

where the series yk, J , and G are defined as:

y0 ≡ 1/(γ − iΩ), yk ≡ 1/
(
γ − iΩ + J 2yk−1

)
,

J ≡ (|g|2 − |G|2)1/2, G ≡ |g|+ |G|.
(54)

Consequently, the solution for the last mode YN is ex-
pressed as:

YN =

√
2γr ûr +

∑N
k=0

∏N−1
j=k GN−kyj

√
2γûk

γ + γr − iΩ + J 2yN−1
, (55)

which provides the scattering matrix elements entering
the readout port:

Skr =
−2

√
γγrGN−kfk

γrfN + fN+1
, Srr =

−γrfN + fN+1

γrfN + fN+1
,

(56)
where fk is defined as:

fk ≡
k−1∏
j=0

1

yj
=

⌊k/2⌋∑
j=0

Cj
k−j(γ − iΩ)k−2jJ 2j . (57)

Here, ⌊· · · ⌋ denotes the floor function that takes the in-

teger part, and Cj
x−j is the binomial coefficient. The

stability condition |g| > |G| [53] arises from the poles of
the scattering matrix elements, assuming negligible γ.
Similarly, the equations of motion for Xk = X̃k differ

from those for Yk only by the sign change in |G|, turning



10

Ψ
g

G
 readout

ak−1 ak ak+1 aNa0

Lk−1
2Ck−1

Lk

2Ck

Ig,G

JRM

2Ck−1

Ig,G

2Ck 2Ck+1

2Ck+1
Lk+1

Φk−1 ΦkΦp

i=1

2 3

4

δ i
k

FIG. 3: Top: Illustration of a chain of resonant modes as described by Eq. (49). The lowest mode a0 serves as the
probing sensor, and the highest mode aN functions as the readout. Each pair of adjacent modes is interconnected
through both beam-splitter-type (blue) and non-degenerate parametric (green) interactions. Bottom: Circuit dia-
grams showing modes ak−1, ak, and ak+1 connected via Josephson Ring Modulators (JRMs), detailed in Sec. VIA.
Each JRM consists of four Josephson junctions (boxes), labeled i = 1, 2, 3, 4. The phases δki of these junctions are
defined in a counter-clockwise direction within each JRM (purple). These JRMs facilitate three-wave mixing among
Φk−1 (solid red), Φk (dashed red), and the pumping mode Φp (dashed cyan), driven by a current source Ig,G at the
bottom.

|G| → −|G|. When the magnitude of |g| significantly sur-
passes both γ and J , the progression of Yk or Xk results
in consecutive increments or decrements, respectively.

In the presence of nonvanishing relative phases φ
g/G
k ,

the amplification of the k-th mode to the (k+1)-th mode,
denoted as Yk, experiences a misalignment with the pre-
viously amplified Ỹk. Instead, as defined earlier, they are
related by a linear transformation:

X̃k = Xk cos θk − Yk sin θk, Ỹk = Xk sin θk + Yk cos θk.
(58)

Here, θk ≡ (φG
k−1−φ

g
k−1−φ

G
k −φg

k)/2. Consequently, the
amplification process experiences a sequence of attenua-
tion factors expressed as the product ΠN−1

k=1 cos θk. It is
important to observe that even with an initial calibra-
tion of all the relative phases, fluctuations in the phase
of the pumping modes have the potential to contribute

to φ
g/G
k [61].

B. Scattering Matrices For Binary Tree

We also consider a multi-mode resonator with a binary
tree structure [45]. The corresponding Hamiltonian, de-
noted as HBT, is formulated as:

HBT =

N∑
i=2

2N−i∑
j=1

i âij

(
gâ†i−1,2j−1 +Gĉi−1,2j−1

)

+

N∑
i=2

2N−i∑
j=1

i ĉij

(
gâ†i−1,2j +Gĉi−1,2j

)
+ i b̂

(
gâ†N1 +GĉN1

)
+ h.c.,

(59)



11

Similar to the chain-like structure in Eq. (50), the bi-
nary tree encompasses both beam-splitter-type interac-
tions and non-degenerate parametric interactions. How-
ever, it introduces auxiliary modes and connect every two
adaject modes by either one coupling only. An illustra-
tive example of the model with N = 3 is presented in
Fig. 4.

c21

b
vr

a21

a11 c11

!
a12 c12

a22

c14a14c13a13

c22

a31 c31

! ! !Ψ Ψ Ψ Ψ
FIG. 4: An illustration of a multi-mode resonator with
a binary tree structure for N = 3. Black lines indicate
beam-splitter-like interactions, and blue dashed lines rep-
resent non-degenerate parametric interactions. At the
lowest level, a network of 2N sensors is positioned, fa-
cilitating the probing of Ψ. The remaining modes are
auxiliary modes.

The equation of motion for a mode situated within the
middle of the network can be expressed as:

ĉij =

√
2γ
[
ûcij −

(
g∗ûai−1,2j +G∗ûc†i−1,2j

)
/(γ − iΩ)

]
γ − iΩ + J 2/(γ − iΩ)

+ · · · ,
(60)

where · · · accounts for terms involving modes not di-
rectly connected to ĉij as well as the coupling with the
higher-level mode. The equations of motion for âij differ
from Eq. (60) only in the subscript, changing from 2j to
2j − 1. For |g| ≈ |G| ≫ γ, the propagation from ûai−1,2j

or ûc†i−1,2j to ĉij in Eq. (60) is amplified by a factor of

|g/(γ− iΩ)|, achieving significant amplification similar to
the non-Hermitian chain model.

Notably, in the binary tree configuration, both quadra-
tures of each mode within this structure are equally am-
plified, thus mitigating the issues of phase fluctuations
encountered in the non-Hermitian chain [45].

In this setup, approximately 2N sensors can be posi-
tioned at the bottom level to probe Ψ, each undergoing

successive amplification as they propagate toward b̂. The
coherent nature of the source background can thus be
leveraged to increase the sensitivity.

C. Response Width in Multi-Mode Resonators

As discussed in Sec. IV, the response width governs
the sensitivity reach of detectors. This width can be op-
timized numerically using Eq. (41), or approximated by
the range in which intrinsic noise in â0 dominates over
other noise contributions, as given by:

|S0r|2 nocc ≳ |Srr|2
1

2
+

1

2
+

N∑
k=1

|Skr|2 nocc. (61)

To proceed, we first determine the range that satisfies
a necessary condition from Eq. (61): the dominance of
the left-hand side, representing intrinsic noise, over the
readout noise on the right-hand side. This condition is
characterized by a nearly constant PSD of approximately
1 for sufficiently small γ. By keeping g, γ, and nocc fixed,
we then adjust γr to match J . According to Eq. (56),
the condition |S0r|2 ≫ 1 holds within the region where
Ω ≪ γr, but diminishes swiftly beyond this boundary.
Leveraging this observation, we make the following sub-
stitutions: J , γr, and Ω are substituted with ∆ωr, lead-
ing to an optimized response width:

∆ωopt
r ≃

(
γ nocc G2N

)1/(2N+1)

, (62)

which converges to 2|g| for large N . Figure 5 depicts nu-
merical instances of noise PSDs, with γr = ∆ωopt

r held
constant and J varied. In these scenarios, the remain-
ing condition from Eq. (61)—that intrinsic noise in â0
surpasses other intrinsic noise sources—is inherently ful-
filled. The figure demonstrates that a smaller value of J
mildly affects ∆ωr, despite compressing the PSD within
a narrower Ω range. By setting γr = J = ∆ωopt

r , we
achieve a relatively flat PSD within ∆ωr, rendering it
robust against potential variations in J , in light of the
reasonable demands for dynamic range.
The binary tree scenario, as introduced in Sec. VB,

along with numerical computations based on optimized
conditions, exhibits the same scaling of the response
width as demonstrated in Eq. (62) [45].
Compared to single-mode resonators, the inclusion of

both beam-splitter and non-degenerate parametric inter-
actions with comparable interaction strengths |g| ∼ |G|
effectively suppresses off-resonant phase shifts, as seen
in the denominators of Eqs. (55, 60). This leads to
a sequential broadening of the response width. Conse-
quently, by extending the response width from an or-
der of noccγ to 2|g|, multi-mode resonators significantly
enhance the scan rate beyond that of single-mode res-
onators, as demonstrated in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5: Noise PSDs for chain detectors with assumptions
of g/γ = 106, nocc = 10, and γr = ∆ωopt

r . The black line
represents readout noise, while the other solid lines de-
pict the dominant contribution from â0, which surpasses
the remaining intrinsic noise shown by the dashed lines.
A decrease in J results in a squeezed spectrum. The gray
arrow line highlights the range where Eq. (61) is applica-
ble, specifically for N = 5. For comparison, the intrinsic
noise of a single-mode resonator is shown in orange.

VI. REALIZATION OF MULTI-MODE
RESONATORS

This section demonstrates the realization of multi-
mode resonators that feature significantly broadened
response widths, focusing particularly on the beam-
splitter-type and non-degenerate parametric interactions
between modes, as derived in Sec. V and illustrated in
Fig. 3. We will also discuss potential challenges associ-
ated with their implementation. Notably, within a multi-
mode resonator setup, only one mode at the lowest level
needs to function as the probing sensor, as discussed in
Secs. II and III. The remaining auxiliary modes may be
circuit modes that do not require pick-up loops and are
not embedded in a magnetic field background, or they
can be other resonant cavity modes within the same cav-
ity.

One method to achieve the necessary couplings is
through three-wave mixing, where one pumping mode’s
frequency matches the sum or difference of the other two,
thereby enabling non-degenerate parametric and beam-
splitter-type interactions, respectively. Feasible imple-
mentations of three-wave mixing include the use of a
Josephson Ring Modulator (JRM) [56], Superconducting
Nonlinear Asymmetric Inductive eLement (SNAIL) [59],
and DC-driven Josephson junction effects [55]. No-
tably, the JRM structure has recently been utilized to
demonstrate response width broadening in a N = 1 res-

onator composed of two circuit modes [60]. Thus, we
use JRMs as the benchmark for constructing multi-mode
resonators, as illustrated in the bottom panel of Fig. 3.

A. Multi-Mode Resonators Connected by
Josephson Ring Modulators

The use of a JRM to connect two modes with a third
pumping mode is illustrated in the bottom panel of Fig. 3.
Each JRM consists of four Josephson junctions, each with
the same critical current I0, labeled by i = 1, 2, 3, 4. This
results in a total Hamiltonian given by [56]:

Hch =

N∑
k=1

Hk
JRM =

N∑
k=1

4∑
i=1

−I0φ0 cos δ
k
i , (63)

where the sum over k labels the JRM connecting the (k−
1)-th and the k-th modes with Hamiltonian Hk

JRM, and
each junction contributes a cosine potential. φ0 ≡ 1/(2e)
is the reduced flux quantum, where e is the elementary
charge. δki represents the phase difference across the i-th
Josephson junction of the k-th JRM, with the direction
of phase difference defined as counter-clockwise within
the JRM, as indicated by the purple arrow in the figure.
The resonant modes Φk−1 and Φk are related to δki

through a basis transformation, as mandated by Kirch-
hoff’s voltage law, resulting in:

Φk−1

φ0
=
δk1 + δk2 − δk3 − δk4

2
,
Φk

φ0
=

−δk1 + δk2 + δk3 − δk4
2

,

Φp

φ0
=
δk1 − δk2 + δk3 − δk4

2
,
ΦL

φ0
= −

(
δk1 + δk2 + δk3 + δk4

)
.

(64)
Here, ΦL represents the loop flux threading through the
JRM, and Φp serves as the pumping mode for the three-
wave mixing. In the bottom panel of Fig. 3, solid and
dashed arrows in red represent Φk−1 and Φk, respectively,
while dashed arrows in cyan denote Φp.
Substituting the basis transformation from Eq. (64)

into the Hamiltonian Eq. (63) yields:

Hk
JRM =− 4I0φ0

(
cos

Φk

2φ0
cos

Φk−1

2φ0
cos

Φp

2φ0
cos

ΦL

4φ0

+ sin
Φk

2φ0
sin

Φk−1

2φ0
sin

Φp

2φ0
sin

ΦL

4φ0

)
≈
√
2I0

4φ0

[(
Φ2

k +Φ2
k−1 +Φ2

p

)
− ΦkΦk−1Φp

φ0

]
.

(65)
We universally set the loop flux threading through the
JRM as ΦL = πφ0. In the last line, we consider the
leading order expansions where Φk,Φk−1,Φp ≪ φ0. This
approximation requires operation in the weak signal and
low noise limit, where the flux in the resonant modes, Φk

and Φk−1, is significantly less than φ0. To activate Φp as
a pump mode, a current source labeled Ig,G, illustrated
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in Fig. 3, is injected at the bottom of the JRM, resulting
in:

Φp =

√
2φ0

I0
Ig,G, Ig,G ≡ Igψ

k
− + IGψ

k
+, (66)

where ψk
± ≡ cos[(ωk−1

rf ± ωk
rf)t], and the current ampli-

tudes Ig and IG are set to values smaller than I0. These
terms carry the frequencies of the sum and difference be-
tween the two resonant modes connected, simultaneously
generating beam-splitter-type and non-degenerate para-
metric interactions.

Taking the currents from Eq. (66) into Eq. (65), the
three-wave mixing term proportional to ΦkΦk−1Φp fa-
cilitates both the beam-splitter-type and non-degenerate
parametric interactions as described in Eq. (49). Under
the rotating wave approximation (RWA), the coupling
strengths are given by:

|g| = I0
4φ0

Ĩgκkκk−1, |G| = I0
4φ0

ĨGκkκk−1, (67)

where Ĩg ≡ Ig/I0, ĨG ≡ IG/I0, and κk, κk−1 are the zero-
point uncertainties of the respective resonators, defined
in Eq. (12).

Note that in addition to the desired couplings, the first
term in the last line of Eq. (65) results in frequency shifts
δωk

rf on the two resonant modes, expressed as

δωk
rf =

√
2I0

4φ0
κ2k. (68)

To avoid disrupting the resonator’s function, these shifts
should remain smaller than the resonant frequencies ωk

rf .
In practice, the amplitudes |g| and |G| dictate the re-

sponse width ∆ωr, as explored in Sec. V. Their magni-
tudes can be approximated as:

|g|, |G| ∼ I0Ĩg/Gκkκk−1/φ0 ∼ e2Ĩg/Gκkκk−1EJ , (69)

where EJ ≡ I0φ0 denotes the Josephson energy. Achiev-
ing EJ significantly higher than O(1)GHz has been
demonstrated in experiments [62, 63], ensuring that both
|g| and |G| can be engineered to be comparable to, but
not exceeding, ωk

rf due to the consideration of frequency
shifts. We will adopt ∆ωr ≈ 2|g| ≈ ωrf of the prob-
ing sensor as the operational limit for multi-mode res-
onators. Before discussing the physics reach, we briefly
outline several challenges to realization and experimental
operation.

B. Potential Challenges

The implementation of three-wave mixing, as discussed
above, has been previously demonstrated in Ref. [56].
Additionally, a prototype that realizes both g and G
types of couplings simultaneously using a Josephson Ring
Modulator (JRM) has shown the potential to amplify

a mimicking axion signal, achieving a 5.6-fold enhance-
ment in SNR2 with N = 1 [60]. However, constructing
a multi-mode resonator capable of significantly broaden-
ing the response bandwidth presents several challenges,
which we will briefly address along with potential solu-
tions below.

• The foremost challenge is the compatibility of
Josephson junctions with strong magnetic fields.
Josephson junctions, being superconducting ele-
ments, require isolation from background magnetic
fields to maintain superconductivity. One approach
involves using a transmission line to connect the
cavity or circuit with the Josephson junctions,
thereby shielding them from direct magnetic ex-
posure [46]. Moreover, the operation of Josephson
junctions in magnetic fields up to O(1)T has been
successfully demonstrated [64]. Thus, the apparent
incompatibility between Josephson junctions and
strong magnetic fields can be effectively mitigated.

• In implementing three-wave mixing as outlined in
Eq. (63), with pumping modes defined in Eq. (66),
higher-order terms such as Φ2

kΦ
2
p and Φ2

k−1Φ
2
p could

potentially destabilize the resonator. The pumping
mode Φ2

p oscillates at frequencies 2ωk
rf or 2ωk−1

rf ,

resulting in terms under the RWA that involve â2k
and â2k−1 [65]:

Hk
JRM ⊃

√
2I0

32φ0
Ĩg ĨG

(
κ2kâ

2
k + κ2k−1â

2
k−1 + c.c.

)
,

(70)
which are known as the self-squeezing terms. These
effects can be suppressed by detuning the pumping
frequencies from ωk−1

rf ∓ωk
rf [65]. However, a slight

deviation from the optimal setting could destabi-
lize the system, particularly when |g| and |G| are
large. Notably, in alternative configurations like
the binary tree structure discussed in Sec. VB, self-
squeezing issues are naturally avoided by using only
one type of coupling in each connection, facilitated
by the introduction of auxiliary modes.

• Another potential challenge is the phase fluctua-
tion of the pump mode Φp, which deviates from

the frequencies at ωk−1
rf ±ωk

rf . In the non-Hermitian
chain model discussed in Sec. VA, resultant phase

fluctuations φ
g/G
k can quench the amplification [61].

Additionally, misalignment of these phases can sup-
press the amplification of quadratures as described
in Eq. (58). However, the binary tree model in
Sec. VB completely circumvents this issue, as both
quadratures are equally amplified.

• A large noise occupation number nocc can challenge
the assumption Φk ≪ φ0, as Φk ∼

√
noccκk. Ac-

cording to Eqs. (12) and (13), zero-point uncertain-
ties κk are adjustable by modifying the structure
of the readout antenna in a cavity or manipulating



14

the inductance and capacitance of an LC circuit.
However, reducing κk excessively will diminish the
magnitudes of |g| and |G| as defined in Eq. (69),
necessitating a higher Josephson energy EJ to com-
pensate.

• The optimized response width discussed in Sec. V
assumes that the intrinsic noise levels across all
modes are comparable, allowing the contribution
from the lowest mode to dominate. This assump-
tion may not hold if the auxiliary modes have lower
quality factors Qint than the probing sensor. To
maintain dominance of the lowest mode, it is nec-
essary that (|g| + |G|)2γ0n0occ > ∆ω2

rγ1n
1
occ, where

γ0/1 and n0/1occ represent the dissipation coefficients
and thermal occupation numbers of the probing
sensor and the auxiliary mode, respectively. This
condition becomes particularly challenging in an
SRF cavity with a high Qint and low γ0, necessi-
tating that the auxiliary modes also maintain low
γ1n

1
occ. To achieve this, one might consider em-

ploying other SRF cavities or different cavity modes
within the same cavity as auxiliary modes.

• Additionally, when connections are made via JRMs
and transmission lines, there is a potential for in-
creased dissipation, which could lower the quality
factor of the probing sensors. Consequently, precise
noise control and calibration of γ are necessary.

VII. SIMULTANEOUS RESONANT AND
BROADBAND DETECTION

As demonstrated in Sec. V and Sec. VI, the response
width ∆ωr covered by each scan can be of the same
order as ωrf for a multi-mode resonator. In this sec-
tion, we apply this broadened width to the various detec-
tion schemes mentioned previously in Sec. III, establish-
ing how the physics reach can be significantly deepened
through multi-mode generalizations.

For both axion and HFGW detection using static mag-
netic fields, as well as dark photon detection without
background fields, the reachable source frequency ωΨ

typically lies within the bandwidth ∆ωr centered around
ωrf . For these cases, Eq. (43) serves as a reliable approx-
imation for estimating the sensitivity reach, with the in-
tegration time tint for each scan extending up to te as
∆ωr approaches ωrf ∼ ωΨ. Compared to single-mode
resonators, multi-mode systems exhibit enhanced sensi-
tivity. This enhancement is quantified by the ratio of
their respective ∆ωr, where for single-mode resonators it
is 2noccγ for LC circuits and SRF cavities, and 3γ for
traditional cavities, resulting in:

SNR2
MM

SNR2
SM

=
∆ωMM

r

∆ωSM
r

∼ Qint

nocc
. (71)

Here, ‘MM’ and ‘SM’ denote multi-mode and single-
mode, respectively.

From Eq. (71), we can generalize the SNR2 calcula-
tions from single-mode resonators in Eqs. (44, 45, 46) to
multi-mode limits, expressed as follows:

• Axion:

LC Circuit :
π

2
g4aγmaρ

2
DMη

4B4
0V

10/3QaQ
2
intte/T

2.

Cavity : 2π
g4aγ
m5

a

ρ2DMη
4B4

0V
2QaQ

2
intte,

(72)

• Dark Photon:

LC Circuit :
π

2
ϵ4m5

A′ρ2DMη
4V 10/3QA′Q2

intte/T
2,

Cavity : 2π
ϵ4

mA′
ρ2DMη

4V 2QA′Q2
intte, (73)

SRFEM :
π

2
ϵ4mA′ρ2DMη

4V 2QA′Q2
intte/T

2.

• HFGW:

LC Circuit :
1

8π
h40ω

9
hη

4B4
0V

14/3QhQ
2
intte/T

2,

Cavity :
1

2π
h40ω

3
hη

4B4
0V

10/3QhQ
2
intte.

(74)

We utilize the same benchmark experimental parame-
ters as those used for single-mode resonators, detailed in
Sec. IV. In Fig. 2, we illustrate the multi-mode physics
reach using dashed lines, requiring that Eqs. (72, 73, 74)
reach an SNR of 1. Notably, Eq. (71) demonstrates a sig-
nificant enhancement in SRFEM detection of dark pho-
tons, attributable to a high quality factor, Qint = 1012.
On the other hand, for heterodyne upconversion-type

detection, operating a pump mode with frequency ω0 in
an SRF cavity allows for the excitation into a signal mode
at ωrf = ω0 + ωΨ, where ωΨ can be significantly lower
than ωrf . Notably, when employing the multi-mode ex-
tension to SRF cavities, a wide range of ωΨ spanning
several orders of magnitude can be covered in a single
scan. For example, setting ωrf − ω0 = 2π kHz allows
probing up to six orders of ωΨ, ranging from 2π kHz to
ωrf − ω0 + ∆ωr ≈ 2πGHz, as illustrated in Fig. 6. In
principle, even lower frequencies could be explored by
further reducing ωrf − ω0, although this would introduce
more intrinsic noise [41, 47]. The SNR can be estimated
by setting tint = Ne te in Eq. (38), where Ne = 6 ln 10
represents the number of e-folds between kHz and GHz.
This yields the ratio:

SNR2
HUMM

SNR2
HUSM

≃ Ne
ωΨQint

ωrf nocc
, (75)

where ‘HU’ denotes heterodyne upconversion detection.
This enhancement is particularly evident in SRF detec-
tion for axion DM and HFGW, thanks to the high-quality
factor.
From Eq. (75), the SNR2 expressions for the

multi-mode generalization of heterodyne upconversion
detection are as follows:
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FIG. 6: A schematic plot illustrating the response width,
∆ωr, for single-mode (SM) and multi-mode (MM) gen-
eralizations of heterodyne upconversion detection. The
corresponding coverages of the source frequency, ωΨ, are
shown with shaded areas in orange for SM and green for
MM, respectively. The noise PSDs follow the definitions
outlined in Fig. 5.

• Axion:

SRFEM :
3π ln10

4

g4aγ
ma

ρ2DMη
4B4

0V
2QaQ

2
intte/(ω

2
rfT
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(76)

• HFGW:

SRFEM :
3 ln10

16π
h40ω

7
hη

4B4
0V

14/3QhQ
2
intteω

2
rf/T

2.

SRFmech :
3 ln10

16π

h40ω
7
h|ηtp ηhp Lp(ωh)|4B4

0V
2QhQ

2
intteω

2
rf

T 2N2
M

.

(77)

We depict the corresponding physics reach with dashed
lines in Fig. 2. The electromagnetic coupling cases of
SRFEM demonstrate significant enhancement across var-
ious frequencies. However, in the mechanical coupling
case, SRFmech, there is negligible enhancement below
O(100) kHz, as the response width in the single-mode
case can already cover the order of ωh at these frequen-
cies.

Notably, apart from the sensitivity enhancement de-
scribed in Eq. (75), the multi-mode upgrade eliminates
the need to tune ωrf − ω0 for each scan step, resulting in
a broadband detector. Compared to traditional broad-
band setups in Refs. [14, 47], the multi-mode design sig-
nificantly enhances the response to the signal, combining
the advantages of resonant detection. In the standard
SRF broadband setup, ω0 = ωrf , and an over-coupled
readout coupling γB is employed, enabling the probing
of ωΨ/(2π) above 10 kHz in the off-resonant region [47]
with |S0r|2 ≈ 4γγB/ω

2
Ψ. The corresponding signal and

noise PSDs are Ssig ≃ γBα
2SΨ/ω

2
Ψ and Snoise ≃ 1, re-

spectively, leading to the following SNR ratio:

SNR2
HUMM

SNR2
BB

≃ ω4
ΨQ

2
int

16 γ2B ω
2
rf n

2
occ

, (78)

where ‘BB’ denotes broadband detection. The significant
enhancement factor in Eq. (78) is primarily due to the
severely suppressed off-resonant response in the standard
broadband SRF. For other types of broadband searches,
such as those using LR circuits proposed in Ref. [14], the
sensor consistently responds to the PSD of effective cur-
rents induced from bosonic fields. Consequently, the re-
sultant SNR2 is substantially lower than that achieved
with heterodyne upconversion, reduced by a factor of
Q2

int/n
2
occ.

VIII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This work demonstrates the efficacy of multi-mode res-
onators in achieving the advantages of both resonant and
broadband detection. These resonators exhibit signifi-
cant responses to signals across a sensitive bandwidth,
spanning one or several orders in the frequency domain
of the sources. This capability is achieved by employing
both beam-splitter and non-degenerate parametric inter-
actions to connect adjacent modes. By tuning these in-
teractions to comparable magnitudes, off-resonant phases
are effectively canceled sequentially, thereby enhancing
both the bandwidth and the overall response of the sys-
tem. Consequently, both the peak value and band-
width of the scattering matrix increase sequentially dur-
ing propagation towards the readout port, while the read-
out noise, which sets the standard quantum limit of the
sensitive response width, remains unaffected. By upgrad-
ing to multi-mode detectors, the scan rate can be in-
creased by a factor of approximately Qint/nocc compared
to single-mode detectors. Moreover, the need for fre-
quency tuning and calibration in single-mode resonators
is eliminated, saving valuable time and enabling the scan-
ning of large, unexplored regions of axion and dark pho-
ton DM, along with HFGWs, within a reasonably short
timeframe. Notably, this includes the exploration of the
well-motivated QCD axion [9] DM mass window above
kHz.
The practical implementation of this concept relies on

utilizing Josephson junctions, achievable with mature su-
perconducting technology. The stability of the sensitive
response width to variations in the two coupling values
ensures the robustness of the quantum network. In the
chain model described by Eq. (49), calibration of the rel-
ative phases of the two couplings is necessary, and po-
tential decoherence may arise from self-squeezing and
phase fluctuations of the pumping modes [61]. How-
ever, such issues are circumvented in the binary tree
model described in Eq. (59), where the two quadratures
are equally amplified [45]. Another crucial considera-
tion is the intrinsic dissipation of the probing sensors,
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which requires precise control once the multi-mode array
is formed.

Note that the multi-mode resonators discussed in this
work are compatible with squeezing technology employed
at the readout port [34–37]. Both approaches aim to in-
crease the range in which intrinsic noises dominate over
readout noise. To further enhance sensitivity, additional
probing sensors can be incorporated [45, 66], which can
be naturally embedded into a multi-mode network like
the binary tree. Utilizing spatially distributed sensors
and sensors with different sensitive directions can reveal
both macroscopic properties and the microscopic nature
of potential sources, such as angular distribution and po-
larization [67, 68].
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