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The low-noise amplification of weak microwave signals is crucial for countless protocols in quantum
information processing. Quantum mechanics sets an ultimate lower limit of half a photon to the
added input noise for phase-preserving amplification of narrowband signals, also known as the
standard quantum limit (SQL). This limit, which is equivalent to a maximum quantum efficiency of
0.5, can be overcome by employing nondegenerate parametric amplification of broadband signals.
We show that, in principle, a maximum quantum efficiency of 1 can be reached. Experimentally,
we find a quantum efficiency of 0.69 4+ 0.02, well beyond the SQL, by employing a flux-driven
Josephson parametric amplifier and broadband thermal signals. We expect that our results allow
for fundamental improvements in the detection of ultraweak microwave signals.

In quantum technology, resolving low power quantum
signals in a noisy environment is essential for an efficient
readout of quantum states [I]. Linear phase-preserving
amplifiers are a central tool to accomplish this task by
simultaneously increasing the amplitude in both signal
quadratures without altering the signal phase [2]. Due to
the low energy of microwave photons, this amplification
process is of particular relevance for the tomography of
quantum microwave states [3]. State tomography is cru-
cial for experimental protocols with quantum propagat-
ing microwaves such as entanglement generation [4Hg],
secure quantum remote state preparation [9], quantum
teleportation [I0], quantum illumination [I1], or quan-
tum state transfer [I2]. Furthermore, a conventional dis-
persive readout of superconducting qubits [I3HI7] relies
on the amplification of microwave signals which carry
information about the qubit and consist only of a few
photons. This approach has proven to be extremely suc-
cessful and has led to the realization of important mile-
stones in superconducting quantum information process-
ing [I8, M9]. However, fundamental laws of quantum
physics imply that any phase-preserving amplifier needs
to add at least half a noise photon in the high-gain limit
[20). This bound is known as the standard quantum limit
(SQL) and results from the bosonic commutation rela-
tions of input and output fields constituting the original
and amplified signals, respectively. As a result, alter-
native ways to realize noiseless amplification are impor-
tant for a large variety of quantum applications which
rely on the efficient detection of signal amplitudes such
as the parity measurements in multi-qubit systems [21],
quantum amplitude sensing [22], detection of dark mat-
ter axions [23], or the detection of the cosmic microwave
background [24], among others.

In this work, we investigate the nondegenerate para-
metric amplification of broadband microwave signals and
derive conditions under which noiseless amplification
is physically possible. This broadband nondegenerate
regime is realized by employing a flux-driven Josephson
parametric amplifier (JPA) [25] 26] and is complimentary
to the conventional phase-preserving nondegenerate (nar-
rowband and quantum-limited) or phase-sensitive degen-
erate (narrowband and potentially noiseless) regimes [27-
29]. In the current context, the terms “narrowband” and
“broadband” relate to the bandwidth of input signals and
not to the bandwidth of the JPA itself. We experimen-
tally demonstrate a JPA operated in the broadband non-
degenerate regime achieving linear amplification which is
not restricted by the SQL.

An ideal linear amplifier increases the signal photon
number ng by the power gain factor G, [2]. The fluctua-
tions in the output signal consist of the amplified vacuum
fluctuations of the input signal and the noise photons ny,
added by the amplifier, where nys is referred to the am-
plifier input. We use the quantum efficiency 7 to charac-
terize the noise performance of our amplifiers [30]. The
quantum efficiency is defined as the ratio between vac-
uum fluctuations in the input signal and fluctuations in
the output signal. Thus, n can be expressed as
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Parametrically driving the JPA results in amplification of
the incoming signal and creation of an additional phase-
conjugated idler mode. This idler mode consists of, at
least, vacuum fluctuations, implying that it carries n; >
1/2 photons. As a result of the narrowband parametric
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FIG. 1. (a) Top: Phase space transformation for the amplification of narrowband input signals. Colored circles depict the
respective variances of the input signal (orange), output signal (blue), and idler mode (green). The narrowband coherent state
is amplified with the gain G, and the idler mode adds n;(Gn — 1) noise photons to the output signal. Bottom: Spectrum of
parametric amplification of narrowband signals with a bandwidth bs. The purple solid line shows a Lorentzian spectral gain
function resulting from the parametric down-conversion process. For each signal mode, an idler mode at the frequency 2w — ws
is created. Blue-shaded and green-shaded regions represent measurement bands with full bandwidth 2B around the signal
and idler modes, respectively. For input signals with bs < b1, the idler adds at least vacuum fluctuations to the output. (b)
Top: Phase space transformation for amplification of broadband input signals. If the input at the idler frequency contributes
to the signal, the idler does no longer act as a noise port and the signal is amplified with the total gain G, = 2G, — 1.
Bottom: Spectrum of parametric amplification process for broadband signals. If bs > b2, each mode in the signal bandwidth
corresponds to a correlated input mode on the idler side, resulting in amplification with the total gain G} and absence of the
SQL. (c) Hlustration of the experimental setup. The amplification chain consists of a nondegenerate Josephson parametric
amplifier (JPA) and a cryogenic HEMT amplifier. The quadrature moments (I"'Q") are calculated from the digitized and
filtered output signal. The red dot labels the signal reconstruction point.

signal amplification, the idler adds [31]
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into a signal photon at frequency ws = wp/2 + A and
a corresponding idler photon at w; = wp/2 — A. Here,
A denotes the detuning of the signal reconstruction fre-
quency wg from wp. In the nondegenerate regime, we have
A # 0, leading to separated signal and idler modes in
frequency space [32]. This parametric down-conversion
process results in a Lorentzian spectral gain function,

noise photons to the signal, referred to the amplifier in-
put, as schematically depicted in Fig.a). Equation

implies that n is bounded by

Gn
NS 5G 1 (3)

reaching 1/2 in the high-gain limit, G,, > 1. Figureb)
illustrates the amplification process for broadband sig-
nals, where the input signal bandwidth is large enough
to cover both the signal and idler modes of the paramet-
ric amplifier. As a result, the idler mode does not add
any noise but contributes to the amplified output signal.
Thus, we expect that a quantum efficiency of n = 1 can
be reached in this case. Parametric amplification can
be realized by driving a nonlinear electromagnetic res-
onator with a strong coherent field (pump) at w, = 2wy,
where wy is the resonance frequency [28| 31]. In the re-
sulting three-wave mixing process, a pump photon splits

which is depicted by the purple solid line in Fig.(a),
bottom. The signal is detected within the measurement
bandwidth 2B around ws. For a narrowband coherent
state, the idler necessarily adds broadband noise to the
signal, leading to broadening of the output variances (see
Fig.1(a), top). In contrast, if the signal bandwidth by is
large enough to cover the idler input modes, as shown in
Fig.(b)7 the amplified output signal consists of contribu-
tions from both the signal and idler modes. In this case,
the idler no longer serves as a noise port but rather as
an additional signal port. The part of the input signal at
the idler frequency is mixed into the measurement band-
width with the gain G, — 1, yielding a total broadband
power gain

Gy = 2G, — 1. (4)
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FIG. 2. Limit nq of the quantum efficiency n as a func-
tion of the signal bandwidth bs for (a) varying detuning A
at a fixed measurement bandwidth B/27m = 30kHz and (b)
for varying measurement bandwidth B at a fixed detuning
A /27 = 37.5kHz, according to Eq. . For bs > bs, amplifi-
cation with 7 = 1 is possible.

The SQL fundamentally results from the fact that the
amplifier input and output signals have to fulfill the
bosonic commutation relations. We assume that the JPA
output é(w) results from a linear combination of amplified
incoming signals a(@) and phase-conjugated idler signals
a'(@;) as well as from an additive noise mode f(w) [20]

ow) = /I 4 [M (w0, 3)a(@) + Liw, )al ()] + f(w), (5)

where the integral is taken over all input modes Z. Fre-
quencies @ denote input modes, whereas output modes
are described by w. We assume that the input signal
is centered around the frequency ws and has a single-
side bandwidth bs (total bandwidth 2bs), resulting in
T = |ws—bs,ws+bs]. The signal amplitude gain M (w, )
and the idler amplitude gain L(w,®) satisfy M(w,®) =
M (@)d(w—&) and L(w,®) = L(w;)d(w—w;), respectively,
where @; = 2wy —@. Furthermore, |M (w)|? = G, (w) and
|L(wi)|? = Gu(w) — 1, where Gy, (w) is the power gain at
frequency w. The strength of the additive noise is de-
scribed with the noise power spectral density Sg(w) of
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the bosonic mode f (w), corresponding to the number of
noise photons per bandwidth. We evaluate the integral
in Eq. (5) and calculate the commutator [¢(w),éf(w')].
Next, we calculate the spectral autocorrelation function
of the fluctuations (|Af(w,w)|?) = 27Gy(w)St(w)d(w —
w’). This allows us to use the bosonic continuum commu-
tation relations and the Heisenberg uncertainty principle
(UAF(w,w) ) = 1/2/([f(w), F1(@)])] to show that Si(w)
satisfies

ws+bs
/ Si(w)dw = 2bgng > 2bgng =
ws—bg

ws+bs
= ;/ws—bs [1 —1i(w) + Gnl(w) (Li(w) — 1) | dw, (6)

where nq) is the quantum limit for the number of additive
noise photons [33]. We define

1i(w) = O(w—2wo +ws +bs) — O(w — 2wo +ws — bs), (7)

where © is the Heaviside step function. In Eq. @, the
range of integration over w is limited by b, if by < B,
otherwise it is set by B. We observe that there are
two threshold values of the bandwidth: b, = 2A — B
and by = 2A + B. For by < by, Eq.(6)) reproduces
the SQL, whereas for by < by < by, the input signal
starts to overlap with the idler modes and the lower
bound for the additive noise decreases. In the broad-
band case by > by, the signal covers all idler modes
and Eq. @ reduces to ngy > 0, implying that there is
no fundamental lower limit for the added noise. Our
experimental setup is schematically shown in Fig.c)
and consists of a flux-driven JPA serially connected to a
cryogenic high-electron-mobility transistor (HEMT) am-
plifier with a gain of Gg = 41dB. The JPA is oper-
ated in the nondegenerate regime, which is realized by
detuning the signal frequency ws by A/27 = 300kHz
from half the pump frequency wp/2 = wy. A circula-
tor at the JPA input separates the resonator input and
output fields. The moments of the output signal are re-
constructed with a bandwidth B/27 = 200kHz using
the reference-state reconstruction method at the recon-
struction point indicated by the red circle in Fig.c)
[7, B4]. The experiment is performed with two distinct
JPAs, labelled JPA 1 and JPA 2, which are operated at
different flux spots to check for reproducibility of our re-
sults. For JPA1 (JPA2), we reconstruct the signal at
ws/2m = 5.500 GHz (5.435 GHz). A coherent tone can be
applied via a microwave input line and a heatable 30 dB
attenuator allows us to generate thermal states as broad-
band input signals. We solve Eq. @ for the Lorentzian
JPA gain function G(w) = 1+ Gob?/(b3 + (w — wo)?),
where Gy denotes the maximal JPA gain and by is the
half width at half maximum JPA bandwidth [32]. Then,
assuming Gy > 1, the quantum limit ng for the number
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FIG. 3. (a) Planck spectroscopy for varying broadband gain Gv. The average photon number ny, of the amplified signal (dots)
is indicated at the reconstruction point. The lines are fits to the corresponding Planck distributions. The offset of each Planck
curve is determined by the noise added by the amplification chain. (b) Average photon number n, of the amplified signal
(dots) at the reconstruction point for the amplification of a coherent signal for different values of the narrowband gain G,. The
average photon number of the input signal is labeled with nin. From the offsets of the linear fits (lines), we can calculate the
number of added noise photons. (c¢) Experimentally determined broadband gain Gy vs. narrowband gain Gy of the JPA.

of additive noise photons is given by

é arctan (71+§§3jﬁ3) bs < B,
1 ] arctan %) B < bs < by,
nql = —
4 2(0+B—PBs)
B | arctan 1+ﬁ55+5(55_ﬁ)_52> by < bs < bo,
0 bs > b27

(8
with 8 = B/7, Bs = bs/7, and § = A/7, where 7 =
byv/Go denotes the gain-bandwidth product [27,[33]. The
corresponding limit 7 of the quantum efficiency 7 can
be calculated with Eq. (). The solution Eq. (8) allows
us to distinguish quantitatively between broadband and
narrowband regimes and is plotted for 7/27 ~ 15 MHz
in Fig.(a) for varying A with B/2r = 30kHz and in
Fig.[2(b) for varying B with A/2m = 37.5kHz. According
to Eq. (8), we obtain nq ~ 1/2 for coherent input signals,
approximately reproducing Eq. , whereas we expect
Nq = 1 for broadband signals. We experimentally ex-
tract the quantum efficiency by measuring the total noise
photon number of the amplification chain. To achieve
this goal, we vary the temperature of the heatable 30 dB
attenuator from 40 mK to 600 mK and perform Planck
spectroscopy of the amplification chain [35]. As a result,
we detect the photon number n;, at the reconstruction
point for varying broadband gain G}, and show the re-
sult of this measurement in Fig.[3{a) for JPA 2. For each
value of Gy, the experimentally determined outcomes for
np (dots) are fitted with corresponding Planck distribu-
tions (cyan solid lines) and the respective noise photon
number is extracted from the offset.

The quantum efficiency for narrowband signals is de-
termined in a similar experiment by amplifying a coher-
ent input tone with varying input photon number n;, for
different JPA gains G,. For each value of G, the am-
plifier response n, at the reconstruction point is linearly

~—

fitted, which allows us to extract the noise photons from
the respective offset. This procedure also proves that the
JPA acts as a linear amplifier here. Figureb) shows
a logarithmic plot of the experimental results (dots) for
JPA 2 as well as the respective linear fits (orange lines).
The dependence of the broadband gain Gy, on G, is de-
picted in Fig.c). The results are in agreement with

Eq. .

In Fig.a), we plot the measured quantum efficiencies
for JPA 1 for the amplification of thermal states (cyan
dots) and coherent states (purple dots), respectively. The
red dashed line depicts the SQL determined by Eq. (3).
Figureb) shows the result for the same experiment with
JPA 2 instead of JPA 1. For both JPAs, we find a gain
region where we clearly exceed the SQL for the amplifi-
cation of broadband states.

Importantly, Fig.b) shows that we can achieve a
maximal quantum efficiency n = 0.69 4+ 0.02 with our
setup, which substantially exceeds the SQL. The devia-
tion from the theoretically achievable quantum efficiency
of unity can be explained by noise in the pump signal,
as discussed below. Furthermore, we observe that the
experimentally determined dependence of quantum effi-
ciency on the gain in Fig. [f] reaches a maximum and de-
creases for high gains for the narrowband and broadband
case. For low JPA gains, the noise photons ny = 11.3,
which are added by the HEMT, limit the quantum effi-
ciency. This contribution becomes irrelevant in the high-
gain limit, since its influence decreases with 1/G, where
G = G, (G = Gy,) for narrowband (broadband) amplifi-
cation. Since the parametric gain depends on the pump
power, fluctuations in the pump photon number imply
additional noise in the signal mode [36]. We describe
the noisy pump signal in the frame rotating at a pump



frequency wy, by

A(t) = (g + fp(t))e ™", (9)

where ag denotes the amplitude of the coherent pump
signal and the operator f,(t) represents uncorrelated
white noise. We assume that fp(t) obeys thermal statis-
tics and calculate the variance Ug of the correspond-
ing power fluctuations by applying the Wiener-Khinchine

theorem [33], [37]. We find
02 = np(2nen + 1) + 208, + nun, (10)

where ny, is the average pump photon number and ng, =
( fg (t) fp(t)) is the number of thermal noise photons. The
experimentally determined dependence of the parametric
gain on the pump power can be fitted by an exponential
function [33]. The gain-dependent JPA noise ny(G) can
then be approximated by

ny(G) =n}(G —1)°, (11)

where the exponent ¢ depends on JPA parameters and
n)j is a constant prefactor [33]. We use Eq. to fit the
measured quantum efficiencies in Figs. [4{a) and (b) and
treat n) and ¢ as fitting parameters [33]. In Fig.[4a),
the last data point for broadband amplification is not
considered for the fit, as JPA 1 starts entering a nonlinear
compression regime. The fit is depicted by the solid lines
in Figs. [fa) and (b) for both JPAs and successfully
reproduces the maximum as well as the behavior for low
gain values.

Noiseless parametric amplification of broadband sig-
nals can be exploited for various applications. For in-
stance, it can be used for high-efficiency parity detection
of entangled superconducting qubits via readout of dis-
persively coupled resonators. Assuming that these res-
onators are probed at the respective signal and idler fre-
quencies of a readout JPA, one can amplify the combined
resonator response with quantum efficiency beyond the
SQL. Thus, one can implement a parity readout with,
potentially, unit efficiency by combining the two-mode
probe via nondegenerate parametric amplification. An-
other possible application could be a direct broadband
dispersive qubit readout with weak thermal states gen-
erated by a heatable attenuator [I4] or naturally occur-
ring thermal states due to residual heating. In this case,
propagating weak thermal states can be used to probe
the readout resonator, which is then efficiently amplified
by the flux-driven JPA with quantum efficiency beyond
the SQL.

In conclusion, we have investigated a nondegenerate
linear parametric amplification of broadband signals and
have derived a quantitative criterion for an input signal
bandwidth under which a quantum efficiency of n = 1 can
be achieved. We have used a superconducting flux-driven
JPA to experimentally determine the quantum efficien-
cies for amplification of broadband thermal states and
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FIG. 4. Experimental quantum efficiency of the flux-driven
JPAs for broadband (cyan dots) and narrowband (purple
dots) input signals. Panel (a) shows the data for JPA 1 and
panel (b) the data for JPA 2. The red dashed line represents
the SQL. The gain dependence of the quantum efficiencies for
the narrowband and broadband cases is fitted using Eq. ‘

demonstrated 1 = 0.69 +0.02 which significantly exceeds
the SQL nq = 0.5. Thus, we have verified that for the
parametric amplification of broadband input states, an
idler mode may also carry signal information and does
not add extra noise to the output. Furthermore, we have
shown that the gain dependence of 1 can be explained
by the photon number fluctuations in the pump tone.
The fact that the quantum efficiency for broadband signal
amplification does not possess a corresponding quantum
limit can be exploited in experiments where extremely
low noise amplification is a key prerequisite. We envi-
sion important applications of our results in the field of
quantum information processing, in particular for qubit
readout, parity detection, and quantum amplitude sens-
ing.
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