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We show that the microwave (MW) spectra in semiconductor-nanowire-based transmon qubits
provide a strong signature of the presence of Majorana bound states in the junction. This occurs as
an external magnetic field tunes the wire into the topological regime and the energy splitting of the
emergent Majorana modes oscillates around zero energy owing to their wave function spatial overlap
in finite-length wires. In particular, we discuss how these Majorana oscillations, and the concomitant
fermion parity switches in the ground state of the junction, result in distinct spectroscopic features
–in the form of an intermitent visibility of absorption lines– that strongly deviate from standard
transmon behavior. In contrast, non-oscillating zero modes, such as topologically trivial Andreev
bound states resulting from sufficiently smooth potentials, exhibit an overall standard transmon
response. These differences in the MW response could help determine whether the junction contains
topological Majoranas or not.

Introduction–Superconducting islands based on
Josephson junctions (JJs) shunted by a capacitor are
the key element in qubits based on superconducting
circuits [1–3]. Their physics is controlled by the ratio
EJ/EC between the Josephson coupling EJ and the
charging energy EC . This interplay is described by
the Hamiltonian H = 4EC(N̂ − ng)

2 + VJ(ϕ̂), where

VJ(ϕ̂) = −EJ cos ϕ̂ [4]. Here N̂ is the Cooper pair
number, conjugate to the superconducting phase ϕ̂, and
ng = Qg/2e is a gate-induced offset. Recent experimen-
tal efforts are pushing the standard operation limits in
order to have JJs compatible with electrical gating and
high magnetic fields. This compatibility is a crucial step
to reach a regime relevant for microwave (MW) readout
of topological qubits based on Majorana bound states
(MBSs) [5–16]. Various options include semiconductors
[17–23] and van der Waals heterostructures [24–26].

We here focus on JJs based on semiconducting
nanowires (NWs). In the presence of an external Zee-
man field B, the NWs can be driven into a topological
superconductor phase [27–30] where MBSs couple across
the JJ with strength EM and coherently interact with
the superconducting island degrees of freedom.to study
the detailed magnetic field evolution of the NW junc-
tion, including the emergence of MBSs in the topological
phase, and to address the possibility of non-topological
robust zero modes that appear in junctions with spa-
tially smooth potentials [31–35]. Since both EJ and
EM depend on B, this allows to unveil new physics
from the EJ/EC . 1 Cooper pair box (CPB) to the
EJ � EC transmon regimes depending on the ratio
EM/EC . The hitherto unexplored EM/EC � 1 regime
presents parity-dependent MW signatures that map par-
ity switches in the NW spectrum owing to the oscillatory

energy splitting of overlapping Majoranas. In contrast,
non-topological modes pinned to zero energy yield a stan-
dard transmon spectrum. Hence, MW spectroscopy pro-
vides a powerful tool to distinguish between both scenar-
ios.
Model–The Josephson potential is defined, on a mi-

croscopic level, as the operator VJ(ϕ) = 1
2 č
†HBdG(ϕ)č,

where č = (ci↑, ci↓, c
†
i↑, c

†
i↓) are Nambu spinors and HBdG

is the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian

HBdG(ϕ) =

(
HNW ∆(x, ϕ)

∆(x, ϕ)† −H∗NW

)
. (1)

HNW consists of two (left/right) segments of length LS
with normal Hamiltonians HL/R, coupled across a short
weak link of transparency TN ∈ [0, 1]. Each NW seg-
ment contains all the microscopic details (Rashba cou-
pling α, Zeeman field B and chemical potential µ) and

is described by a single-band model HL/R =
p2x
2m − µ −

α
~σypx+Bσx (with px = −i~∂x the momentum operator
and σi Pauli matrices in spin space). These NWs un-

dergo a topological phase transition at Bc ≡
√

∆2 + µ2

with the appearance of MBSs at their edges, see blowup
in Fig. 1 (a). ∆(x, ϕ) = iσy∆e±iϕ/2 (where the ± corre-
sponds to x ∈ L/R, respectively) is the induced pairing
term [36, 37]. While VJ(ϕ) ∼ −EJ cos(ϕ) is a good ap-
proximation at B = 0 in the TN → 0 tunneling limit, it
can strongly deviate from this form under relevant ex-
perimental conditions [1, 19, 37].

Starting from Eq. (1), our goal is to derive a quan-
titatively precise low-energy approximation for VJ that
retains both standard Josephson events due to Cooper
pair tunneling, as well as anomalous Majorana-mediated
events where a single electron is transferred across the
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FIG. 1. Sketch and spectrum of a NW-based super-
conducting island. (a) Simplified transmon/CPB circuit.
EJ is implicit in the Josephson potential VJ(ϕ), while the
combination of a shunting capacitor CJ and the gate capaci-
tance Cg define the charging energy EC = e2/2(CJ+Cg). The
presence of MBSs γi gives rise to two new energy scales, the
Majorana splitting δ/2 and the Majorana coupling EM . (b)
Spectrum of the island versus ng = Vg/(2eCg) in the CPB
regime (EJ/EC = 0.5, EM/EC ∼ 0.12) and for B ∼ Bc.
Blue/orange colors denote fermionic even/odd parities, while
intermediate gradient signals parity mixing. The dotted lines
show a slightly different B field with δ = 0. (c) Same as (b)
but in a transmon regime with EJ/EC = 25, EM/EC ∼ 6.5
(dashed lines show the original transmon lines at B = 0).
Panel (d) shows the same transmon case but for δ 6= 0
(B = 1.4Bc). (e,f) Magnetic field dependence for the CPB
in (b), at ng = 0.25 and ng = 0.5, respectively. In this latter
case, the topological transition (where EJ → 0) can be seen
as a closing of the qubit frequency (asterisk). (g,h) Same as
(e,f) but for the transmon (arrows mark parity crossings). (i,j)
Parity polarization 〈τ̂z〉 of the two lowest states in (g,h). At
parity crossings, the polarization jumps. Rest of parameters:
LS = 2.2µm, τ = 0.8, µ = 0.5meV, ∆ = 0.25meV.

junction. While the total fermion parity nmod 2 is con-
served (where n = nL +nR and nL,R are the fermion oc-
cupations in the left/right segments of the junction), an
anomalous tunneling term changes the parity nL/R mod 2
on each superconducting left/right segment. For in-
stance, assuming even global parity, Majorana-mediated

tunnelling corresponds to the process |0〉 ≡ |nL =
0, nR = 0〉 ⇐⇒ |1〉 ≡ |nL = 1, nR = 1〉. (In what
follows, even/odd parity will always refer to the partial
fermion parity nL mod 2 = nR mod 2). Physically, this
suggests that to compute an effective low-energy VJ(ϕ),
it is convenient to distinguish two contributions, VJ(ϕ) =
V bulkJ (ϕ) + Hsub

BdG. The first one takes into account the
bulk contribution of BdG levels above the gap to the
ground state (GS) energy V bulkJ (ϕ) = −

∑
εp>∆ εp(ϕ).

The second contribution corresponds to the subgap sec-
tor (four subgap states resulting from two electron-hole
copies of two spin-resolved subgap states), which can be
described in terms of four Majorana operators, γ1,2 ∈ L
and γ3,4 ∈ R, interacting pairwise [38, 39]

Hsub
BdG(ϕ) = iλ12γ1γ2 + iλ13(ϕ)γ1γ3 + iλ14(ϕ)γ1γ4

+ iλ23(ϕ)γ2γ3 + iλ24(ϕ)γ2γ4 + iλ34γ3γ4. (2)

Projection method– To derive the different λij from
microscopics, we first calculate the Nambu spinors ψ̌0

is

of the full/empty (i = ±) lowest subgap eigenstate of
each decoupled s = L,R segments. These states span a
fermion basis {cL, c†L, cR, c

†
R} of our 4-dimensional pro-

jection space, in terms of which we can write fermion
numbers as nL = c†LcL = (1+ iγ1γ2)/2 and nR = c†RcR =
(1 + iγ3γ4)/2. Performing the low-energy projection

(H−1)i′s′,is = 〈ψ0
i′s′ |G(ω = 0)|ψ0

is〉, (3)

where G(ω) = (ω + iε−HBdG)−1 is the resolvent of the
full BdG Hamiltonian, Eq. (2) can be written as Hsub

BdG =
1
2 ψ̌

0†Hψ̌0, which yields the different λij . After projecting
onto the parity basis {|p〉} = {|0〉, |1〉}, the final effective
Hamiltonian reads

H = [4EC (−i∂ϕ − ng)2
+ V bulkJ (ϕ)]1 + V subJ (ϕ). (4)

It describes two different parity copies of a superconduct-
ing island, which are mixed through a non-diagonal term
V subJ p′p(ϕ) = 〈p′|Hsub

BdG|p〉. The parity content of the eigen-
states of Eq. (4) is calculated by a projection onto the
parity axis defined by τ̂z ≡ |0〉〈0| − |1〉〈1|.

Since Eq. (4) is derived by projecting HBdG, the re-
sulting coefficients in Eq. (2) depend on all the mi-
croscopic details of the problem, λij(B,LS , µ, α), in-
stead of just being constant parameters like in pre-
vious effective models [9, 10]. Thus, H is able to
describe, in particular, the full magnetic field evo-
lution of the junction (from trivial to topological),
which is governed by three relevant B-field-dependent
microscopic energy scales [37]: the Josephson cou-

pling EJ =
∫ 2π

0
dϕ
π

[
V bulkJ (ϕ) + V subJ 00(ϕ)

]
cos(ϕ), the en-

ergy splitting between different fermionic parities δ =
V subJ 11(ϕ)−V subJ 00(ϕ)|ϕ=0 and the Majorana coupling EM =∫ 2π

0
dϕ
π V subJ 01(ϕ) cos(ϕ). Moreover, we can also analyze

other possibilities, including the emergence of robust zero
modes at B � Bc (without a topological bulk) in wires
with spatially inhomogeneous µ(x) [40].
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Results–In what follows, the ratio EJ/EC and the
plasma frequency ωpl ≡

√
8EJEC/~ are defined respect

to the zero-field junction, for which a microscopic calcu-
lation of Ic [36, 41, 42] gives EJ ≡ ~Ic(B = 0)/2e at fixed
EC . In Fig. 1 the calculated fermionic parity content is
represented by different colors (even/odd=blue/orange
for 〈τ̂z〉 = ±1). In the CPB limit each even (odd)
parabola in the spectrum, see Fig. 1(b), has a minimum
at ng = m+n0

g, where m ∈ Z and n0
g = 0 (0.5) (only the

m = 0, 1 cases are shown). Odd parabolas are energy-
shifted from even ones by an amount δ. For B = 0 (not
shown), the spectrum is 2e-periodic and the energy shift
is exactly δ = 2∆, since each extra fermion must over-
come an energy gap ∆ on each NW segment. Increasing
B, the gap gets reduced until an odd GS around ng = 0.5
is possible when δ < EC . In the δ → 0 limit (dotted
curve), both parity sectors have minima at zero energy
and the periodicity becomes e [43, 44]. Furthermore,
MBSs coherently mix parities around ng = 0.25 and
ng = 0.75 [9, 10, 16]. In the transmon limit with δ = 0,
Fig. 1(c), strong parity mixing occurs for all ng, which
manifests as splitting of the lines with almost zero parity
polarization 〈τ̂z〉 ≈ 0. At a different B corresponding to
δ 6= 0, Fig. 1(d), the transmon spectrum shows charge
dispersion and an overall 2e-periodicity. This result il-
lustrates how nominally identical transmons depend on
microscopic properties of the NWs (in this case, the ra-
tio ξM/LS , with ξM the Majorana coherence length [45],
which governs δ(B) [46]). Moreover, the finite δ 6= 0
polarizes the GS parity (now of odd character for all ng).

Next, we focus on the magnetic field evolution of the
island spectrum. In the CPB regime, this evolution
strongly depends on gate (owing to the large charge dis-
persion). Since parity mixing occurs near ng = 0.25,
the B-field dependence at this gate considerably differs
from the one at ng = 0.5, where parity mixing is neg-
ligible, compare Fig. 1(e) and Fig. 1(f). On the other
hand, in the transmon limit the spectrum mimics Ma-
jorana oscillations. After each parity crossing, see ar-
rows in Figs. 1(g,h), the parity polarization τz jumps,
Figs. 1(i,j), which reflects changes in the parity char-
acter of the GS (change of color from blue to orange
and back). This behavior occurs for all ng. Switches
of GS parity are possible since, for the single band case
considered here, EM ∼ EJ [36, 37, 41, 42, 47]. Conse-
quently, in a transmon regime with EJ/EC � 1, the
ratio EM/EC is not small [48]. This relevant regime
has hitherto remained unexplored, even at the level of
the effective models in Refs. [9, 10, 16], which focus
on the opposite EM/EC � 1 regime where the large
charging energy prevents changes in the GS parity [37].
This would require much larger EC (which is detrimental
since it induces charge dispersion) or very small Majo-
rana couplings EM � EJ . The latter can be, however,
somewhat difficult to reach in a few-channel topologi-
cal wire: while more than one channel, but not many,

FIG. 2. MW spectroscopy of a NW-based transmon.
(a) Contour plot of MW absorption spectrum SN (ω) versus ω
and B/Bc at ng = 0.5. Bright lines signal allowed transitions
in the MW response. Spectral holes in the n = 1 transition
line and abrupt jumps in the n > 1 ones, where lines sud-
denly disappear/appear, coincide with parity crossings in the
GS owing to Majorana oscillations. (b) Transition frequencies
and spectral weights (shadowed widths). At minima of the os-
cillations (arrows), the spectral weight of different transitions
gets exchanged. (c-h) ng dependence. Same parameters as
the transmon in Fig. 1.

can contribute to EJ [19, 49, 50], the value of EM is
of the order of the topological minigap [37]. These par-
ity switches in the GS have important consequences for
MW spectroscopy, as we discuss next. MW spec-
troscopy– The linear-response MW spectrum can be writ-
ten as SN (ω) =

∑
n |〈n|N̂ |0〉|2δ(ω − ωn0), where Ψn are

the eigenstates of Eq. (4) and ω0n = (En − E0)/~.
In what follows we focus on the transmon limit with
EM/EC & 1. A full discussion about other relevant
regimes, including the CPB and the transmon regime
with EM/EC � 1, can be found in Ref. [37]. In Fig. 2(a)
we plot the magnetic field dependence of the MW spec-
trum of a transmon. Majorana oscillations and parity
switches in Figs. 1(h,j) are found to result in abrupt spec-
troscopic changes at B-fields where Majorana oscillations
have nodes. They include spectral holes in the first tran-
sition ω01 (a transition within the ground state manifold
which is visible thanks to the Majorana-induced parity
mixing) accompanied by higher transition lines suddenly
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FIG. 3. MW spectroscopy of a junction containing
non-topological robust zero modes. (a) The BdG spec-
trum of a NW with a smooth µ(x) (which interpolates be-
tween µ = 0.5 meV and µ = 2 meV at each NW segment)
shows robust zero modes for B < Bc. Inset: blow up near
B . Bc where the zero mode starts to develop oscillations.
(b,c) The B-field dependence of the MW response (shown
here at ng = 0.5) of a transmon containing such wires is dis-
tinct depending on whether it is governed by the trivial mode
pinned to zero at B . 0.8Bc or the oscillating Majoranas at
B > Bc. While the former leads to an overall standard trans-
mon response (d,g), the later shows parity switches, (e,h) and
(f,i), as discussed in Fig. 2. Same parameters as Fig. 2.

disappearing/appearing. The spectral holes can be un-
derstood as exact cancellations of spectral weight owing
to parity degeneracy at crossings, see Fig. 1(j). This
is illustrated in Fig. 2(b) where we plot the transition
frequencies weighted by their respective matrix element
(represented as the width of the line). Together with the
absence of spectral weight of the ω01 transition at cross-
ings, there is a complete spectral weight transfer between
higher energy transitions, where one thick line becomes
thin or viceversa (see arrows). Figs. 2(c-e) show the ng
dependence for three fixed B-fields [colored bars in (a)]

across a parity crossing. Interestingly, all the spectro-
scopic features before and after the crossing [(c) and (e),
respectively] are shifted exactly by one e unit, which re-
flects the change of parity of the GS. See also the transi-
tions weighted by their matrix elements in Figs. 2(f-h).
This results in distinct spectroscopic features like spec-
tral holes that shift from half-integer to integer values of
ng and viceversa, and changes of curvatures of the in-
volved transitions. Right at the δ = 0 parity crossing,
Figs. 2(d,g), we recover a standard transmon spectrum.
Such unique behavior of transmon spectra across a Majo-
rana oscillation should provide a strong signature of the
presence of MBSs and their associated parity crossings.

The above behavior has to be contrasted with the spec-
tra resulting from non-oscillating zero modes. Figure 3(a)
shows a typical BdG spectrum where a spatially smooth
potential µ(x) in the NW results in a robust zero mode
starting at B � Bc. These non-topological zero modes
are ubiquitous in experiments and have spurred a long-
standing ‘trivial versus topological” debate in the liter-
ature regarding tunneling spectroscopy measurements of
zero bias anomalies [31–35]. Interestingly, the MW re-
sponse of such robust B < Bc zero modes is very distinct
from the one we discussed previously for oscillating Ma-
joranas. Here, the overall response of the B < Bc zero
mode is that of a transmon (but with a main line ω03

corresponding to a parity-conserving transition from an
odd GS) and a largely suppressed parity-mixing line ω01,
see Figs. 3(b,c). At a fixed B < Bc field (red bar), the
ng dependence is that of a transmon with no charge dis-
persion, see Figs. 3(d,g). In contrast, the appearance of
parity crossings which fully develop into oscillating Ma-
joranas at larger B-fields [e. g. blue and yellow bars in
Fig. 3(b)] results again in an oscillating ω01 line, switches
in the higher transitions and one-e shifts in the gate re-
sponse, Figs. 3(e,h) and Figs. 3(f,i). Both the amplitude
of the oscillations and the intensity of the lowest intra-
band transition ω01 grow with B-field, providing yet an-
other clear signature as compared to the low frequency
response resulting from trivial zero modes at B < Bc.

In summary, our results demonstrate that MW spec-
troscopy of NW-based transmon qubits is a powerful tool
to detect the presence of oscillating MBSs in the JJ junc-
tion. Repeated parity switches in the MW spectrum
against magnetic field reveal unambiguously the exis-
tence of a subgap state oscillating around zero, which
could aid in distinguishing topological Majoranas from
other non-oscillating types of zero modes [35], thus pro-
viding an alternative to tunneling spectroscopy. Our pro-
jection method can be readily extended to other relevant
regimes [37]. Other geometries currently under intensive
experimental study, including split junctions [37], junc-
tions with quantum dots [51, 52] and superconducting
islands in the fluxonium regime [53], should be the sub-
ject of future studies.
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