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Entangling superconducting quantum proces-
sors via light would enable new means of secure
communication and distributed quantum com-
puting [1]. However, transducing quantum sig-
nals between these disparate regimes of the elec-
tromagnetic spectrum remains an outstanding
goal [2–7], and interfacing superconducting qubits
with electro-optic transducers presents significant
challenges due to the deleterious effects of op-
tical photons on superconductors [8, 9]. More-
over, many remote entanglement protocols [10–
13] require multiple qubit gates both preceding
and following the upconversion of the quantum
state, and thus an ideal transducer should leave
the state of the qubit unchanged: more precisely,
the backaction [14] from the transducer on the
qubit should be minimal. Here we demonstrate
non-destructive optical readout of a supercon-
ducting transmon qubit via a continuously oper-
ated electro-optic transducer. The modular na-
ture of the transducer and circuit QED system
used in this work enable complete isolation of
the qubit from optical photons, and the back-
action on the qubit from the transducer is less
than that imparted by thermal radiation from the
environment. Moderate improvements in trans-
ducer bandwidth and added noise will enable us
to leverage the full suite of tools available in cir-
cuit QED to demonstrate transduction of non-
classical signals from a superconducting qubit to
the optical domain.

Superconducting quantum computers using arrays of
transmon qubits are a leading platform for scalable quan-
tum computation [1]. However, these devices must oper-
ate at temperatures below 100 mK, with quantum infor-
mation encoded in microwave fields that would be cor-
rupted by thermal noise if transmitted at ambient tem-
perature. In contrast, optical quantum networks are a
well-established technology for the transmission of quan-
tum states over long distances, and do not require low
temperatures [15–17]. Thus, a quantum-enabled electro-
optic transducer linking the microwave and optical do-
mains would greatly expand the capabilities of quantum
information science.

The pursuit of an optical quantum network of super-
conducting qubits has given rise to a rich research field
searching for efficient, low-noise electro-optic transduc-

tion techniques [2–7, 9]. Although electro-optic elements
have been demonstrated as useful tools for delivering
classical signals to superconducting circuits [18, 19], de-
vices designed to transduce quantum states must satisfy
a different and more stringent set of requirements [20].
In spite of substantial recent progress, it remains an out-
standing challenge to combine these transducers with su-
perconducting qubits in a manner that is not destruc-
tive to the information stored in the qubit. An impres-
sive recent experiment demonstrated the transduction of
photons from a superconducting qubit to the optical do-
main [9], but the state of the qubit was destroyed by
the optical pulses required for transduction. Further-
more, such piezo-optomechanical transducers require a
specific piezoelectric materials platform for qubit fabri-
cation, complicating the introduction of some recent ad-
vances in modular circuit QED [21–23].

In this work, we use a mechanically-mediated electro-
optic transducer to perform non-destructive optical read-
out of a transmon qubit embedded in a modular 3D cir-
cuit QED architecture. The transducer imparts mini-
mal backaction on the qubit, equivalent to only ∆n =
(3 ± 1) × 10−3 photons in the microwave readout cav-
ity dispersively coupled to the qubit. Although the
transduction bandwidth is relatively narrow, the oper-
ation of the transducer is continuous rather than pulsed
[6, 7, 9], enabling efficiency and repetition rates far ex-
ceeding the values demonstrated by a device that inte-
grates the transducer and the qubit on the same chip
[9]. We then use the superconducting qubit as a non-
Gaussian resource to characterise the quantum efficiency
[24] with which we transduce signals from the circuit
QED system to the optical domain.

The experiment consists of two modular systems at-
tached to the base plate of an optical-access dilution re-
frigerator at Tbp ≈ 40 mK. The first of these (Fig. 1(a))
is a 3D circuit QED system comprising a transmon qubit
dispersively coupled to a quarter-wave coaxial cavity res-
onator [21]. The microwave cavity has a total linewidth
of κc/2π = 380 kHz, while the dispersive interaction be-
tween the qubit and the cavity causes a state-dependent
shift of the cavity’s resonant frequency by 2χ/2π =
344 kHz; thus κc/2χ ≈ 1, the optimal value for low-power
dispersive readout of the qubit [25]. The microwave cav-
ity’s resonant frequency ωc can be tuned in situ by a
sapphire rod (see Fig. 1(a)) attached to a piezoelectric
stepping module, enabling the microwave resonance of
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FIG. 1. Apparatus for optically mediated readout of a superconducting qubit (a) Circuit QED system consisting of
a transmon qubit dispersively coupled to a 3D coaxial quarter-wave cavity resonator. A translatable sapphire rod tunes the
frequency of the cavity in situ. Qubit preparation pulses with frequency ωd (gold), followed by readout pulses with frequency
ωc (green), are injected through the circuit QED system’s input line. (b) The directional coupler is used to apply the microwave
pump to the transducer, while the circulators enable microwave heterodyne measurement of reflected signals. Isolation between
the circuit QED system and the transducer is achieved using circulators, along with the directional coupler for interferometric
cancellation. (c) The electro-optic transducer consists of an optical cavity and a flip-chip microwave LC circuit resonator
simultaneously coupled to a single mode of a high-quality factor silicon nitride membrane with frequency ωm/2π = 1.45 MHz.
(d) Optical pump and heterodyne detection scheme. (e) Transducer pumps and experimental readout signals represented in
the frequency domain. The electro(opto)-mechanical damping rates Γe (Γo) are controlled by the strength of the respective
pumps, both red-detuned by ωm to transduce microwave signals to the optical domain. (f) A pulse timing diagram illustrates
the qubit (gold) and readout (green) pulses, with the experiment conducted with a repetition time of Tr = 0.4 − 2 ms and
steady-state pumps. The upconverted readout pulse is filtered by the transducer’s frequency response (bottom row).

the circuit QED system to be brought into resonance with
the transducer’s microwave mode at ωe/2π = 7.938 GHz.

The other experimental module (Fig. 1(c)) is an
electro-optic transducer containing microwave and opti-
cal resonators coupled to a single mode of a silicon ni-
tride membrane with a mechanical resonance frequency
of ωm/2π = 1.45 MHz [4, 35]. Simultaneously applying
strong microwave and optical pumps red-detuned by ωm

(see Fig. 1(e)) enhances the parametric coupling to the
mechanical resonator [4]. This enables microwave (opti-
cal) photons to be swapped through a beamsplitter inter-
action with phonons at a rate Γe (Γo) far exceeding the
intrinsic mechanical dissipation rate of γm = 2π×0.11 Hz.
An incident signal on resonance with the microwave (op-
tical) resonator will then be transduced to the optical
(microwave) domain with the bandwidth of the process
determined by the total damping rate ΓT = Γe+Γo+γm.

Our optically mediated qubit readout scheme uses the
dispersive interaction between the qubit and the mi-
crowave cavity, which causes the cavity’s resonant fre-
quency ωc ± χ to depend on whether the qubit is pre-
pared in the ground or excited state [26]. Thus if a short
microwave readout pulse centred at ωc is applied to the
microwave cavity input line (see Fig. 1(a)), the phase of
the emitted microwave pulse will depend on the state of
the qubit. This microwave pulse is then routed to the
electro-optic transducer through elements used to iso-
late the qubit from transducer backaction (see Fig. 1(b)
and Methods), and the upconverted readout pulse at
wavelength λ = 1084 nm is demodulated using balanced
heterodyne detection (Fig. 1(d)). During qubit readout

experiments, the transducer pumps are applied contin-
uously, while qubit preparation and readout pulses are
repeated at intervals Tr ranging from 0.4 ms to 2 ms de-
pending on the bandwidth of the transducer. The band-
width of the transducer filters the upconverted readout
pulse as shown in the bottom row of Fig. 1(f), which sets
the upper limit on Tr.

To initialise the qubit state, a short qubit drive pulse
with frequency ωd and duration τ (gold pulse in Fig. 2(a))
can be applied to the input line of the circuit QED system
to induce Rabi oscillations in the qubit at a rate Ωr. For
τ = π/Ωr, the qubit population is inverted, and prepared
mainly in the excited state |e〉. When no pulse is applied
(τ = 0), the qubit is prepared mainly in the ground state
|g〉. State preparation is followed by a square readout
pulse of length Tp = 15 µs (green pulse in Fig. 2(a)).
The maximum useful length of the readout pulse, and
hence the minimum pulse bandwidth, is determined by
the lifetime of the qubit (T1 = 17 µs) [27]. The pulse
then travels through the cavity and is upconverted as
described above, and the demodulated optical signal is
digitised and integrated to extract a single voltage en-
coding the state of the qubit.

We first use this protocol to demonstrate single-shot
optical readout of the superconducting qubit. By record-
ing multiple voltage traces to form histograms of the
qubit state-dependent optical heterodyne voltage, we can
estimate the single-shot probability P (e), and choose a
voltage threshold Vthresh (see dashed line in Fig. 2(b))
to maximise the fidelity Fopt = 1 − P (e|g) − P (g|e),
where P (e|g) (P (g|e)) is the probability of measuring |e〉
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FIG. 2. Single-shot optical readout of a transmon

qubit (a) A microwave drive pulse with frequency ωd near
the qubit frequency and length τ is applied to drive Rabi
oscillations in the qubit at rate Ωr. A microwave readout
pulse centred around ωc is sent through the cavity and subse-
quently transduced to the optical domain for optical hetero-
dyne detection. The phase of the optical pulse depends on
the state of the qubit. Pulse widths are not to scale for clar-
ity. (b) Histogram of optical heterodyne voltage when read-
ing out the superconducting qubit through the electro-optic
transducer. A 15 µs microwave pulse (

√
n̄r = 19 photons1/2)

is applied to the microwave cavity to optically read out the
state of the superconducting qubit when preparing it in the
ground state (teal curve) or excited state (purple curve), with
(Γe,Γo)/2π = (0.5, 2.4) kHz. The dashed line represents the
voltage threshold Vthresh for single-shot readout. (c) Optically
measured Rabi oscillations with the same readout pulse and
transducer parameters as above.

(|g〉) given that |g〉 (|e〉) was prepared. In Fig. 2(b) we
show histograms of the optical heterodyne voltage when
preparing the qubit in either |e〉 or |g〉. The amplitude
of the microwave readout pulse incident on the circuit
QED system’s microwave cavity is

√
n̄r = 19 photons1/2,

and the electro-optic transducer is operated continuously
with (Γe,Γo)/2π = (0.5, 2.4) kHz to transduce the emit-
ted microwave field to the optical domain for detection.
A bimodal distribution is clearly visible in each his-
togram, with the two modes corresponding to the ground
and excited states of the qubit. We find a maximum op-
tical readout fidelity of F ≈ 0.4, limited by inefficient
measurement and residual excited state population in the
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FIG. 3. Transducer backaction on the qubit (a)
Microwave-domain Ramsey experiment with the transducer
off ((Γo,Γe) = (0, 0); red circles) and with the laser on
((Γo,Γe)/2π = (0, 5.0) kHz; cyan diamonds). The lines are
fits to the data. (b) Effective thermal occupancy of the circuit
QED system’s microwave cavity as a function of the dilution
refrigerator base plate temperature Tbp. Red circles are data
obtained with the transducer off, while the red line is theory.
The cyan diamond indicates the occupancy of the microwave
cavity with Γo/2π = 5.0 kHz, indicating no additional de-
phasing of the qubit from the optical field. The blue square
is the effective occupancy while operating the transducer at
(Γe,Γo)/2π = (1.1, 5.0) kHz. There is a small amount of ex-
cess backaction equivalent to ∆n = (3± 1)× 10−3 photons in
the microwave cavity. All error bars represent one standard
deviation.

qubit (see Supplementary Information).

We can then use single-shot optical readout to mea-
sure Rabi oscillations of the superconducting qubit and
demonstrate the stability of the optical readout. To
measure Rabi oscillations we vary the qubit drive pulse
length τ and the pulse frequency ωd (Fig. 2(c), with the
same pulse amplitude and transducer damping rates as
in Fig. 2(b)). This measurement was taken over approxi-
mately 1.5 hours using a single threshold value chosen at
the beginning of the experiment, indicating stability of
the optical cavity lock and electro-optic transducer over
this period of time.

Next, we characterise the effects of backaction from the
transducer on the qubit. An ideal electro-optic trans-
ducer performs unitary operations on the microwave and
optical fields, and need not add noise or impart back-
action during the transduction process [28]. However,
under real experimental conditions the effective thermal
bath neff coupled to the circuit QED system imparts
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backaction on the qubit in the form of shot noise from
microwave photons randomly arriving in the cavity. For
neff ≪ 1 these photons cause dephasing of the qubit of
the form [29]

Γφ =
κcχ

2

κ2
c

4 + χ2
neff, (1)

where we can split the effective occupancy neff = nth+∆n
into a thermal component nth and a component describ-
ing excess backaction ∆n from the transducer. It is de-
sirable to minimise this excess backaction as it can limit
the fidelity of error correction and post-selection opera-
tions on the qubit [14]. We are able to eliminate most of
the backaction from the transducer using a combination
of circulators and interferometric cancellation [30] of the
strong microwave pump required for efficient transduc-
tion (see Fig. 1(b) and Methods).

We first measure the effect of the optical pump on the
circuit QED system, with the microwave pump off. In
Fig. 3(a) a microwave-domain Ramsey experiment is per-
formed to measure the coherence time T2 of the qubit
when the laser is off (red circles) and when it is on
with Γo/2π = 5.0 kHz (cyan diamonds), achieved with
11 mW of circulating power in the optical cavity. Heat-
ing of the circuit QED system by the laser would de-
phase the qubit and reduce its coherence time. We find
T2,on = 20.7± 0.2 µs and T2,off = 20.4± 0.2 µs, showing
no measurable change in the qubit coherence time due to
laser illumination.

We can expand the scope of this measurement, and
additionally measure the lifetime of the qubit to deter-
mine its dephasing rate Γφ = T−1

φ = T−1
2 − 1

2T
−1
1 , and

infer the effective occupancy neff of the circuit QED sys-
tem’s microwave cavity using Eq. (1). In Fig. 3(b) we
plot this effective occupancy as the temperature of the
dilution refrigerator’s base plate Tbp is varied. At low
temperature, the inferred thermal occupancy plateaus
at nth ≈ 0.019 photons (Teff = 95 mK), though this
plateau may be caused by intrinsic sources of qubit de-
phasing other than an elevated temperature [31]. The
cyan diamond in Fig. 3(b) demonstrates that there is no
measurable excess backaction from the laser (Γo/2π =
5.0 kHz) on the qubit. We then turn on the microwave
pump (Γe/2π = 1.1 kHz, leaving Γo unchanged) and the
blue square in Fig. 3(b) indicates excess backaction of
∆n = (3 ± 1) × 10−3 photons. This excess backaction
comes largely from local heating of microwave compo-
nents by the strong microwave pump with incident power
Pinc = −45 dBm—see Methods for details. We empha-
sise that these backaction measurements are taken at the
largest values of Γo and Γe used in this work, and back-
action will likely be even lower when operating at smaller
Γe.

The final figure of merit for optically mediated qubit
readout is the quantum efficiency ηq, which is a mea-
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FIG. 4. Quantum efficiency of the optically mediated

qubit readout (a) During dispersive readout, the state of
the qubit is mapped onto one of two (microwave) coher-
ent states, which is then upconverted and detected in het-
erodyne. The quantum efficiency ηq is a measure of how
well the optical measurement apparatus can distinguish these
two coherent states. (b) The optical measurement apparatus
can be modelled as a beamsplitter with effective transmis-
sivity ηq followed by an ideal optical heterodyne detector.
Alternatively, it can be modelled as an amplifier with gain
ηloss = ηq/ηnoise and output-referred added noise Nt, whose
output is directed towards an ideal optical heterodyne detec-
tor. (c) The quantum efficiency is calibrated by comparing
the signal-to-noise ratio of an optically mediated qubit read-
out measurement to the total measurement-induced dephas-
ing. For 20 Hz ≤ Γe ≤ 1100 Hz we vary Γe for several fixed
values of Γo and perform qubit readout measurements. The
points are data from these measurements, while the dashed
lines are a model using independently measured parameters of
the electro-optic transducer. The model includes all sources of
inefficiency such as loss, added noise, and finite transduction
bandwidth. All error bars represent one standard deviation.

sure of how well the optical measurement apparatus
can distinguish the coherent states encoding the state
of the qubit, and can be characterised in situ by using
the superconducting qubit as a non-Gaussian resource
[24, 32, 33]. As measurement photons transit the cav-
ity and extract information about the state of the qubit,
the phase coherence of the qubit is necessarily destroyed
[34]. This establishes a fundamental relationship between
the signal-to-noise ratio of a dispersive measurement (see
Fig. 4(a)) and the measurement-induced dephasing due
to the qubit readout pulse [24]—see Methods. An imper-
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fect readout apparatus degrades the signal-to-noise ratio
further, and thus reduction of the signal-to-noise ratio be-
low this fundamental bound can be used to measure the
loss and added noise of the readout process. We model
the measurement apparatus as a beamsplitter with effec-
tive transmissivity ηq (see upper row in Fig. 4(b)), with
an ideal optical heterodyne detector at the beamsplitter
output, combining the effects of loss and added noise into
a single performance metric (see Methods for details).

In Fig. 4(c) we measure the quantum efficiency while
varying the electromechanical damping Γe for several dif-
ferent fixed values of the optomechanical damping rate
Γo. For Γe/Γo ≪ 1 the quantum efficiency decreases due
to mismatched damping rates [35], while the plateau in
efficiency is primarily due to noise emitted by the LC
circuit and Γe-dependent LC circuit loss. From these
measurements we obtain a maximum quantum efficiency
of ηq ≈ 8 × 10−4. The dashed lines in Fig. 4(c) are ob-
tained from a state-space model using measured trans-
ducer parameters—see Supplementary Information.

To more directly compare our optically mediated qubit
readout to existing results, we can instead describe the
optical measurement apparatus as an effective amplifier
with gain ηloss = ηq/ηnoise and two-quadrature added
noise Nt = η−1

noise−1 at its output (see Methods and lower
row in Fig. 4(b)), followed by an ideal optical heterodyne
detector. Thus the total noise at the input of the ideal
optical heterodyne detector Ndet = 1+Nt consists of the
sum of vacuum fluctuations, the added noise of this ideal
heterodyne detector, and the transducer added noise Nt.

We obtain a maximum transmission efficiency of
ηloss = 1.9 × 10−3, which captures all sources of loss
between the circuit QED system and the optical detec-
tor, and is more than two orders of magnitude larger
than the best demonstrated efficiency for transduction of
states from a superconducting qubit to the optical do-
main [9]. This maximum value of ηloss is the product of
many individual contributions, and includes the trans-
ducer efficiency as defined in Ref. [4] (ηt = 0.19), opti-
cal detection efficiency (ηopt = 0.28), microwave trans-
mission loss (ηmic = 0.34), and inefficiency due to the
bandwidth of the readout pulse exceeding that of the
transducer (ηbw = 0.15)—see Methods. The noise at the
input of the optical heterodyne detector is relatively high
at this operating point (Ndet = 1 + Nt = 2.4 photons)
owing primarily to technical noise emitted by the LC cir-
cuit, which is caused by the application of the strong
microwave pump and is present even in the absence of
laser light [35]. It is this added noise that is the major
factor preventing quantum-enabled transduction [20]—
see Methods.

However, with only moderate improvements in the
bandwidth and added noise of the electro-optic trans-
ducer, the upconversion of non-trivial quantum states
from a superconducting qubit is well within reach. Us-
ing standard techniques [21, 36], the lifetime of the qubit

in our circuit QED system can straightforwardly be im-
proved to T1 > 100 µs. Moreover, the vacuum elec-
tromechanical coupling ge was smaller in this device than
in previously measured transducers [35], suggesting that
the transduction bandwidth can easily be improved to
∼ 10 kHz by enhancing this coupling. The combina-
tion of spectrally narrower pulses emerging from the cir-
cuit QED system and increased ge would largely remove
bandwidth as a limiting factor, and enhancements in ge
would also reduce microwave noise by reducing the pump
power required to achieve a given damping [35]. With
Γo = Γe = 2π × 5 kHz, T1 = 100 µs, and Nt ≪ 1 we
expect a quantum efficiency of ηq ≈ 0.1 and the ability
to transmit heralded quantum states from superconduct-
ing qubits exhibiting non-classical statistics. Two such
systems would then enable remote entanglement of su-
perconducting qubits over kilometer-scale distances.
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METHODS

CIRCUIT QED SYSTEM

The circuit QED system consists of a planar super-
conducting transmon qubit coupled to the fundamental
mode of a seamless 3D aluminium cavity. The qubit was
fabricated on a 14×2 mm2 C-plane sapphire chip. Using
a single e-beam lithography step, the Dolan bridge pro-
cess [37] was used to fabricate an Al AlOx Al Josephson
junction with area of 150× 250nm2. The qubit capac-
itance comes from two rectangular 500 × 700 µm pads
separated by 200 µm.

The cavity, a 40 mm long circular waveguide with
radius 4.7 mm, was machined out of a single piece of
99.999% purity aluminium. The waveguide is open at one
end, with a 7.25 mm long post with 1.5 mm radius at the
other end; this geometry defines the fundamental mode
as a quarter-wave resonance with evanescent coupling to
the waveguide above [21]. To reduce surface loss, the cav-
ity was etched in Transene aluminium etchant Type A for
24 hours at ambient temperature. A sapphire rod with
radius 2 mm is epoxied to a copper plate and fastened to a
piezoelectric stepping module above the waveguide with a
maximum travel of 5 mm. This assembly allows the sap-
phire rod to be translated along the centre of the waveg-
uide to tune the fundamental mode’s resonant frequency
ωc in situ by up to 1.7 GHz. The cavity mode has a total
linewidth of κc = κc,w + κc,int + κc,ext = 2π × 380 kHz
and is strongly overcoupled to the transmission line con-
nected to the electro-optic transducer.

The circuit QED system can be described by the
Jaynes-Cummings model with interaction Hamiltonian
ĤJC

int = ~gqc(d̂
†σ̂− + d̂σ̂+). Here, the resonator has cre-

ation (annihilation) operator d̂† (d̂), and can swap exci-
tations with the qubit via the raising (+) and lowering
(−) operators σ̂±. When the qubit is far detuned from
the resonator (gqc ≪ |∆qc|, where ∆qc = ωq − ωc), the
Jaynes-Cummings model can be described under the dis-
persive approximation ĤJC

int = −~χσ̂zd̂
†d̂. The dispersive

shift χ is given by χ = g2qcν/ (∆qc(∆qc − ν)) [38], where
the qubit anharmonicity ν encodes the contribution from
higher energy levels of the transmon qubit. See Extended
Data Table I for a list of parameters describing the circuit
QED system.

The qubit lifetime (T1 = 17 µs) is far from Purcell-
limited [39], likely due to participation of lossy dielectrics
that remain after e-beam lithography and aluminium
deposition. The coherence time of the qubit is TR

2 ≈
T echo
2 ≈ 20 µs, and no difference is seen when it is mea-

sured using a Hahn echo versus a standard Ramsey se-
quence.

The circuit QED system is contained in a magnetic
shield comprising an outer shield of high-permeability
Amumetal 4K and an inner shield made of pure alu-



7

minium in order to minimise stray magnetic fields near
the circuit QED system during cooling of the device
through its critical temperature.

ELECTRO-OPTIC TRANSDUCER

The electro-optic transducer consists of a microwave
resonator and an optical resonator coupled to a single
mode of a micromechanical oscillator. It is described by
the Hamiltonian

Ĥ

~
= ωoâ

†â+ωeb̂
†b̂+ωmĉ

†ĉ+(goâ
†â+geb̂

†b̂)(ĉ+ ĉ†), (2)

where â, b̂ and ĉ are the annihilation operators for the
optical, microwave and mechanical modes, respectively,
and go (ge) is the vacuum optomechanical (electrome-
chanical) coupling rate.

The mechanical oscillator is a 100 nm thick, 500 µm
wide square silicon nitride membrane suspended from a
silicon chip. Phononic shielding is patterned into the sil-
icon chip, isolating the membrane mode used for trans-
duction, with resonant frequency ωm = 2π × 1.45 MHz,
from vibrational modes of the chip. This shielding re-
sults in a quality factor Qm = 1.3 × 107 for the mode
of interest, or equivalently an energy dissipation rate
γm = 2π × 0.11 Hz.

The microwave resonator is a superconducting flip-chip
LC circuit whose capacitance is modulated by the motion
of a superconducting pad deposited on the membrane.
The vacuum electromechanical coupling is determined by
the capacitor gap spacing between this pad and a sec-
ond nearby chip hosting the rest of the circuit, which
is ∼ 300 nm for most devices. In the transducer used
in this work the capacitor gap was unusually large, re-
sulting in a low vacuum electromechanical coupling rate
ge = 2π × 1.6 Hz. The LC circuit is coupled to a mi-
crowave transmission line at rate κe,ext = 2π×1.42 MHz,
and its total linewidth κe varies between 1.6 MHz and
2.7 MHz due to dependence of the internal loss κe,int on
the power of the microwave pump used to mediate trans-
duction.

The optical resonator is a Fabry-Pérot cavity defined
by high-reflectivity ion beam sputtered mirror coatings
deposited by FiveNine Optics, which are chosen to be
very asymmetric such that the cavity mode couples pref-
erentially out the front mirror with external coupling
κo,ext = 2π × 2.12 MHz. The total cavity linewidth is
κo = κo,ext+κo,int = 2π×2.68 MHz, where κo,int includes
scattering and absorption losses as well as transmission
through the back mirror. The membrane is positioned at
a maximum in the intensity gradient of the intracavity
light, yielding a vacuum coupling rate go = 2π × 60 Hz.
The heterodyne mode matching factor quantifying the
overlap of the propagating optical cavity mode and the

local oscillator beam (LO) is ǫ = 0.80.

During operation, strong microwave and optical pumps
are applied near the corresponding electromagnetic res-
onances to enhance the vacuum coupling rates go and
ge [40]. Transforming to a rotating frame to remove the

free evolution of the fields, â → âe−iωot, b̂ → b̂e−iωet

and ĉ→ ĉe−iωmt, the Hamiltonian can then be linearised
around the strong pumps to yield

Ĥ lin
int

~
= goā(â

† + â)(ĉ+ ĉ†) + geb̄(b̂
† + b̂)(ĉ+ ĉ†), (3)

where ā (b̄) is the optical (microwave) mode coherent
state amplitude due to the incident pump. Both pumps
are red-detuned from the respective resonances by ωm,
resonantly enhancing the optomechanical and electrome-
chanical beamsplitter terms in the Hamiltonian [41]. In
the resolved sideband limit at this optimal detuning, the
electromechanical (optomechanical) damping rate is then
given by Γo = 4g2oā

2/κo
(

Γe = 4g2e b̄
2/κe

)

. The trans-
ducer bandwidth is given by ΓT = Γe + Γo + γm.

The electro-optic transducer parameters are sum-
marised in Extended Data Table I. See Ref. [35] for a
more detailed description of the fabrication, assembly,
and characterisation of the electro-optic transducer, as
well as the theory of transducer operation.

SUPERCONDUCTING QUBIT READOUT

SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO

In a dispersive measurement, a coherent state |α〉 is
entangled with the state of the qubit. If initially the qubit
is prepared in a superposition state |ψq〉 = 1√

2
(|e〉+ |g〉),

its interaction with the driven cavity mode causes it to
evolve into the state

|ψm〉 =
1√
2
(|e〉|αe〉+ |g〉|αg〉) , (4)

where |αe〉 and |αg〉 are coherent states with equal magni-
tude but phases shifted by θ± = ± arctan2χ/κc, with the
+ (−) sign corresponding to the qubit in |g〉 (|e〉). The
readout amplitude

√
n̄r = |α| sin θ determines the sepa-

ration in phase space between these two coherent states.
The degree to which we can resolve the two Gaussian
distributions in phase space is quantified by the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR): loss degrades the SNR by reducing
the phase space separation, while noise degrades the SNR
by increasing the variance of each distribution. We define
the SNR as

SNR =
|µe − µg|
σge

, (5)

where σge = σe = σg is the standard deviation of the
Gaussian-distributed optical heterodyne voltage corre-
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sponding to the qubit in either the ground or the excited
state, and µg and µe are the mean values of the two dis-
tributions. Noise Nt gets added by the transducer, and
some of the signal is lost such that |α| → ηloss|α|; thus
the SNR can be written as

SNR =
2
√
2ηloss|α| sin θ√

1 +Nt

. (6)

MEASUREMENT-INDUCED DEPHASING AND

THE QUANTUM EFFICIENCY

Reading out the state of the qubit through the cav-
ity necessarily causes fluctuations in the frequency of
the qubit due to the dispersive interaction between the
qubit and the cavity Hint = −χσ̂zd̂†d̂. This leads to
measurement-induced dephasing [34], destroying the co-
herence of any initial superposition. The off-diagonal ele-
ments of the qubit’s density matrix after this interaction
are given by ρge = ρge(0)e

−2|α|2 sin2(θ) = e−2n̄r [32].

To demonstrate measurement-induced dephasing we
inject a weak measurement pulse into a Ramsey se-
quence (see Extended Data Fig. 1(a)), and measure the
resulting amplitude of the Ramsey oscillations—where
ρge = 〈σ̂z〉/4—using a strong projective measurement of
the qubit. Extended Data Fig. 1(b) shows the results of
these measurements, using the microwave readout chain
and varying the strength of the weak 15 µs readout pulse.
We observe a clear Gaussian decay of ρge as a function
of readout amplitude

√
nr.

This measurement-induced dephasing quantifies the
amplitude of the readout pulse inside of the circuit QED
system’s microwave cavity, while the SNR quantifies the
distinguishability of the two (thermal) coherent states at
the optical detector. Thus these two quantities are funda-
mentally related to each other via the quantum efficiency
ηq = ηloss

1+Nt
[24], which describes the optical measurement

apparatus as an effective beamsplitter between the circuit
QED system and an ideal optical heterodyne detector.

TECHNICAL DETAILS OF THE QUANTUM

EFFICIENCY CALIBRATION

To control the readout amplitude
√
nr a drive voltage

V is varied via an IQ mixer. The SNR and Gaussian
decay of ρge can be recast in terms of this drive voltage

as: SNR = aV and ρge = ρge(0)e
− V

2

2σ2 . As shown in
Ref. [24], the quantum efficiency is then a function of the
slope of the SNR (see Extended Data Fig. 1(c)) and the
width of the Gaussian distribution σ:

ηq =
σ2a2

2
, (7)

where in this convention an ideal heterodyne detector
would have ηq = 1

CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE QUANTUM

EFFICIENCY

The quantum efficiency of the optically mediated qubit
readout apparatus can be split into seven main compo-
nents, ηq = ηbwηtηGηmicηoptηcavηnoise. We describe each
contribution below, and the contributions are also sum-
marised in Extended Data Table II.

Bandwidth limitations. A significant contribution
to ηq is due to the mismatch in bandwidth between the
transducer and the readout pulse emitted by the qubit
cavity. In the rotating wave approximation, and approxi-
mating the circuit QED system’s output as a square pulse
with width Tp, we obtain

ηbw ≈ 1− 2

(

1− e−ΓTTp/2
)

ΓTTp
. (8)

Solving for the full dynamics without the above approxi-
mations gives a contribution to the efficiency in the range
0.02 < ηbw < 0.15 over the range of ΓT values plotted in
Fig. 4(c) in the main text.

Transducer efficiency. The relatively low electrome-
chanical coupling in this device (ge = 2π× 1.6 Hz) limits
the maximum achievable electromechanical damping rate
to Γe = 2π × 1.1 kHz. To maximise bandwidth we of-
ten operate the transducer in a mismatched mode with
Γo ≫ Γe, but this comes at a cost to the narrowband
signal efficiency of the transducer [35]:

ηt = ǫ
κo,ext
κo

κe,ext
κe

4ΓeΓo

Γ2
T

, (9)

which sets an upper bound on the efficiency with which
broadband signals can be transduced. Eq. (9) also de-
pends on Γe implicitly due to the pump power-dependent
LC circuit loss [35]. This contribution is responsible for
the sharp drop in efficiency for Γe ≪ Γo on each curve in
Fig. 4(c) in the main text, and contributes to the plateau
in ηq at high Γe for each fixed value of Γo.

Transducer gain Due to the finite sideband resolu-
tion of the electro-optomechanical system [41], the trans-
ducer has gain [40]

ηG =

(

1 +

(

κe
4ωm

)2
)(

1 +

(

κo
4ωm

)2
)

. (10)

This two-quadrature gain is undesirable for transduction,
as it is necessarily accompanied by unwanted added noise
[28], but it is a small effect, varying in the range 1.3 <
ηG < 1.5 with microwave pump power.

Microwave transmission loss between the cir-
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cuit QED system and the transducer. Our system
also permits qubit readout through a microwave readout
apparatus, shown in Fig. 1(b) of the main text. Its quan-
tum efficiency ηmic

q is defined to include all sources of loss
and noise that affect the readout pulse as it emerges from
the circuit QED system’s cavity, reflects off the trans-
ducer’s LC circuit, and is detected using the microwave
heterodyne measurement chain. Measuring ηmic

q allows
us to back out the microwave transmission loss ηmic be-
tween the circuit QED system and the transducer, which
also contributes to ηq. As shown in Extended Data Fig. 2,
ηmic
q decreases significantly with increasing Γe—mainly
due to Γe-dependent reflection loss. This data is fit to a
model (purple curve in Extended Data Fig. 2) that in-
cludes the effects of Γe-dependent LC circuit reflection
loss, noise emitted from the microwave port of the trans-
ducer, and independently calibrated microwave measure-
ment chain added noise referred to the transducer out-
put [35], with ηmic as the only free parameter, yielding
ηmic = 0.34 (4.7 dB). This relatively high loss can be
mitigated by reducing the total number of microwave
connectors in the signal path, switching to superconduct-
ing cables, and removing filters from the signal path and
placing them instead on the pump and cancellation lines.
Using the quantum efficiency of the optical measure-

ment apparatus and a state-space model (see Supplemen-
tary Information) we perform a fit to ηq as Γe+Γo is var-
ied, with ηmic as the only free parameter. This yields an
apparent microwave loss of ηappmic = 0.17, in slight tension
with ηmic = 0.34 inferred from the microwave measure-
ment described above. This discrepancy may be due to
drifts in the optical cavity mode matching or microwave
chain gain over a several month time scale.
Optical detection efficiency. The optical detection

efficiency is given by the product of factors encoding op-
tical transmission losses between the transducer and the
balanced heterodyne detector, the inefficiency of the het-
erodyne detector itself, and the detector’s dark noise: to-
gether these three factors yield ηopt = 0.28. This fig-
ure excludes optical cavity losses and imperfect mode
matching, which are included in the transducer efficiency,
Eq. (9).
Circuit QED system cavity loss. Through the

measured attenuation on the lines, we bound the sum
of the of the weak port coupling and the internal loss to
κc,int+κc,w < 2π× 15 kHz. Thus ηcav = 1− κc,int+κc,w

κc
>

0.96 does not significantly affect ηq.
Added noise. Here we show how the noise measured

at the input of the optical heterodyne detector, or equiv-
alently at the output of an effective amplifier with gain
ηloss, can alternatively be expressed as a contribution to
the quantum efficiency ηq of the optically mediated read-
out apparatus, modelled as an effective beamsplitter (see
Fig. 4(b) in the main text).
The voltage records obtained from optical heterodyne

detection of the upconverted qubit readout pulse can be

written in the form

I|k〉(t) =
√

Go

(√
κcηlossRe(α|k〉(t)) + ζ̂I(t)

)

(11)

Q|k〉(t) =
√

Go

(√
κcηlossIm(α|k〉(t)) + ζ̂Q(t)

)

, (12)

where
√
Go is an overall gain factor and the index

k = {g, e} labels whether the qubit was prepared
in the ground state or the excited state. ηloss =
ηbwηtηGηmicηoptηcav includes all sources of loss between
the circuit QED system and the ideal optical detector,
while ζ̂I and ζ̂Q are noise operators whose autocorrela-
tion functions include contributions from vacuum fluctu-
ations, the added noise of an ideal heterodyne detector,
and transducer added noise Nt:

〈ζ̂I(t)ζ̂I(t′)〉 = 〈ζ̂Q(t)ζ̂Q(t′)〉 =
1

2
(1 +Nt)δ(t− t′). (13)

Eqs. (11), (12), and (13) define the amplifier model de-
scribed in Fig. 4(b) of the main text in which the trans-
duction process is characterised by an efficiency ηloss and
total two-quadrature noise Ndet = 1 + Nt at the input
of an ideal optical detector. But for qubit readout it is
often more convenient to combine these metrics into a
single figure of merit. To this end, we rescale Eqs. (11),
(12) to obtain

I(t) =
√

G′
o

(√

κcηloss
1 +Nt

Re(α|k〉(t)) + ζ̃I(t)

)

(14)

Q(t) =
√

G′
o

(√

κcηloss
1 +Nt

Im(α|k〉(t)) + ζ̃Q(t)

)

, (15)

where
√

G′
o =

√

Go(1 +Nt) is a modified overall gain

factor, and ζ̃I and ζ̃Q are noise operators containing only
contributions from vacuum fluctuations and ideal hetero-
dyne detection: 〈ζ̃I(t)ζ̃I(t′)〉 = 〈ζ̃Q(t)ζ̃Q(t′)〉 = 1

2δ(t− t′).
From Eqs. (14) and (15) it is clear that ηq can be defined
as

ηq = ηlossηnoise = ηloss ×
1

1 +Nt
. (16)

See Supplementary Information for a derivation of the
exact form of Nt.

PROSPECTS FOR QUANTUM TRANSDUCTION

The relevant figure of merit for quantum state trans-
duction is the added noise referred to the output of the
circuit QED system NcQED = Nt/ηloss [20]. When we
optimise for maximum efficiency, with (Γe,Γo)/2π =
(1.1, 5.0) kHz, and achieve ηq ≈ 8 × 10−4, we obtain
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NcQED = 740 photons. This is of course far from the
value required for quantum-enabled transduction [20]
and is limited by insufficient bandwidth, LC circuit loss,
transducer efficiency, and pump power-dependent noise
generated by the LC circuit [35]. However, even moder-
ate improvements in the vacuum electromechanical cou-
pling ge will greatly improve ηbw, ηt, and ηnoise.
An increase in ge would provide many simultaneous

improvements to the operation of the transducer by re-
ducing the number of microwave pump photons required
to achieve a given transduction bandwidth. For example,
ge = 2π × 8 Hz would enable Γe = Γo = 2π × 5 kHz and
reduce pump power-dependent LC circuit loss, yielding
ηt ≈ 0.6. If accompanied by an increase in the qubit
decay times to T2 = T1 = 100 µs, we expect ηbw = 0.9,
and the transducer to be quite close to quantum-enabled
with NcQED < 10. Further reductions in added noise,
which will be needed to approach the NcQED < 1 regime,
are currently being explored, including the use of wafer
bonding to achieve more reliable and even larger elec-
tromechanical coupling rates. Pump-induced vortex loss
in the superconductor is also currently being investigated
as a possible source of both LC circuit loss and added
noise, which may be improved through better magnetic
shielding.

ISOLATION AND FILTERING

The two modular systems are connected via a coaxial
transmission line through a single-junction circulator in
series with a triple-junction circulator. This provides a
total of 63 dB of isolation to shield the circuit QED sys-
tem from the strong microwave pump (up to −45 dBm
incident on the LC circuit), which is routed to the trans-
ducer through a directional coupler. Additional isola-
tion is achieved by sending a cancellation tone through
the second port of the directional coupler (labelled “can-
cel port” in Extended Data Fig. 3(a)) to interferomet-
rically cancel the large reflected microwave pump [30].
Filters are also placed between the circuit QED system
and the transducer to eliminate the propagation of high-
frequency thermal radiation along the coaxial cable con-
necting the two systems. See Extended Data Fig. 4(c)
for details of the layout and filtering.

SOURCE OF EXCESS BACKACTION

As shown in Fig. 3(b) of the main text, there is a
small amount of excess backaction from the operation
of the transducer at very high Γe, equivalent to ∆n =
(3 ± 1) × 10−3 excess photons in the circuit QED sys-
tem’s microwave cavity. Two possible mechanisms could
cause such excess backaction: heating of the 50 Ω termi-
nation that thermalises the circuit QED system by the

strong microwave pump, or direct backaction from pump
photons making it through the isolation between the cir-
cuit QED system and the transducer. We can differen-
tiate these two possible sources of backaction by using
our cancellation scheme as an interferometer to tune the
power Pref of the microwave field propagating towards the
circuit QED system (see Extended Data Fig. 3(a),(b)).

The number n̄p of pump photons in the circuit QED
system’s microwave cavity can be accurately measured
by monitoring the qubit frequency shift ∆ωq = 2χn̄p

due to the (coherent) AC Stark effect [34]. Extended
Data Fig. 3(c) shows the number of coherent pump pho-
tons in the circuit QED system’s cavity as a function of
Pref. During normal operation of the transducer the can-
cellation is optimised so that Pref < −95 dBm, and we
can linearly extrapolate n̄p to low powers to find that
n̄p < 1 × 10−3 during normal operation. The measured
excess backaction ∆n = (3 ± 1) × 10−3 is larger, so it
is likely that local heating of the 50 Ω termination that
thermalises the circuit QED system is responsible for the
majority of the excess backaction observed in Fig. 3(b)
in the main text. Improvements in ge that will enable a
reduction in microwave pump power will serve to further
reduce this excess backaction.
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Extended Data Fig. 1. Quantum efficiency measurement (a) Protocol for measurement-induced dephasing calibration.
A weak measurement pulse is injected into a Ramsey sequence. The Ramsey sequence is then followed by a strong projective
measurement of the qubit. (b) The coherence of the qubit ρge decays as a Gaussian function of the weak measurement amplitude√
n̄r. The points are data, while the line is a Gaussian fit. (c) Measurement of the SNR slope a of the optically mediated

readout, in units of inverse drive voltage, as a function of Γe for four fixed optomechanical damping rates Γo. Each data point
is obtained from a fit to a measurement of the sort shown in the inset, where it is seen that the SNR scales linearly as a function
of drive voltage (bottom axis) or equivalently readout pulse amplitude (top axis).
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Extended Data Fig. 2. Characterisation of the quantum efficiency of the microwave readout apparatus. The
microwave readout efficiency ηmic

q is measured as a function of the electromechanical damping rate Γe. The points are data,
while the line is a model including partial absorption of the readout pulse by the pump power-dependent reflection loss of
the LC circuit, power-dependent added noise, fixed transmission losses and the independently measured added noise of the
microwave heterodyne measurement chain. The shape of the curve is dominated by power-dependent LC circuit reflection loss,
with the quantum efficiency of the microwave readout apparatus approaching zero at high power because the LC circuit is
nearly critically coupled. From this model, we estimate 4.7 dB of loss (ηmic = 0.34) between transducer and the circuit QED
system.
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interferometric cancellation are used to prevent the strong microwave pump from reaching the circuit QED system and dephasing
the qubit. Cancellation is achieved by sending a microwave cancellation tone with amplitude equal to that of the reflected
microwave pump but opposite phase into the second arm of the directional coupler. The phasor sum of this cancellation tone
and the reflected microwave pump determines the pump power Pref propagating towards the circuit QED system. (b) The
directional coupler acts as an interferometer, enabling interference between the reflected microwave pump and the cancellation
tone. During normal operation of the transducer the cancellation tone is tuned to minimise Pref, but to estimate the effect of
pump photons on the qubit the cancellation tone can be tuned to only partially interfere and tune Pref over several decades. The
phasor sum shown here is for the case of constructive interference. (c) The number of pump photons in the circuit QED system
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readout/control pulses and the pumps for the electro-optic transducer. (b) Legend for various different microwave and optical
components. (c) Cryogenic portion of the experiment. (d) Demodulation and detection scheme. The two digitisers allow for
simultaneous measurement of the microwave and optical signals emitted from the transducer. (e) Simplified schematic of optical
beam layout and balanced heterodyne detector.
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Extended Data Table I. Circuit QED system and electro-optic transducer parameters.

Parameter Symbol Value
Qubit frequency ωq ωq/2π = 5.632 GHz
Qubit-cavity coupling gqc gqc/2π = 66.4 MHz
Qubit anharmonicity ν ν/2π = 228 MHz
Dispersive shift χ χ/2π = 172 kHz
Cavity frequency ωc ωc/2π = 7.938 GHz
Cavity linewidth κc κc/2π = 380 kHz
Weak port coupling κc,w κc,w/2π < 5 kHz
Cavity internal loss κc,int κc,int/2π < 10 kHz
Qubit lifetime T1 T1 = 17 µs
Ramsey time T2 T2 = 20 µs
Optical cavity frequency ωo ωo/2π = 277 THz
Optical cavity external coupling κo,ext κo,ext/2π = 2.12 MHz
Optical cavity linewidth κo κo/2π = 2.68 MHz
LC circuit frequency ωe ωe/2π = 7.938 GHz
LC circuit external coupling κe,ext κe,ext/2π = 1.42 MHz
LC circuit linewidth (low pump power) κe κe/2π ≈ 1.6 MHz
LC circuit linewidth (high pump power) κe κe/2π ≈ 2.7 MHz
Mechanical mode frequency ωm ωm/2π = 1.45 MHz
Intrinsic mechanical dissipation rate γm γm/2π = 0.11 Hz
Vacuum optomechanical coupling go go/2π = 60 Hz
Vacuum electromechanical coupling ge ge/2π = 1.6 Hz
Optical cavity mode matching ǫ ǫ = 0.80
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Extended Data Table II. Contributions to the quantum efficiency. Numerical values are not reported for contributions that
depend on Γe or Γo.

Parameter Symbol Value
Finite bandwidth ηbw see Eq. (8)
Microwave transmission loss ηmic ηmic = 0.34
Circuit QED system cavity loss ηcav ηcav > 0.96
Optical detection efficiency ηopt ηopt = 0.28

Added noise ηnoise ηnoise = (1 +Nt)
−1 = N−1

det

Transducer efficiency ηt See Eq. (9)
Transducer gain ηG See Eq. (10)
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Supplementary material: Non-destructive optical readout of a superconducting qubit

OPTICAL READOUT FIDELITY

The maximum optical readout fidelity of F =
Fo erf(

√

2ηqnr) ≈ 0.4 is consistent with the measured
quantum efficiency and a residual excited state popula-
tion of 10− 15% in the qubit. This residual occupancy is
likely due to the relatively low attenuation (51 dB) on the
microwave pump and cancellation lines between ambient
temperature and the dilution refrigerator base plate [1],
which is required to deliver the high-power microwave
pump to the electro-optic transducer. However, further
work is needed to determine whether other aspects of the
optical-access cryostat contribute to this thermal popu-
lation in the qubit.

EXPERIMENTAL LAYOUT

A schematic of the experimental setup is shown in Ex-
tended Data Fig. 4. Here we briefly summarise the details
of the optical setup, discussed further in Ref. [2].

A beam sourced by a low-noise external cavity diode
laser (Toptica Photonics CTL) operated at a wavelength
λ = 1084 nm is passed through an optical filter cav-
ity (not shown) to further reduce laser phase noise, and
then split three ways to obtain pump (red), lock (yellow),
and local oscillator (LO, maroon) beams. The pump and
lock beams are frequency shifted relative to the LO beam
by acousto-optic modulators, such that the lock beam is
resonant with the optical cavity mode, the pump beam
is red-detuned by ωm, and the LO beam is detuned from
the pump beam by 12.8 MHz to enable heterodyne mea-
surement. The lock and pump beams are orthogonally
polarised and thus can be combined and routed to sepa-
rate detectors using a polarising beamsplitter.

The Pound-Drever-Hall technique is employed to si-
multaneously lock the laser to both the optical filter cav-
ity and the transducer’s optical cavity. The error signal is
used to feed back to the laser wavelength, the filter cavity
length, and the rf drive to an acousto-optic modulator.
The absence of tuning elements on the transducer’s opti-
cal cavity leads to improved stability relative to cavities
in previous devices [3].

As shown in Extended Data Fig. 4, the qubit control
and readout pulses are generated via individual sources
and controlled and gated by mixers, switches and an ar-
bitrary waveform generator [4].

MODELLING TRANSDUCER ADDED NOISE

To obtain an expression for the transducer added noise
Nt, we begin with the spectral density of the noise at the
input of the optical heterodyne detector, which we mea-
sure directly at each (Γe,Γo) data point in Fig. 4(c) of
the main text. When normalised to the measured shot
noise of the LO beam, the single-quadrature power spec-
tral density in units of photons/s/Hz is given by

Sout(ω) =
1

2
(1 + Sb) +

Γ2
T

4

St(0)
Γ2
T

4 + ω2
, (1)

where St(0) is the amplitude of the Lorentzian frequency
response on resonance. The first term is the sum of equal
contributions from vacuum fluctuations and the added
noise of an ideal heterodyne detector, Sb encodes a small
contribution from phase noise on the optical pump, and
the Lorentzian term is due to fluctuations in the motion
of the membrane imprinted on the reflected optical pump
[2, 5]. The noise operator autocorrelation functions are
obtained from the inverse Fourier transform of this spec-
trum:

〈ζ̂I(t)ζ̂I(t′)〉 =
1

2
(1 + Sb) δ(t− t′) +

ΓT

4
St(0)e

−ΓT|t−t′|/2,

(2)

and 〈ζ̂Q(t)ζ̂Q(t′)〉 = 〈ζ̂I(t)ζ̂I(t′)〉.
To obtain a single value encoding the state of the qubit,

we perform a weighted integral of the two quadrature
voltage records of the form [6]

V|k〉(Tint) =

∫ Tint

0

[

WI(t)I|k〉(t) +WQ(t)Q|k〉(t)
]

dt, (3)

where we integrate the signal for a time Tint long enough
that all of the energy in the qubit readout pulse has de-
cayed. The weights WI(t) and WQ(t) are chosen to opti-
mise the SNR of the qubit readout [7]:

WI(t) = 〈I|e〉(t)〉 − 〈I|g〉(t)〉 (4)

WQ(t) = 〈Q|e〉(t)〉 − 〈Q|g〉(t)〉. (5)

The variance of this integrated voltage is then given by

〈∆V 2
|k〉(Tint)〉 =

∫ Tint

0

∫ Tint

0

[

WI(t)WI(t
′)〈ζ̂I(t)ζ̂I(t′)〉

+ WQ(t)WQ(t
′)〈ζ̂Q(t)ζ̂Q(t′)〉

]

dt dt′

(6)

Thus, we can define the total two-quadrature noise Ndet

at the input of the ideal optical heterodyne detector

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.09539v1
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(where any inefficiency in the real optical detector has
been included in ηopt) in units of photons/s/Hz as

Ndet = 1 +Nt, (7)

where Nt is the noise added by the transducer,

Nt =
ΓTSt(0)

4G(Tint)

∫ Tint

0

∫ Tint

0

[

WI(t)WI(t
′)

+ WQ(t)WQ(t
′)
]

e−ΓT|t−t′|/2 dt dt′ + Sb,

(8)

and G(Tint) =
1
2

∫ Tint

0

[

WI(t)
2 +WQ(t)

2
]

dt.

STATE-SPACE MODEL

We can use the Heisenberg-Langevin equations ob-
tained from Eq. (3) in the Methods to model the response
of the transducer to a pulse emitted by the circuit QED
system. Using the state-space model formalism the equa-
tions of motion can be written as

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bxin(t) (9)

xout(t) = Cx(t) +Dxin(t), (10)

where x = (X̂1, Ŷ1, Ẑ1, X̂2, Ŷ2, Ẑ2)
T is a vector of quadra-

ture amplitudes, with X̂l, Ŷl and Ẑl (l = 1, 2) correspond-
ing to the dimensionless optical, microwave and mechan-
ical mode quadratures respectively. The optical quadra-
tures can be defined in terms of creation/annihilation
operators as X̂1 = 1

2 (â
† + â) and X̂2 = i

2 (â
† − â), with

the microwave and mechanical quadratures defined anal-
ogously. The input and output fields may also be written
in vector form:

xin = (X̂1,in, X̂1,in,int, Ŷ1,in, Ŷ1,in,int, Ẑ1,in,int, X̂2,in, X̂2,in,int, Ŷ2,in, Ŷ2,in,int, Ẑ2,in,int)
T (11)

xout = (X̂1,out, Ŷ1,out, X̂2,out, Ŷ2,out)
T , (12)

The transducer can be viewed as a phase-preserving am-
plifier with near unity gain [8], so the equations of mo-
tion are independent of the phases of the optical and
microwave pumps. Thus under an appropriate choice of
these arbitrary phases, the elements of the matrices A, B,

C, D in the state-space model can all be made real. We
can transform to a rotating frame that removes the free
evolution of the quadratures and describe the state-space
model with the following matrices:

ARWA =

















−κo

2 0 0 0 0 −goā
0 −κe

2 0 0 0 −geb̄
0 0 − γm

2 −goā −geb̄ 0
0 0 goā −κo

2 0 0
0 0 geb̄ 0 −κe

2 0
goā geb̄ 0 0 0 − γm

2

















, (13)

Acounter =

















0 0 −goā sin(2ωmt) 0 0 goā cos(2ωmt)
0 0 −geb̄ sin(2ωmt) 0 0 geb̄ cos(2ωmt)

−goā sin(2ωmt) −geb̄ sin(2ωmt) 0 goā cos(2ωmt) geb̄ cos(2ωmt) 0
0 0 goā cos(2ωmt) 0 0 goā sin(2ωmt)
0 0 geb̄ cos(2ωmt) 0 0 geb̄ sin(2ωmt)

goā cos(2ωmt) geb̄ cos(2ωmt) 0 goā sin(2ωmt) geb̄ sin(2ωmt) 0

















, (14)

A = Acounter +ARWA, (15)

B =

(

M 0
0 M

)

(16)
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M =





√
κo,ext

√
κo,int 0 0 0

0 0
√
κe,ext

√
κe,int 0

0 0 0 0
√
γm



 , (17)

C =









√
κo,ext 0 0 0 0 0
0

√
κe,ext 0 0 0 0

0 0 0
√
κo,ext 0 0

0 0 0 0
√
κe,ext 0









, (18)

D =









−1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0









. (19)
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