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We study the synchronization of a superconducting qubit to an external optical field via a
mechanical resonator in a hybrid optoelectromechanical system. The quantum trajectory method
is employed to investigate synchronization. The bistability in one of the qubit polarization vectors,
where the qubit rotates about the polarization vector, is observed for a single quantum trajectory
run. The rotation in one of the stable states is synced with the external optical drive. When the
number of trajectories is significantly increased, the qubit no longer displays bistability. However,
synchronization with less quantum fluctuations is still observed. The scheme could be used
to transfer the phase of the microwave qubit’s rotation to a long-lived optical photon through
synchronization, which may find applications in long-distance quantum communication. Also, this
hybrid system can be used to study quantum synchronization.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Exchange of information between a microwave signal
and an optical one is at the heart of realizing
long-distance quantum communication. To this end,
individual opto- and electro-mechanical systems that can
effectively store and retrieve the optical and electrical
information in the mechanical degrees of freedom
have gathered a good amount of interest in the past
decades [1–4]. A wide range of experiments have also
demonstrated the fabrication of mechanical oscillators
coupled to optical cavities [5–9], and mechanical
resonators integrated into microwave circuits [10–13].
This has led to hybrid optoelectromechanical (OEM)
systems, consisting of both optical and electrical
elements coupled via a common mechanical membrane,
which facilitate the study of quantum properties like
entanglement [14, 15], state-transfer [16, 17], and groundstate cooling [18, 19].
Such hybrid OEM systems
can also be integrated into solid-state devices that
can communicate to similar setups via optical photons.
However, a superconducting element such as a qubit
cannot be directly coupled to an optical element as it
would lead to the destruction of the superconductivity.
To overcome this limitation, a mechanical oscillator
inside a electromechanical circuit, seamlessly coupled to
a superconducting qubit at one end and to an optical
cavity on the other, can be used as a mediator of
information exchange between the qubit and the optical
photons [4]. Such a form of coupling has been explored
both theoretically [20–24] and experimentally [25–27].
A bidirectional transfer of information between a qubit
and a mechanical oscillator via a piezoelectric coupling
and transferring the same to an optical field via an
optomechanical coupling is demonstrated in [28].
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An advantage of encoding information in optical
photons is that they can retain their quantumness even
at room temperatures, which facilitates long-distance
quantum state transfer. Naturally, encoding the qubit
state in an optical photon can pave the path towards
building efficient quantum networks. A possible way
to achieve this encoding is by correlating the rotation
of a qubit state to a controllable and readable optical
element via synchronization — a natural tendency of
oscillators to adjust their rhythms sympathetically [29].
This classical phenomenon [30] has gathered a good
amount of interest in a variety of quantum systems [31–
37]. The synchronization of a superconducting qubit
with a driven microwave cavity [38], and a mechanical
oscillator to an external drive in an optomechanical
system [39] has also been explored. In this work, we
investigate synchronization in a hybrid system consisting
of a microwave circuit with the superconducting qubit
coupled mechanically to a driven optomechanical cavity.
For a single quantum trajectory run, we observe
bistability in one of the qubit polarization vectors,
where the qubit rotates about the polarization vector.
Through the qubit-mechanical and mechanical-optical
cavity coupling, the phase of the qubit rotation in one
of the stable states synchronizes with the phase of the
reference laser. We further analyze the dynamics of
our system for a larger number of quantum trajectories
and observe a similar pattern in the synchronization but
with a lesser amount of fluctuations. However, in this
case, we no longer observe bistability in the qubit state.
This work presents an alternative approach to transduce
information between a microwave and an optical signal
by synchronizing a superconducting qubit to an external
optical field using a hybrid OEM system.
The paper is organized as follows. We describe
the hybrid system under study in Sec.
II. The
bistability and rotation of the qubit as well as the
self-sustained oscillation of the mechanical oscillator
is studied numerically in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we
show the synchronization of the qubit to the external
drive obtained by simulating both single trajectories and
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averaging over a large number of trajectories. Finally, we
conclude by summarizing our work in Sec. V.
II.

THE HYBRID SYSTEM

We consider a hybrid OEM system consisting of a
superconducting qubit coupled to a mechanical oscillator,
which in turn is parametrically coupled to an optical
cavity as depicted in Fig. 1. The Hamiltonian of our
system can therefore be expressed in three distinctive
parts — (i) Hqm , consisting of the electromechanical
dynamics of the qubit and its interaction with the
mechanical oscillator, (ii) Hom , for the driven optical
cavity and the optomechanical interaction, and (iii) Ĥm ,
the energy of the self-sustained mechanical motion. In
the rotating frame of the laser frequency, the individual
Hamiltonians (in units of ~) read as (refer Appendix A)


EJ
Ĥqm = −
(1a)
σx + gq b̂† + b̂ σz ,
2
Ĥm = ωm b̂† b̂,
(1b)



Ĥom = −∆â† â − go â† â b̂† + b̂ + iAlp â† − â .(1c)
Here, â (â† ) and b̂ (b̂† ) are the annihilation (creation)
operators of the optical photons inside the cavity and
the phonons of the mechanical oscillator respectively.
The first term of Eq. (1a) denotes the qubit state with
Josephson energy EJ ; the second term represents the
qubit-phonon interaction with a coupling strength of gq .
The term in Eq. (1b) indicates the energy of mechanical
mode oscillating with frequency, ωm . The first and the
final terms of Eq. (1c) denote the energies of the optical
cavity and the driving laser, where ∆ = ωlp − ωc is
the detuning of the laser frequency ωlp from the cavity
resonance frequency ωc , and Alp is the laser amplitude.
The central term denotes the optomechanical interaction
of strength go . In addition to the primary laser drive
(Alp , ωlp ), we add a reference drive (Alr , ωlr ) with which
we sync the qubit’s rotational state. The corresponding
Hamiltonian (in units of ~) in the rotating frame of the
primary laser drive is given by

Ĥlr = iAlr â† e−iΩt − âeiΩt ,
(2)
where Ω = ωlr −ωlp is the detuning of the reference laser.
The total Hamiltonian of the system therefore becomes
Ĥ = Ĥqm + Ĥom + Ĥm + Ĥlr .

(3)

The complete dynamics of the system consists of the
dissipation of the mechanical oscillator as well as the
cavity resonator and can be described by the Lindblad
master equation [40],
h
i
h i
ρ̂˙ = −i Ĥ, ρ̂ + κL [â] + γL b̂ ,
(4)
where L[ô] = (2ôρ̂ô† − ô† ôρ̂ − ρ̂ô† ô)/2 with ô ∈ {â, b̂}.
Here, while writing Eq. 4, we assume (i) the thermal

FIG. 1. Schematics of a mechanically-mediated OEM system
with a superconducting qubit (left) and an optomechanical
cavity (right).
The qubit is capacitively coupled to a
mechanical oscillator, which acts as an end-mirror of an
optical cavity.

phonons and photons are negligible [39], and (ii) the
qubit decays much slower than the mechanical and cavity
resonators [38].

III. BISTABILITY, ROTATION AND
SELF-SUSTAINED OSCILLATION

We simulate the dynamics of the hybrid system using
the quantum trajectory method [41] numerically [42,
43]. The results are obtained at irrational moments of
the optical drive phase Ωt and for a single quantum
trajectory. A single quantum trajectory evolution is
equivalent to one experimental run.
For the qubit, we observe a bistable behaviour — two
metastable states of its polarization vector hσx i — as
shown in Fig. 2 (a). The two other polarization vectors
hσy i and hσz i oscillate about the origin. When the qubit
is in either of the metastable states, its Bloch vector
precesses about the x-axis, as can be seen in Fig. 2 (c).
The mechanical oscillator also undergoes self-sustained
oscillations due to the blue-detuned laser drive (∆ = ωm )
of the optomechanical cavity as shown in Fig. 2 (b).
Similar to the case of qubit bistability, we observe two
different phase oscillations in the mechanical oscillator.
It can be seen from Fig. 2 (d) that the limit cycles
corresponding to the mechanical oscillations follow the
qubit bistability through the qubit-mechanical coupling
and are very close to each other. Later, we find that
the qubit rotation phase is synced to the self-sustained
oscillations of the mechanics, which in turn is fixed by
the frequency of the external reference field (refer Fig.
4).
In Fig. 2, we also observe broad oscillations in the
qubit and the mechanical dynamics. The occurrence of
this broadness can be attributed to two reasons. Firstly,
the fluctuating radiation pressure force imparted by the
external laser via the cavity photons induces fluctuations
in the self-sustained motion of the mechanical oscillator.
This results in the broadness of the phase-space limit
cycles, which in turn, invokes the spreading of the qubit’s
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FIG. 3. (Color online) (a) Two well-separated and distinct
limit cycles of the mechanical oscillator when it is directly
driven. In the absence of the optical cavity, the mechanicalqubit system shows less fluctuation. (b) Rotation in the qubit
basis. The parameters used are same as those in Fig. 2.

FIG. 2.
(Color online) (a) Bistability of the qubit
along the polarization vector hσx i.
(b) Fluctuating
amplitude oscillation of the mechanical resonator.
(c)
Bloch sphere representation of the qubit rotation in
the two stable states (blue and red states).
(d)
Overlapping limit cycles of the mechanical oscillator
corresponding to the two bistable states of the qubit.
The parameters used are (EJ , gq , ∆, go , Alp , Alr , Ω, κ, γ) =
(1.2, 0.04, 1.0, 0.38, 0.6, 0.08, 1.0, 1.4, 0.015) × ωm .

metastable states via the qubit-mechanical coupling.
When the mechanical oscillator is independently driven
without the presence of an optical cavity, depicted by
the Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥqm + Ĥm , we find two wellseparated and distinct limit cycles in the mechanical
phase space as shown in Fig. 3 (a). The metastable
states of the qubit polarization vector hσx i are also
thinner [38]. Nevertheless, some quantum noises still
remain. Secondly, we have used a single trajectory
run to obtain our results in Fig. 2. As we increase
the number of trajectories, we get less scattered and
thinner limit cycles [39]. The fluctuations (thickness)
of the synchronization phase plot is also reduced (refer
Fig. 5). This is for the fact that considering a

larger number of trajectories is equivalent to taking the
ensemble average of the trajectories which significantly
cancels out the fluctuating noises. The effect of a large
number of quantum trajectories in our hybrid system
is also discussed in Sec. IV. In Fig. 3 (b), we plot
the Bloch vector in the frame of reference of the qubit,
0
= E2J σz0 + gq (b̂† + b̂)σx0 (refer Appendix A). Here
Ĥqm
too, we observe bistability along hσz0 i and rotation of the
qubit about the z-axis.
It is also worth mentioning that even though we are
bound by the fluctuating radiation force of the optical
photons, we are able to observe quantum synchronization
of the qubit with the external optical field within this
bound quantum noise. In what follows, we discuss this
synchronous behaviour of the qubit rotation phase with
the phase of the mechanical oscillation, which in turn, is
in sync with that of the reference laser field.
IV.

SYNCHRONIZATION WITH THE
EXTERNAL DRIVE

Using the phase relations of the qubit, φ =
tan−1 (hσy i/hσz i), θ = tan−1 (hσy i/{hσx i sin (φ)}), and
that of the mechanical oscillator, ψ = tan−1 (hpi/hqi),
we show their synchronization in Figs. 4 (a)-(b). It
can be seen that the rotation of the hσx i > 0 stable
state (blue state) and the rotation of the hσx i < 0
stable state (red state) are synced to the corresponding
red and blue limit cycles of the mechanical oscillator.
Also, we plot the variation in the phase of the qubit
rotation and that of the mechanical oscillator with the
phase of the reference laser field (mod 2π) in Figs. 4
(c)-(f). Here, we observe that the reference drive is
synced only to one of the phases of the mechanical
oscillator, and subsequently to one of the phases of the
qubit rotation. We explain this as follows. The qubit
and the mechanical oscillator have two different phases
owing to bistability (red and blue states). However,
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FIG. 5.
(Color online) Results for a large number of
trajectories run. (a) Time evolution of qubit vector hσx i.
We no longer observe bistability. The qubit vector decays
to a near zero state. (b) and (c) shows the less fluctuating
synchronization of the qubit and the mechanical oscillator
with the reference field, respectively. The parameters used
are same as those in Fig. 2. (d) Phase plot of the mechanical
oscillator and the drive field in a pure optomechanical system
[39]. In this case also we observe less fluctuations due to the
large number of trajectories.
FIG. 4. (Color online) Synchronization of the hybrid system.
(a) Qubit phase (φ) versus mechanical phase (ψ) plot. (b)
Qubit phase (θ) versus mechanical phase (ψ) plot. Phase
synchronization of the two stable qubit states with the two
limit cycles of the mechanical oscillator indicated by red and
blue is clearly seen in (a) and (b). Synchronization of the
qubit blue state with the external optical drive is shown in
(c). Similarly, phase plot of the mechanical oscillator in the
blue limit cycle and the external drive is plotted in (d). (e)
Unsynchronization phase plot of the qubit red state versus
the external drive. (d) Phase of the red limit cycle versus
phase of the external drive phase. The parameters used are
same as those in Fig. 2.

the reference drive has only a single phase preference
and therefore, displays monostable synchronization. For
the same parameters as Fig. 2, we observe that the
optical drive is synced to the blue stable state of the
qubit rotation (Fig. 4 (c)) and blue limit cycle of the
mechanical oscillator (Fig. 4 (d)). This synchronization
is found to be more prominent, i.e., having less quantum
noise, when the qubit spends more time in the blue
state. For every single quantum trajectory run, we get
different time span of the bistable states due to the
inherent stochastic behaviour of quantum trajectories,
and when the time span of blue state is more than

the red one, we get a clear synchronization. In other
words, the measure of fluctuations in synchronization
serves as a means of knowing the time span of the stable
states. The corresponding scenario when the drive is not
synchronized (red state) is shown in Figs. 4 (e)-(f). A
similar behaviour of synchronization is observed in the
qubit basis. Here, the phase relations change to φ =
tan−1 (hσy0 i/hσx0 i) and θ = tan−1 (hσy0 i/{hσz0 i sin (φ)}).
In Fig. 5, we show our results for a large number
of quantum trajectories. The qubit polarization state
hσx i averages out to a near-zero state and the quantum
noise in the synchronization plot is also significantly
reduced. However, the amplitude of the qubit rotation
decreases and the limit cycle of the mechanical oscillator
shrinks towards the origin as the number of trajectories
increases. It is also worth mentioning here that although
the actual dynamics of the system can follow a very
complicated periodic structure, yet at specific intervals
of time, simple patterns emerge as can be seen from Fig.
2 and Fig. 4. Our results also indicate that at irrational
moments of Ωt, a limit-cycle dynamics is observed leading
to synchronization between the qubit rotation and the
reference drive. Further, for single trajectory runs, our
system could provide a novel platform to explore the
synchronization dynamics of individual quantum systems
for applications in communication via transduction.
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V.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, our work has numerically shown
the synchronization of a superconducting qubit to an
external optical field via a mechanical resonator. We
observed bistability in the qubit for a single quantum
trajectory run, and the rotation in the hσx i > 0 stable
state is synced to the external optical drive. When the
number of trajectories is significantly increased, we find
that the qubit no longer displays bistability. However,
synchronization with less quantum fluctuations is still
observed. Our scheme paves the way to synchronize the
phase of rotation for one of the stable states of the qubit
to the reference drive. It facilitates the transduction of
information between the qubit and the optical system
which may find applications in long-distance quantum
communication. Moreover, our scheme could be used to
explore synchronization in the quantum regime.

financial support for his research via the PMRF scheme.
Simulations are done using the QuTiP library [43].

Appendix A: Qubit Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian of a superconducting qubit coupled
to a mechanical oscillator is given by [19]



EJ
Ĥqm = − σz −
σx + gq b̂† + b̂ σz ,
2
2

where  = 8Ec ∆N , ∆N is the gate charge number near
the sweet point (∆N = 0) and Ec is the charging energy.
By substituting ∆N = 0 in Eq. (A1), we get Eq. 1a.
Going to the basis state of the qubit, we obtain
p
2 + EJ2 0
σz
Ĥqm =
2

+gq b̂† + b̂ (σx0 cos φ − σz0 sin φ) ,
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