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We theoretically and experimentally study the precision of a quantum clock near zero temperature,
explicitly accounting for the effect of continuous measurement. The clock is created by a supercon-
ducting transmon qubit dispersively coupled to an open coplanar resonator. The cavity and qubit
are driven by coherent fields, and the cavity output is monitored with a quantum-noise-limited am-
plifier. When the continuous measurement is weak, it induces persistent coherent oscillations (with
fluctuating periods) in the conditional moments of the qubit’s energy probability distribution, which
are manifest in the output of the resonator. On the other hand, strong continuous measurement
leads to an incoherent cycle of quantum jumps. We theoretically find an equality for the precision of
the clock in each regime. Independently from the equalities, we derive a kinetic uncertainty relation
for the precision, and find that both equalities satisfy this uncertainty relation. Finally, we experi-
mentally verify that our quantum clock obeys the kinetic uncertainty relation for the precision, thus
making an explicit link between the (kinetic) thermodynamic behavior of the clock and its precision,
and achieving an experimental test of a kinetic uncertainty relation in the quantum domain.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum clocks are of importance in both technolog-
ical applications and fundamental studies. Small-scale
quantum clocks will be required for deep integration into
future quantum technologies such as gate-based quantum
computers, where accurate clocks are required for turning
control pulses on and off [1, 2]. Atomic clocks, as a type
of quantum clock, are used in searching for variations of
the fundamental constants [3]. Furthermore, the inter-
play between quantum clocks and gravitational redshifts
may provide insights into quantum gravity [4]. Creating
and improving these types of periodic quantum clocks
requires an understanding of their fundamental limits.

In order for a dynamical variable of a quantum clock to
produce a classical timing signal, it must undergo mea-
surement. Because of the collapse postulate of quantum
mechanics, this measurement is a fundamental source of
noise in the timing signal. The objective of the present
work is to shed light on how the measurement process
fundamentally affects the precision of the classical tim-
ing signal produced by quantum clocks. This requires an
experimental setup that allows us to study such measure-
ment backaction in isolation from other possible contri-
butions to the noise in the timing signal. The particular
superconducting circuit clock that we employ (described
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below) meets this requirement. While other quantum
clocks, such as atomic clocks, are far more accurate than
the clock that we employ, they do not meet this require-
ment because their complexity introduces many sources
of noise into the timing signal other than the noise from
measurement backaction.

To study the fundamental limits of periodic clocks, it
is useful to understand them as the union of two sub-
systems: a driven nonlinear mechanism (system) and a
counting register (measurement) that is coupled to the
nonlinear mechanism [5]. When the nonlinear mechanism
is a quantum system, the clock is considered a quantum
clock; otherwise, it is a classical clock. The counting reg-
ister corresponds to the classical measurement outcomes
of the nonlinear system. For the nonlinear mechanism
to be measured continuously, it is necessarily dissipative.
Furthermore, it evolves cyclically in time; each cycle cor-
responds to a single tick of the clock. The degree of
regularity of these ticks in the absence of coupling to the
counter is referred to as the accuracy of the clock. The
counter of the clock registers the ticks of the clock to
produce a timing signal. The degree of regularity of the
timing signal is referred to as the precision of the clock.
Since coupling the nonlinear mechanism to the counter
necessarily affects the dynamics of the former, the accu-
racy and precision of a clock are not the same.

In considering the fundamental limits to clock perfor-
mance, it has been recognized that all clocks are con-
strained by the laws of thermodynamics that limit their
accuracy and precision [6]. However, for thermodynamic
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systems, including clocks, that operate far from equi-
librium, kinetic considerations also play a fundamental
role [7, 8]. Somewhat surprisingly, both thermodynamic
and kinetic considerations of the fundamental limits to
classical and quantum clock accuracy and precision have
been neglected until only recently [5, 9–14]. Arguably
the most important development along these lines thus
far is that a thermodynamic bound has been derived on
the accuracy of generating clock ticks [15]. Still missing
in this nascent program of research is a consideration of
clock precision from a kinetic point of view. In this work,
we address this gap by theoretically and experimentally
studying the fundamental kinetic constraints on the pre-
cision of a particular quantum clock. As mentioned, this
necessarily includes a consideration of contributions from
measurement backaction.

For a quantum clock to generate a (classical) timing
signal, it must contain both a quantum system (i.e., the
nonlinear mechanism) and a (classical) measurement ap-
paratus (i.e., the counter) that monitors the quantum
system. If the conditional dynamics (i.e. the dynamics
that includes the effect of monitoring) of the quantum
system is periodic, the manifestation of this periodicity in
the classical measurement record serves as the timing sig-
nal. Because of the continuous measurement, the period
(T ) of the timing signal will be subject to fluctuations
induced by quantum noise and measurement backaction
[16], even at zero temperature. Therefore, we need to
consider the average period (E[T ]) and the variance in
the period (Var[T ]). We define the precision [17] of the
clock as

N =
E[T ]2

Var[T ]
. (1)

Studies of particular theoretical models or experimen-
tal systems can lead to fundamental insights that ap-
ply beyond the particular model or system. For gaining
fundamental insights into the effect of continuous mea-
surement on quantum clock precision, in this work we
specifically consider a coherently driven qubit subject to
continuous measurement (i.e. monitoring) at very low
temperatures [18]. The platform that we use (described
below) has the advantage (compared to, for example,
atomic clocks) of enabling a measurement of the quantum
system with very low noise such that we are able to study
in isolation the effect of quantum measurement backac-
tion on clock precision. While the driven and unmon-
itored qubit necessarily relaxes into a stationary state
due to decoherence, the driven and weakly monitored
qubit acquires a persistent dynamical state: weak con-
tinuous measurement continually restores quantum co-
herence and thereby enables the coherent drive to create
persistent, but noisy, Rabi oscillations [19–22]. Under
strong monitoring, the coherently driven qubit operates
as an incoherent quantum jump clock: the Zeno effect
pins the qubit to an eigenstate while quantum and ther-
mal noise occasionally lead to a switch of that eigen-

state [23].

To understand how quantum measurement factors into
the (kinetic) thermodynamics of precision of a quantum
clock, one must consider the recent developments in ther-
modynamic uncertainty relations (TURs). These rela-
tions were initially developed to describe the trade-off
between precision and dissipation in time-integrated cur-
rents for biomolecular processes, and classical Markov
processes [24–28], but were also used to describe the be-
havior of thermodynamic heat engines [29, 30], and infer-
ence of thermodynamic quantities [31–34]. TURs place
a thermodynamic bound on the precision by the entropy
production and have an incredibly wide range of applica-
tions. This has led to, in recent years, a rapidly growing
body of research into the thermodynamics of precision
and extending TURs to many classical and quantum ex-
amples [35–64].

Little is known about the application of uncertainty
relations to the case of clock precision. One quantity
of interest for such a relation is the first passage time
(FPT). The FPT is the average time required for any
cyclic system to undergo a single cycle. This quantity
is, therefore, of very broad relevance to open quantum
systems. In the context of clock precision, the FPT cor-
responds to the average period of the timing signal; the
variable T in Eq.(1) is the FPT for this study. The FPT
has been theoretically studied in the context of TURs
[65] and, more generally, in terms of kinetic uncertainty
relations (KURs) [66]. KURs, like TURs, put a bound
on the precision, but in terms of the dynamical activ-
ity N—which is a measure of the total dynamic transi-
tions or jumps that occur in a process—instead of the
entropy production. KURs are arguably more general
than TURs, as they apply to systems far from equilib-
rium and to systems that do not satisfy detailed balance
[7, 8, 64, 67, 68].

Experimental tests of KURs for the FPT (or any other
quantity) remain absent in the quantum domain. Here
we address this gap by using a superconducting circuit
realization of a quantum clock. We show both theoret-
ically and experimentally how a KUR for the FPT (T )
of our clock’s timing signal applies to our clock’s preci-
sion (Eq. (1)). Independently from the KUR, we derive
equalities for the precision (N) of the clock in both the
quantum coherent and incoherent regimes. We find that
these equalities satisfy the KUR; the equality for N in
the quantum coherent regime achieves the unbounded
increase in N permitted by the KUR, while the equality
in the incoherent regime reveals a saturation of N . Our
experimental results strongly confirm the equality for N
in the incoherent regime, but do not match well with the
equality for N in the quantum coherent regime. The dis-
crepancy in the quantum coherent regime invites further
investigation, but overall these results clearly show that
the measurement process and its thermodynamic-kinetic
contribution must be accounted for when studying the
fundamental limits of a quantum clock.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-
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tail the theoretical modeling and experimental realization
of the quantum clock comprising a transmon qubit dis-
persively coupled to a superconducting coplanar waveg-
uide. We discuss in detail how one can operate this clock
in both the weak measurement “oscillatory” regime and
the strong measurement “jump” regime. In Secs. II A
and II B, we discuss how one can obtain the theoretical
equalities for the statistics of the clock (and hence its pre-
cision) for both regimes by using the FPT picture, and
we present experimental validation of this modeling. In
Sec. III, we turn to deriving the KUR for the FPT from
the Cramer-Rao bound, which leads to an inequality for
the clock precision, and we show experimental confirma-
tion of this inequality in both clock regimes. We end by
summarizing our results and indicating future directions
in Sec. IV.

II. A SUPERCONDUCTING QUANTUM
CLOCK

We theoretically model and experimentally investigate
a quantum clock comprising a superconducting circuit
and measurement circuitry. As illustrated in Fig. 1,
the superconducting circuit consists of a superconduct-
ing coplanar waveguide resonator (“cavity”) dispersively
coupled to a transmon qubit. The cavity and the qubit
are coherently driven on resonance. The coupling of the
driven cavity to the qubit enables a measurement channel
via the phase of the emitted cavity field, to monitor the
evolution of the qubit’s population in the energy eigen-
basis. The population evolution is either oscillatory or
jumplike, depending on the strength of the continuous
measurement.

This is not a good quantum clock for technological ap-
plications, as its parts are not amenable to microscale
integration. However, it is a good quantum clock for the
purpose here of the fundamental study of quantum clock
precision because it provides the requisite amount of con-
trol and measurement fidelity (as demonstrated with the
experimental data below).

In the experiment, the transmon qubit is tuned to
have a frequency of 4.75 GHz (see Appendix B 1 for de-
tails), and the longitudinal (T1) and transverse (T2) re-
laxation times of the qubit are respectively T1 = 25µs
and T2 = 3µs. The dispersive shift (χ/2π) is 340 kHz.
The microwave resonator frequency (ωc/2π) is 7.02 GHz,
and its loaded quality factor is 9623, corresponding to a
total cavity linewidth (κ/2π) of 0.73 MHz.

The circuit chip is cooled by a dilution refrigerator
down to 22 mK. We drive and measure the qubit via
microwave signals according to details in Appendix B 8.
Our scheme gives direct access to the conditional cavity
field quadrature ⟨x̂(t)⟩c (where x̂ = a+a† with a the cav-
ity field annihilation operator and the subscript denoting
a quantity that is conditional on the measurement out-
comes) with minimal added noise because of the use of a
Josephson parametric amplifier (JPA).

FIG. 1. A model of the homodyne measurement scheme
used to extract the clock signal from the source cavity (see
Eq. (2)). A transmon qubit is dispersively coupled to a super-
conducting microwave cavity. Both the cavity and qubit are
driven coherently. The output field is subject to a homodyne
measurement, resulting in conditional dynamics of the cav-
ity field that, with signal acquisition and processing using an
analog-to-digital converter (ADC) and filtering, produces the
clock signal for counting. The actual experiment employs a
quantum-noise-limited Josephson parametric amplifier (JPA),
but the resulting conditional dynamics of the qubit itself is
the same as under the conventional homodyne scheme rep-
resented here. As explained in the text, a smaller amplitude
cavity drive (dark blue) results in sustained oscillations at the
ADC output, while a larger cavity drive amplitude (red) re-
sults in jumps. These cycles of oscillations or jumps reflect
the dynamics of the qubit, and thereby serve as ticks of a
quantum clock; the precision of these quantum clock ticks is
what we investigate.

We model the transmon qubit as a two-level system
subject to very weak spontaneous emission, and the cav-
ity as a simple harmonic oscillator with amplitude damp-
ing, the dominant dissipative mechanism in the system.
The conditional state of the total field-qubit system, in a
frame rotating at the frequencies of the cavity drive and
qubit drive, can be described by the stochastic master
equation for homodyne detection (ℏ = 1):

dρc = −iE[a + a†, ρc]dt− iΩ[σx, ρc]dt (2)

−iχ[a†aσz, ρc]dt + γD[σ−]ρc + κD[a]ρcdt

+
√
ηκH[a]ρcdW (t).

Here dW (t) is a Wiener processes, E is the cavity drive
amplitude, Ω is the qubit drive amplitude, γ is the
qubit amplitude damping rate, κ is the cavity damp-
ing rate through the output port, η is the efficiency of
the photodetector, and D[A] and H[A] are superopera-
tors: D[A]ρ = AρA† − 1

2 (A†Aρ + ρA†A) and H[A]ρ =

Aρ + ρA† − tr(Aρ + ρA†)ρ. For completeness, we note
that by averaging the conditional master equation over
the noise, we obtain the unconditional dynamics.

In the actual experiment, we used a JPA in the nonde-
generate mode and heterodyne detection scheme, which
should produce similar conditional qubit dynamics but
with larger noise. In the limit of an ideal quantum-
limited amplifier, the noise will be twice larger [69] and
less than twice for the actual experiment. The deriva-
tion of the stochastic master equation for the heterodyne
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detection will be published in future work. Because of
the dispersive coupling between the cavity and qubit, the
phase of the cavity field is dependent on the state of the
qubit; continuously measuring a quadrature of the cav-
ity output serves as a way to continuously measure the
qubit observable σz. A stronger drive on the cavity leads
to more information about the qubit leaving the cavity
per unit time (i.e. a stronger continuous measurement),
and a weaker cavity drive leads to a weaker continuous
measurement.

For sufficiently weak continuous measurement, it is
known that this can result in persistent (but noisy) Rabi
oscillations of the qubit [20–22]. The noise in the oscilla-
tions is fundamentally due to quantum noise in σz, and
measurement backaction [16]. Thus, the conditional dy-
namics of the qubit under continuous measurement of σz

yields the continual ticking of the clock, though with a
necessarily finite precision because of fundamental noise.

When the continuous measurement strength (Γ) be-
comes sufficiently large, a measurement-induced suppres-
sion (i.e. quantum Zeno effect) occurs on the qubit os-
cillations. This would appear to disable the clock, but in
fact, this gives rise to a very different kind of noisy clock:
a quantum jump clock. That is, it is known [23] that
in this regime of operation, the competition between the
quantum Zeno effect and the qubit drive gives rise to an
incoherent switching of the qubit state that results in a
random telegraph process.

We are primarily interested in the dynamics of the
qubit and not the readout cavity. We, therefore, adia-
batically eliminate the cavity field (see Appendix A 1),
which leads to a conditional master equation for the re-
duced state of the qubit (ρσ) only:

dρσ = −i[Hσ, ρσ]dt + γD[σ−]ρσdt

+ ΓD[σz]ρσdt−
√

ΓH[σz]ρσdW (t). (3)

Here Hσ = Ωσx + ∆σz is the Hamiltonian acting on
the qubit, ∆ = χ|α0|2 is the effective Stark shift of the
qubit due to the dispersive interaction with the cavity,
Γ = 4χ2|α0|2/κ is the dephasing rate of the qubit due
to measurement backaction, and α0 = −2iE/κ is the
coherent state amplitude of the cavity. Though κ and χ
are experimentally fixed, as described above, Γ can be
tuned by varying E. Thus, the single superconducting
circuit that we have can be tuned between the oscillatory
and jump clock modes simply by changing E.

Below we present experimental observations of the os-
cillatory and quantum jump clock signals using the afore-
mentioned setup. The experimental results show good
agreement with QuTip [70, 71] simulations (shown in Ap-
pendix A) of the model represented by Eq. (2).

A. Rabi oscillation regime: experimental
oscillatory clock

As mentioned, we enter the oscillatory clock regime by
tuning the cavity drive amplitude (E) to be sufficiently
weak. However, a weak cavity drive leads to a small (av-
erage) intracavity photon number, which is generally in
conflict with high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) measure-
ments. This is compensated for in the experiment by
carefully tuning the JPA frequency and gain to have the
maximal SNR at each given Rabi oscillation frequency.

We first test our oscillatory clock by investigating six
different drives E at five different values of Ω. The Rabi
oscillations of the qubit modulate the readout resonator
frequency, leading to oscillations in ⟨a+a†⟩c(t) and a side-
band of the readout resonator output signal. By mixing
down the signal with the readout resonator drive tone
and taking the power spectral density (PSD), the Rabi
oscillation signals are observed in the spectra as shown
in Fig. 2.

Each PSD trace in Fig. 2 is obtained from the
fast Fourier transform of a 400-ms-long time trace of
⟨a + a†⟩c(t), and then processed by removing the JPA-
dominated noise floor. In this figure, Ω is changed within
each row, and the Rabi oscillation frequency changes
correspondingly. The resonator intracavity average pho-
ton number (|α0|2) varies by row, and is labeled at the
right. Decreasing the resonator photon number (from
top to bottom rows in Fig. 2) causes a narrowing of the
Rabi peaks, which is attributed to the decrease of the
measurement-induced dephasing [72], whereas the Stark
shift is negligible, as can be seen in Fig. 14 in Appendix B.
However, the amplitude of the Rabi peaks also decreases
with decreasing resonator photon number, which is due
to the degradation of SNR. Given that we want a maxi-
mum SNR, we find the optimal readout resonator average
occupation at |α0|2 = 0.28 photons, and we use the cor-
responding value of E for the rest of the experimental
investigation of the oscillatory clock.

By fitting the Lorentzian function to the PSD peaks
that are obtained with the optimal value of E, the Rabi
oscillation frequencies are extracted and plotted as a
function of qubit drive amplitude in Fig. 14 in Appendix
B, which confirms that the oscillation frequency is lin-
early dependent on the qubit drive amplitude (Ω) over
the range in Fig. 2; this linear dependency agrees with
that which is independently obtained with the qubit drive
calibration that is done in the time domain with a differ-
ent set of Ω (see Fig. 12 in Appendix B).

After confirming the Rabi oscillation signals in the fre-
quency domain, we use the time traces (one for each value
of Ω) for ⟨a + a†⟩c(t) that were obtained with the opti-
mal value of E to evaluate the clock statistics in the time
domain. For each value of Ω, after some preprocessing
of the time-trace data (see Appendix B 6), the clock tick
signal is generated from applying the sign() function to
the trace after passing it through a low-pass filter with
the cutoff frequency equal to the Rabi frequency. In the
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FIG. 2. Oscillatory clock noise-floor-subtracted power spec-
tral density (PSD) traces of the conditional cavity quadrature
dynamics (⟨a + a†⟩c(t)). The PSD is shown as a function of
qubit drive amplitude (Ω) and readout resonator average pho-
ton number (|α0|2, labeled right). The faint signals are the
PSD data, while the solid lines indicate fitted Lorentzians.
Larger |α0|2 leads to stronger measurement of the qubit (i.e.,
larger Γ) and, therefore, more phase noise in its Rabi oscilla-
tions, and hence broader PSD traces.

resulting telegraph signal, the length between two rising
zero crossings is the clock period (i.e. FPT).

On the theoretical side, we show in Appendix A 2 that
the approximate equations of motion in this regime yield
the following inverse Gaussian probability density [73] for
the FPT distribution:

P (T ) =

√
π

ΓT 3
exp

[
− (π − ΩT )2

ΓT

]
. (4)

This distribution gives values of E[T ], Var[T ], and the
precision as

E[T ] =
π

Ω
, Var[T ] =

πΓ

2Ω3
, Nosc = 2π

(
Ω

Γ

)
. (5)

Naturally, as the Rabi frequency increases, this coincides
with a shorter expected tick time corresponding to a clock
with higher resolution. Clearly, however, the precision of
the clock (Nosc) decreases for an increasing Γ, indicating
the deleterious effect of the measurement backaction.

We first verify that the experimentally obtained clock
period from the time-domain data does obey an inverse
Gaussian distribution. This is shown in Fig. (3) by the
qualitatively good fits of Eq. (4) to the time-domain data
at five different values of Ω. However, the experimental
time-domain signals provide us with a direct measure-
ment of the mean (E[T ]) and variance (Var[T ]) of the
period (i.e. FPT) for this clock, which we use instead of
extracting E[T ] and Var[T ] from the fits.

At the five different values of Ω, we compare these ex-
perimental and theoretical results for E[T ] and Var[T ] in

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
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0.2
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0.4

0.5

0.6

P(
T)

/2
171.5kHz
267.4kHz
357.1kHz
442.2kHz
560.5kHz
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Time ( s)

0
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a
+

a
c  
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.)

FIG. 3. Oscillatory clock period distributions (main figure)
and time-domain signal (inset). The main figure has nor-
malised histograms for the experimental data (points) and
theoretical fits (solid lines) of inverse Gaussians [Eq. (4)] to
the data at five different qubit drive amplitudes (Ω). The ex-
perimental data are from the time-domain analysis described
in the main text. The colour scheme denoting the different Ω
is the same as in Fig. 2. As seen by the data and the fits, in-
creasing Ω causes the measured signal to oscillate faster with
a tighter spread in its periods.

FIG. 4. Oscillatory clock period (T ) statistics as a function of
qubit drive amplitude (Ω) From top to bottom: mean (E[T ]),
variance (Var[T ],), and precision (N). The theoretical curves
are from Eq. (5), corresponding to an inverse Gaussian dis-
tribution. The experimental estimates of E[T ] and Var[T ] are
computed directly from the data for each Ω. The larger ex-
perimental variance than predicted by the theory leads to a
significant decrease in the experimental N from the theoreti-
cal prediction.
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FIG. 5. Observed quantum jumps in the strong measurement
regime. Sample of the time traces indicating quantum jumps
(between ground and excited states) with different qubit drive
amplitudes (Ω, shown as different colours with different ver-
tical offsets). In each curve, a low signal indicates the ground
state, and a high signal indicates the excited state. Thermal
noise yields a small excited state population when using zero
qubit drive. As the qubit drive amplitude increases, the qubit
approaches an equal amount of time spent in the ground and
excited states.

Fig. 4 using the calibrated parameters in the theoretical
models. We find agreement in the monotonic behavior
and the order of magnitude. Thus we conclude that in
the oscillatory regime our model of such a clock is ex-
perimentally validated. However, as seen in the middle
panel of Fig. 4, there are clearly systematic errors that
are unaccounted for in the variance. This leads to a sig-
nificantly lower experimental oscillatory clock precision
(N) than the theoretical prediction (Nosc) in Eq. (5), as
seen in the bottom panel of Fig. 4.

B. Quantum jump regime: experimental jump
clock

As mentioned, we can enter the jump clock regime
of the superconducting circuit simply by increasing the
cavity drive amplitude (E) in the experiment. A high-
gain JPA can provide enough fidelity to enable single-
shot measurements [74]. Thus, by using a high-gain JPA
for the continuous measurement, we obtain high-contrast
quantum jump signals, and sections of the signals of dif-
ferent qubit drive amplitudes are plotted in Fig. 5. The
quantum jump signals are acquired by continuously mon-
itoring the qubit state over 250 ms. The four traces
correspond to qubit drive amplitudes ranging from 0 to
323.4 kHz. In order to avoid the overlap between traces,
each trace is consecutively shifted by 7 on the y axis com-
pared to the previous one. As shown in the figure, in the
lowest trace with no coherent qubit drive (i.e. Ω = 0), the
signal amplitude stays low most of the time, showing the

0 50 100 150 200
Period ( s)

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

P(
T)

×10 2(a)
/2

363.3 kHz
303.48 kHz
243.67 kHz

100 200 300
/2  (kHz)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

/

(b)

FIG. 6. Jump clock period (T ) distributions and transition
rate ratios (µ/ν). (a) Histograms for the experimental data
(points) and theoretical fits (solid lines) of Poisson distribu-
tions [Eq. (6)] to the data at three different qubit drive ampli-
tudes (Ω). As in the weak measurement case (i.e oscillatory
clock), increasing Ω shortens the average clock period and re-
duces the period variance. (b) Ratio between the upward (µ)
and downward (ν) transition rates as a function of qubit drive
amplitude. Note that the ratio becomes approximately unity
at the higher qubit drive amplitudes. As the qubit spends
less time in the ground state at higher qubit drive ampli-
tudes, the upward transition rate conversely increases. The
transition rates are obtained by fitting general Poisson distri-
butions (i.e. where µ ̸= ν) to the clock period histograms.

qubit is mostly in its ground state with one jump due to
thermal noise. As Ω increases, the high-amplitude signal
occurs more and more often, and the measurement signal
shows very high-contrast quantum jumps. By treating
each upward jump as a clock tick, the qubit in this strong
measurement regime acts as a nonoscillatory clock.

We now want to theoretically estimate the statistics of
the FPT (i.e., the period (T )) for the jump clock, which
in this limit, can be approximated as a classical Markov
stochastic process. We provide details in Appendix A 3.
In this picture, the upward and downward transitions are
independent, and the process is, therefore, a Poisson pro-
cess. The upward rate (µ) and the downward rate (ν) can
be different. But by fitting a Poisson distribution that
allows for µ ̸= ν to the clock period histograms, we find
that at sufficiently large Ω, the rates are approximately
equal. This is shown in Fig. 6b. Therefore, we take the
limit µ → ν and obtain the probability density

P (T ) = µ2Te−µT , (6)

where µ = ΓΩ2/(Γ2 + ∆2) is the transition rate. Figure
6a shows that Eq. (6) fits the jump clock period distri-
butions well at sufficiently large values of Ω. This distri-
bution respectively has a mean, variance, and precision
given by

E[T ] =
2

µ
, Var[T ] =

2

µ2
, Njump = 2 . (7)
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FIG. 7. Jump clock period (T ) statistics as a function of
qubit drive amplitude (Ω). From top to bottom: mean (E[T ]),
variance (Var[T ],), and precision (N). The experimental data
at each Rabi frequency are obtained without fitting by the
method described in the text. The theoretical curves are given
by Eq. (7) using the experimentally measured rates µ.

Thus, our jump clock in the regime of sufficiently large Ω
has a theoretical precision that is constant, in contradis-
tinction to the case of the oscillatory clock (Eq. (5)).
Experimentally, we fix the cavity drive in the strong mea-
surement regime and then only include qubit drive ampli-
tudes Ω/2π > 243 kHz, where the upward (µ) and down-
ward (ν) transition rates are approximately equal (as
shown in Fig. 6b) so that the statistics of the jump clock
are well approximated by Eq. (7). By using the measured
values of µ and the given values of Ω, we use the expres-
sion for µ given below Eq. (6) to estimate Γ ≈ 5.8(3)MHz
and ∆ ≈ 2.3(1)MHz.

To proceed to experimentally verify Eq. (7), we obtain
experimental values for E[T ] and Var[T ] from the exper-
imental data for ⟨a + a†⟩c(t) in the time domain, using
a single trace of length 250 ms at each of eight values of
Ω. As in the oscillatory clock regime, we apply low-pass
filtering, but this time with a cutoff frequency of 2.5 Ω,
and then perform the sign() operation. This yields a bi-
nary clock signal with average period E[T ] for each trace.
From this, we get measurements of E[T ] and Var[T ] at
each value of Ω without any fitting.

We compare the experimental results for E[T ] and
Var[T ] that come directly from the clock signals to the
theoretical predictions in Eq. (7), showing similar val-
ues, albeit not exact to those predicted by the theory in
Fig. 7. This is likely due to unaccounted-for systematic
errors in the signal that are retained after the low-pass
filtering. Furthermore, the comparison between theory
and experiment for Njump in the bottom panel of Fig. 9
(discussed further below) shows excellent agreement.

III. UNCERTAINTY RELATION OF A
QUANTUM CLOCK

So far, we have detailed theoretically and experimen-
tally how our superconducting circuit can be operated
as both a quantum oscillatory and quantum jump clock.
We now connect these results with the (kinetic) thermo-
dynamics of precision via an uncertainty relation. Specif-
ically, we show that the precision of the clock (N) can be
bounded by an uncertainty relation for the FPT, which is
the period, T , of the clock. Here we follow the derivation
for the FPT uncertainty relation given in Refs. [66, 75],
which begins with the Cramer-Rao bound for the FPT:

Var[T ]

(∂θEθ[T ]|θ=0)
2 ≥ 1

IQ(0)
. (8)

Here θ is an estimated parameter that we set to 0, and
IQ(0) = IQ(θ = 0) is the quantum Fisher information
(QFI) of the estimated parameter. We have used the fact
that the QFI upper bounds the classical Fisher informa-
tion, when maximized over all positive operator-valued
measures: IC(0) ≤ IQ(0). The choice of θ determines
which physical quantity is bounded in the uncertainty
relation. To obtain a bound for the FPT of the qubit
dynamics given by Eq. (3), the chosen parameterization
is [66]

Ω → (1 + θ)Ω , ∆ → (1 + θ)∆ , Γ → (1 + θ)Γ , (9)

which corresponds to speeding up the dynamics when
θ > 0, and a slowing of the dynamics when θ < 0. Under
such a parameterization, one can derive an expression
for the QFI [76], which can be written in terms of the
quantities [66]

IQ(0) = E[T ](N + Q) , (10)

where

N = Γ , Q =
4
[
Γ2∆2 +

(
∆2 + Ω2

)2]
ΓΩ2

, (11)

the derivation of which can be found in Appendix A 4.
In this expression, N is called the dynamical activity,
which is a measure of the kinetic activity in the system
and arises in KURs [8]. It is worth noting, too, that the
QFI is proportional to the inverse of the resolution of the
clock, which is defined R = 1/E[T ].

Most importantly, we are now in a position to evalu-
ate the left-hand side of Eq. (8) for both the oscillatory
and jump regimes. We evaluate ∂θE[T ]|θ=0 using the re-
spective distributions for the FPT given in Eq. (4) and
Eq. (6). In Appendix A 4, we show that in both regimes
∂θE[T ]|θ=0 = −E[T ], thus allowing us to define the KUR
valid in both regimes

N ≤ E[T ](N + Q) . (12)
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FIG. 8. Precision (N = E[T ]2/Var[T ]) versus the QFI.
The red dashed line corresponds to the theoretical prediction
N = Nosc [Eq. (5)], and the shaded region signifies violation
of the KUR [Eq. (12)]. The black circles correspond to the
experimental data at each of the five values of Ω given in
Fig. 2. Both theory and experiment obey the KUR. The ex-
perimental N does not increase with rising QFI (and, hence,
rising Ω) as much as theoretically predicted due to the large
difference (seen in Fig. 4) between the experimental and the-
oretical values of Var[T ].

We note that the derivation reveals that this expression
is valid for any quantum clock whose timing signal’s FPT
obeys an inverse Gaussian distribution (though the ex-
pressions for N and Q are clock dependent).

In Fig. 8, we compare the theoretical and experimental
results regarding the QFI [Eq. (10)] with the precision
[Nosc, Eq. (5)] and the experimental data at the five val-
ues of Ω given in Fig. 2, at the mean cavity photon num-
ber |α0|2 = 0.28 (the dephasing rate Γ is determined as
described in Appendix B 5). Both theory and experiment
satisfy the KUR [Eq. (12)] over the values of Ω that we
test. However, for the larger values of Ω—shorter tick
times (E[T ]) but larger IQ(0)—the experimental Nosc in-
creases at a slower rate than predicted by the theory,
which is largely driven by the error in our estimate of
Var[T ] as seen in Fig. (4).

Using the calibrated parameters in the jump regime,
we can also compute both the theoretical and experimen-
tal values of the QFI and N . In Fig. 9, we plot N as a
function of the QFI that shows very good agreement with
the theoretically predicted values. As with the oscillatory
clock, the KUR is both theoretically and experimentally
satisfied by the jump clock in the tested regime. We
also find excellent agreement between theory and exper-
iment for both N and IQ(0) at all chosen values of Ω in
the regime Ω/2π >243 kHz. Given the large values of
IQ(0), the Poisson distribution very comfortably satisfies
the KUR.

FIG. 9. Precision (N) versus the QFI. The red dashed line
corresponds to the theoretical prediction N = Njump [Eq. (7)].
The black circles correspond to the data taken at different
values of Ω. In this domain, theory and experiment agree
very well, and both obey the KUR [Eq. (12)]. Note that the
region of KUR violation is not visible on this plot.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Fundamental limits of quantum clocks are of relevance
to both fundamental physics and technological devel-
opment. All clocks that generate classical timing sig-
nals necessarily entail measurement, which for quantum
clocks impacts their precision due to the collapse postu-
late of quantum mechanics. Here we have shed light on
how the measurement backaction fundamentally affects
the precision of quantum clocks by studying the specific
case of a coherently driven quantum clock that is con-
tinuously measured and exhibits dynamics of two types:
quantum coherent (i.e. oscillatory clock) and incoherent
(i.e. jump clock).

On the theoretical side, we used a KUR for the pe-
riod (i.e. first passage time) of the clock’s timing sig-
nal, which set a fundamental bound on the precision of
the clock in terms of the dynamical activity—a measure
of the system’s kinetic dynamics—which is more broadly
connected to the quantum Fisher information. The KUR
contained an explicit dependence on the measurement
strength. Independent of the KUR, from a quantum
optical point of view, we derived equalities for the pre-
cision of the clock for both the coherent and incoher-
ent regimes, and found that these equalities obeyed the
KUR. The equality for the precision was a constant in
the incoherent regime, but the equality in the quantum
coherent regime was inversely proportional to the mea-
surement strength and directly proportional to the clock
drive strength. This revealed that the quantum coher-
ent regime of the clock, in principle, could attain the
unbounded growth in precision permitted by the KUR.

On the experimental side, we measured the precision
of the clock in both the coherent and incoherent regimes,
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and always found the KUR to be satisfied. This consti-
tuted an experimental test of a kinetic uncertainty re-
lation for any quantum system. In the quantum jump
regime, we found excellent quantitative agreement be-
tween the theory and experiment for the clock’s precision,
despite the slight discrepancy in the measured tick times
and their variance. In the quantum coherent regime, the
experimental results qualitatively behaved according to
the theory, but due to systematic noise that could not be
accounted for, we did not get strict quantitative agree-
ment between the theory and experiment. It remains
an open problem for future work to obtain experimental
confirmation of the theoretically predicted linear growth
of the precision in the quantum coherent regime since it
would demonstrate that quantum clock precision can in
principle be enhanced even in situations where quantum
measurement backaction degrades it.

It is interesting to note that for the incoherent regime
of our quantum clock, we theoretically and experimen-
tally found that at sufficiently large drive strengths the
precision was saturated, while for the incoherent quan-
tum clock model in Ref. [5], they theoretically found that
at sufficiently large drive strengths the accuracy was sat-
urated. [77] In contrast, the quantum coherent regime of
our clock theoretically showed a precision with no upper
bound—ignoring practical considerations.

Regarding the possibility of technological applications,
the particular clock that we studied here is not fully
amenable to microscale integration due to the require-
ments of a coherent drive and homodyne measurement.
However, we note that recent theoretical work [78] has
shown that the coherent drive could, in principle, be re-
placed by a suitably engineered coupling to the environ-
ment. Further consideration of how to engineer a full
microscale quantum coherent clock inclusive of the mea-
surement apparatus remains an open problem.

Finally, in this work, we have demonstrated that cur-
rent superconducting circuit technology is capable of per-
forming tests of KURs in the quantum domain. This en-
courages consideration of how this platform may be used
to perform further such tests. While the KURs in such
tests are necessarily particular to the system at hand, the
underlying theoretical ideas that are used for their deriva-
tion are more general in applicability, and each test of a
particular KUR provides further validation of those more
general ideas. It is for this reason that experimental tests
of KURs are of broad fundamental importance.
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Appendix A: Theory

1. Adiabatic Elimination and Energy Dissipation

A simplified description of Eq. (2) based on the adia-
batic elimination of the field gives insight into the mech-
anism of the clock and its thermodynamic properties. In
the absence of the dispersive coupling, the steady-state
field inside the driven cavity is given by a coherent state
with amplitude

α0 = −2iE

κ
(A1)

It is thus useful to move to a displacement picture using
a canonical transformation ρc → ρ′c = D(α0)ρcD

†(α0),
where D(α) is the usual displacement operator. In this
picture, the field remains close to the vacuum state, and
we may use the approximation

ρ′c(t) ≈ ρ00 ⊗ |0⟩⟨0| + ρ01 ⊗ |0⟩⟨1|
+ ρ10 ⊗ |1⟩⟨0| + ρ11 ⊗ |1⟩⟨1|, (A2)

where the ρjk are operators that act only on the atom
Hilbert space. The reduced density for the qubit is
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ρA = ρ00 + ρ11. The conditional master equation in the
displacement picture is given approximately by

dρA = − iΩ[σx, ρA]dt− i∆[σz, ρA]dt

+ γD[σ−]ρAdt + ΓD[σz]ρAdt

−
√

ΓH[σz]ρAdW (t), (A3)

where g = χ|α0|, ∆ = χ|α0|2, and Γ = 4g2/κ. The term
proportional to ∆ describes the detuning of the qubit due
to the average photon number in the uncoupled cavity;
that is, ∆ is the effective Stark shift of the qubit due
to the dispersive interaction with the cavity field. Note
that, as both Γ and ∆ are linear in the mean photon
number in the cavity, Γ = 4χ∆. The rate of decay of the
off-diagonal matrix elements, in the eigenstates of σz, is
2Γ.

The average field emitted by the cavity is given by

⟨aout(t)⟩ = − g√
κ
⟨σz(t)⟩ . (A4)

This has units such that the average intensity

⟨a†out(t)aout(t)⟩ has units of photons per second. The
measured homodyne photocurrent at the output field is
given, in the long-time limit, by

Jx(t)dt = g
√
η⟨σz⟩cdt +

√
κdW (t), (A5)

where the conditional average is computed using ρ′c(t)
and η is the efficiency of the homodyne detection.

Expanding the atomic density operator in the Pauli
basis, the master equation is equivalent to the stochastic
differential equations

dX = −2∆Y dt− γ2Xdt (A6)

dY = 2∆Xdt− 2ΩZdt− γ2Y dt (A7)

dZ = 2ΩY dt− γ(1 + Z)dt− 2
√

Γ(1 − Z2)dW(A8)

where γ2 = γ/2 + 2Γ is the transverse decay rate of the
conditional polarization. The spontaneous emission rate
in our experiment is very small, and we ignore it so that
γ2 = 2Γ.

The unconditional dynamics is obtained by averaging
over the noise. This means that the equations of mo-
tion for the unconditional state are found by setting the
last term in Eq. (A8) to zero. If we change variables to
X̄, Ȳ , Z̄ by a rotation around the Y axis of angle θ such
that cos(θ) = Ω/Ω̃, where Ω̃ =

√
Ω2 + ∆2, we find that

conservative dynamics describe precession around the Z̄
axis at rate 2Ω̃. This is the effective Rabi frequency in the
model. The inclusion of damping modifies this frequency
slightly. The exact value is given by the imaginary part of
the eigenvalues of the dynamics for X,Y, Z. The uncon-
ditional dynamics exhibits either underdamped dynam-
ics (damped oscillations) or overdamped dynamics. This
corresponds to a change of the eigenvalues from complex
to real as Γ is varied. In the case of ∆ = 0, complex
roots occur for Ω > Γ/2. In the conditional dynamics,

we expect sustained, but noisy, oscillatory dynamics to
correspond to the underdamped regime in the uncondi-
tional dynamics.

As both ∆ and Γ depend on n0 = |α0|2, the mean
photon number in the cavity, it is of interest to determine
the dependence of the effective Rabi frequency, 2Ω̃, on n0.
In units of the cavity linewidth, we see that

Γ

κ
= 4

(χ
κ

)2

n0 (A9)

∆

κ
=

(χ
κ

)
n0 (A10)

The full cavity-qubit dynamics using a full numerical
simulation of the complete system with experimentally
realistic parameters is shown in Fig. 9 . We numerically
integrate Eq. (2) and apply low-pass filtering to resolve
the clock signal. The maximum cavity occupation in the
simulations is set at ten photons. Computational con-
straints make going much higher than this difficult as
the size of the Hilbert space becomes too large. The sim-
ulations are performed with QuTiP [70, 71].

We obtain the Rabi oscillation clock regime by set-
ting E/2π = 0.25. We depict these simulations in the
top panel of Fig. 10, which shows that the resulting
conditional dynamics of the qubit population [⟨σz⟩c(t)]
has noisy oscillations, and the cavity field x̂ quadrature
[⟨a+ a†⟩c(t)] tracks the evolution of ⟨σz⟩c(t). The cavity
emission power spectrum [S(ω) =

∫
⟨a†(τ)a(0)⟩e−iωτdτ ]

shown in the lower panel of Fig. 10 verifies that the Rabi
oscillations do not decay with time.

We can enter the quantum jump regime by increasing
the cavity drive strength to E/2π = 0.6 while keeping the
other parameters the same. An illustration is shown in
the top panel of Fig. 11. The corresponding cavity emis-
sion power spectrum S(ω) =

∫
⟨a†(τ)a(0)⟩e−iωτdτ shown

in Fig. 11 reveals that the spectral weight is peaked
around zero, confirming the suppression of Rabi oscilla-
tions.

2. First Passage Time in the Oscillatory Dynamics

We first consider the underdamped case, for which
noisy oscillations occur in the measured current. In our
experiment, the spontaneous emission rate for the qubit
is very low: γ/κ = 0.000 56. Therefore, once n0 ̸= 0,
the irreversible dynamics of the qubit is dominated by
the dephasing arising from the dispersive measurement.
Using our parameters, the condition for underdamped
motion is Ω > Γ/2 (corresponding to complex eigenval-
ues in the unconditional dynamics when ∆ = 0). In
terms of the mean photon number in the cavity, this im-
plies that Ω > 2(χ/κ)2κn0. In terms of the driving field,
Ω > 8χ2|E0|2/κ3. We call this the weak measurement
limit. Loosely speaking, we can say that in this limit, the
driving power responsible for quantum coherence exceeds
the energy dissipated due to the measurement channel.
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FIG. 10. (Top) When the cavity output of the supercon-
ducting device is continuously measured with the scheme of
Fig. 1, as simulated with Eq. (2), the qubit exhibits noisy
oscillations in its conditional long-time dynamics for a cavity
drive strength of E/2π = 0.25. Here the system parame-
ters are (in megahertz) given by χ = 2, γ = 0.2, κ = 1,
Ω = 1, and η = 0.2. The expectation value of the moni-
tored cavity quadrature, ⟨a+ a†⟩c(t), closely tracks the qubit
population dynamics, ⟨σz⟩c(t). (Bottom) The cavity emission
power spectrum is obtained from the top figure. The positive
frequencies of the power spectrum are a measure of the oscil-
lator’s capacity to absorb energy, while the negative frequency
part is a measure of its capacity to emit energy; the asymme-
try in the spectrum merely indicates the driven nature of the
cavity. The cavity emission power spectrum clearly shows the
Rabi oscillations of the qubit imprinted on the cavity field in
the long-time limit.

If we neglect spontaneous emission in the stochastic
differential equations, Eqs. (A6-A8), the conditional
state remains on the Bloch sphere. We thus change
to spherical polar coordinates for the unit sphere. The

FIG. 11. (Top) When the cavity drive is sufficiently large
(here E/2π = 0.6), the measurement on the qubit becomes
strong enough to give rise to the quantum Zeno effect, and
the qubit exhibits quantum jumps between its ground and
excited states. Here the system parameters are in megahertz
and given by χ = 2, γ = 0.2, κ = 1, Ω = 1, and η = 0.2.
(Bottom) Here the peak at zero indicates a high degree of
correlation between the system’s current state and its near
future state; given the Zeno dynamics, this makes sense as
the dynamics are largely frozen except for when there is a
sudden jump to the other state. In contrast to the case of
Rabi oscillations (see Fig. (10)), in the quantum jump regime,
the spectral weight of the cavity field output is peaked around
zero. The positive frequencies are a measure of the oscillator’s
capacity to absorb energy, while the negative frequencies are
a measure of its capacity to emit energy; the asymmetry in
the spectrum is due to the driven nature of the cavity.

stochastic differential equations then become

dϕ = 2∆dt− 2Ω cot θ cosϕdt (A11)

dθ = −2Ω sinϕdt + 2
√

Γ sin θdW (A12)
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The noise is multiplicative, as it must be: it turns off
when Z2 = 1. However, we can approximate this with
linear noise as follows.

In the case that ∆ << Ω, the orbit is mostly confined
to the Y -Z plane (precession around the X axis), so we
set ϕ = π/2, and then to a good approximation

dθ = −2Ωdt + 2
√

Γ sin θdW. (A13)

In the weak measurement limit defined above we have
small

√
Γ/Ω, and the noise can therefore be linearized by

replacing sin θ by its rms value over one cycle so that

dθ = −2Ωdt + σdW, (A14)

where σ =
√

2Γ. A similar equation describes the phase
diffusion on a classical limit cycle used in conventional
clocks. However, in that case, σ is proportional to tem-
perature [6], while here the phase diffusion is entirely due
to quantum measurement noise.

The statistics of the period can now be determined by
the distribution of the first passage time to move through
an angle of 2π. This distribution is the inverse Gaussian
distribution (also known as the Wald distribution), given
by [73]

P (T ) =

√
2π

σ2T 3
exp

[
− (2π − 2ΩT )2

2σ2T

]
. (A15)

3. First Passage Time in the Jump Dynamics

We now turn to the quantum jump regime, where the
clock signal is an aperiodic Markov jump process. To
see this, we note that this requires a fast measurement
rate (Γ) such that the unconditional dynamics is under-
damped. Thus we require 2Ω < Γ, or in terms of the
cavity driving field, Ω < 8χ2|E0|2/κ3. In this case, the
measurement rate Γ is large, and the qubit is rapidly de-
phased. Loosely speaking, we can say that in this limit,
the energy dissipated due to the measurement channel
exceeds the driving power responsible for quantum co-
herence. We can then approximate the master equation
in Eq. (A3) with a classical Markov stochastic process
for the occupation probabilities. This is given by

dp1
dt

= −νp1 + µp0, (A16)

where

µ =
2Ω2

γ + 4∆2/γ
, (A17)

ν = γ + µ. (A18)

This is a discrete homogeneous Markov process with
transition 0 → 1 occurring at rate µ, and the transition
1 → 0 occurring at rate ν. The stochastic differential for

the stochastic mean of σz is thus

dZ(t) = (1 − Z)dN+(t) − (1 + Z)dN−(t), (A19)

where dN±(t) are Poisson point processes such that
E [dN+(t)] = µdt and E [dN−(t)] = νdt.

This is like a quantum version of a Mach thermal clock
[79]. The period of the clock (T ) is defined as the time
taken for two transitions to bring the clock back to the
same state. The probability distribution is given by

P (T ) =
µν

ν − µ
(e−µT − e−νT ) (A20)

It is the same regardless of which state, Z(0) = ±1, is
taken as the start of the period. In the limit ν → µ, this
becomes

P (T ) = µ2Te−µT . (A21)

The mean and variance of this distribution are

E[T ] =
2

µ
, Var[T ] =

2

µ2
. (A22)

4. Uncertainty relation for the FPT

At it’s core, all of the bounds stem from the quantum
Fisher information and the Cramer-Rao inequality. Now
we introduce some parameters (θ) that allow us to asso-
ciate changes in the system dynamics with changes in θ.
Here θ is a list of numbers that could be used to indicate
when jumps or other dynamical events occur. To derive
an inequality for the FPT, the Liouvillian is parameter-
ized according to [66]

H → (1 + θ)H L →
√

1 + θL , (A23)

where H = Ωσx and L =
√

Γσz, and we have assumed
γ to be negligibly small. This parameterization corre-
sponds to quickening and slowing of the system dynamics
and can be viewed as scaling all the parameters according
to Eq. (9). Importantly, this allows us to parameterize
the Liouvillian in terms of

L → LθL,θR , (A24)

where we introduce parameters for the left and right
eigenstates of L. Here, for simplicity, we assume that
there is only a single θ = θ1 = θ2 for both the left and
right eigenstates, but the result in Ref. [76] holds for
a general number. As shown in Ref. [76], the QFI can
written as

IQ(0) = 4TRe{∂θL∂θRλ(θL, θR)}|θL=θR=0 , (A25)

where λ(θL, θR) corresponds to the dominant eigenvalue
that coincides with the eigenvalue of the steady state ρss
in the unperturbed dynamics. We can now substitute
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this back into the Cramer-Rao bound and evaluate it.
Then, the QFI can be evaluated over an average single
cycle T = E[τ ] [66, 76]

IQ(0) = E[τ ] (N + Q) , (A26)

where both of these terms can be evaluated using the
steady state of L: ρss = I/2. This yields

N = tr
{
L†Lρss

}
= Γ , (A27)

which is called the dynamical activity of the uncondi-
tional master equation [66]. The second term, written in
vectorized notation, is

Q = −4
(
⟨I| K1L+K2 |ρss⟩ + ⟨I| K2L+K1 |ρss⟩

)
(A28)

=
4
[
Γ2∆2 +

(
∆2 + Ω2

)2]
ΓΩ2

, (A29)

where K1ρ = −iHρ+(L†ρL−L†Lρ)/2 and K2ρ = iρH+
(L†ρL − ρL†L)/2 are two superoperators and L+ is the
Drazin inverse, which is directly related to the Moore-
Penrose inverse. Bringing these together and doing a
little rearranging, we can now define the right-hand side
of the inequality:

Var[τ ]

(∂θEθ[τ ])2|θ=0
≥ 1

E [τ ] (N + Q)
. (A30)

We want to study this inequality for both the oscilla-
tor and jump regimes, but we begin with the oscillator
regime (Γ < 2Ω). Now we want to compute ∂θEθ[τ ] for
the inverse Gaussian (Eq. (4)). Using the parameteriza-
tion in Eq. (9) this yields

Eθ[T ] =
1

1 + θ

∫ ∞

0

dT ′T ′
√

π

ΓT ′3 exp

(
− (π − ΩT ′)2

ΓT ′

)
,

(A31)

where we have introduced the change of variable T ′ =
(1 + θ)T . Thus, we can easily show that

∂θEθ[T ]|θ=0 = −E[T ] , (A32)

which can now be substituted back into the Cramer-Rao
bound (Eq. (8)) to yield Eq. (12). We note that Eq.
(A32) is valid for any inverse Gaussian distribution of T ,
not only that given in Eq. (4), and therefore applies to
any quantum clock where T obeys an inverse Gaussian
distribution.

In the jump regime (Γ > 2Ω), we know that the dy-
namics is much better approximated by a Poisson process
and is given by Eq. (6). Now we want to compute ∂θEθ[τ ]
using the transformation in Eq. (9), which yields

Eθ[τ ] =
1

1 + θ

∫ ∞

0

T ′µ2T ′e−µT ′
(A33)

where we have again used the transformation T ′ = (1 +

θ)T . This again yields

∂θEθ[T ]|θ=0 = −E[T ] , (A34)

which can now be substituted back into the Cramer-Rao
bound to yield Eq. (12).

Appendix B: Experimental details

1. Qubit tuning

In the experiment, the transmon qubit frequency at
the symmetry point (where qubit frequency is maximum
and decoherence due to flux noise is minimal) is 6.1 GHz,
and the longitudinal (T1) and transverse (T2) relaxation
times of the qubit are respectively 10 and 15µs. In or-
der to increase the T1 of the qubit, we tune the qubit
frequency down to 4.75 GHz. This reduces the dispersive
shift (χ/2π) from 2.5 MHz to 340 kHz, and changes T1

and T2 to the values given in the main text.

2. Qubit drive amplitude calibration

Here we discuss how we calibrate the qubit drive am-
plitude to the Rabi oscillation frequency. At a given
qubit drive amplitude, we perform a fitting to each time-
domain trace of the Rabi oscillations in a large ensem-
ble of traces. Each fitting yields a Rabi frequency, and
the ensemble average of these Rabi frequencies yields the
value of the Rabi frequency that is assigned to the given
qubit drive amplitude. Fig. 12 shows that this results
in a linear relationship between the qubit drive ampli-
tude and the assigned Rabi frequencies. An alternative
calibration (see Appendix B 4) at a different set of qubit
drives and with fitting in the frequency domain yields
the same slope (and zero offset). This confirms that the
calibration of the qubit drive amplitude is reliable.

3. Spectrum of the oscillations in the weak
measurement regime

With the time traces acquired in the weak measure-
ment regime, the PSD trace is obtained by averaging
multiple fast Fourier transforms (FFTs). Each FFT is
taken over a 250-ms time trace. To average enough FFTs
for a high-fidelity spectral density, we require less than
five minutes’ worth of data. This is a vast improvement
over the tens of hours of averaged data required in a pre-
vious work [22]. Fig. 13 is an example of an unprocessed
PSD trace. By fitting the noise floor to a polynomial
function, we subtract the JPA-response-dominated noise
floor and get the PSD of Rabi oscillations under weak
measurement in Fig. 2 in the main text.



14

0.000 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008
Drive Amplitude (V)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(M

Hz
)

FIG. 12. The Rabi frequency extracted from fitting the Rabi
oscillations in the time domain to each trace in a large ensem-
ble and taking the ensemble average is linearly proportional to
the drive amplitude, and the slope is the same as that found
with the single-trace fitting in Fig. 14.
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FIG. 13. Example of a raw PSD trace with 0.22 photons for
the weak measurement, which is processed to be a trace in
Fig. 2. The red line represents the PSD trace obtained from
the FFT of the time trace and the blue line represents the
fitting to the JPA-dominated noise floor using a polynomial
function.

4. Rabi oscillation frequencies in the weak
measurement regime

By fitting the Lorentzian function to the PSD traces
corresponding to a cavity occupation of 0.28 in Fig. 2
in the main text, the oscillation frequencies of the cav-
ity output signal are obtained. We plot the frequencies
versus the qubit drive amplitudes in Fig. 14 and find a
linear relation. The linear fit returns a slope the same as
the slope in the qubit drive amplitude calibration in Fig.
12.
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FIG. 14. Rabi oscillation frequencies extracted from the
Lorentzian fit in the weak measurement PSDs in Fig. 2 for
0.28 readout resonator photon occupation.

5. Photon-number calibration

The dispersive shift 2χ of the readout cavity frequency
between the qubit’s ground and excited states is deter-
mined using pulsed cavity spectroscopy. The pulsed cav-
ity spectroscopy measures the cavity transmission spec-
trum with and without a π pulse. The result in Fig. 15
shows that χ/2π is 340 kHz.

The average intracavity photon number is calibrated
with a modified Ramsey measurement, where the free
evolution between the two π/2 pulses is replaced with
a square pulse into the readout resonator. This mea-
surement can simultaneously give the ac Stark shift
(∆ac = χn̄) and measurement-induced dephasing rate
(Γ = 4χ2n̄/κ) of the qubit [80]. By sweeping the power
of the square pulse, we are able to independently mea-
sure the two proportionality constants of the ac Stark
shift and measurement-induced dephasing on the power
of the square pulsed injected into the cavity. The ratio of
the two proportionality constants from the equations is
κ/(4χ), and the result from the measurements shown in
Fig. 15 gives a ratio of 0.775κ/(4χ), due to fitting errors.
With the verification, we extrapolate the ac Stark shift
line to calibrate the average photon number for a given
input cavity power.

6. Preprocessing for the signal of ⟨a+ a†⟩c(t)

We first rotate the complex data arising from the IQ
mixer at the peak frequency in the PSD of each Rabi os-
cillation to find the phase quadrature that maximizes the
signal-to-noise ratio of the oscillation in one quadrature,
and the other quadrature is neglected. The amplitude of
the data is then shifted by subtracting the mean value.
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FIG. 15. (a) ac Stark shift versus cavity drive power;
(b) measurement-induced dephasing rate versus cavity drive
power.

7. Data processing for the histograms of oscillatory
clock signals

The inverse Gaussian function used to fit the distribu-
tion of the oscillatory clock signal period in Fig. 3 in the
main text is

f(x) =

√
λ

2πx3
exp

[
−λ(x− µ)2

2µ2x

]
, (B1)

where µ is the mean and λ is the spread parameter of
the distribution, which are respectively π/Ω and π/Γ ac-
cording to Eq. (4).

8. Setup

The control and readout microwave pulses from room-
temperature instruments are attenuated inside the refrig-
erator and sent to the qubit chip. The output microwave
signal from the chip is isolated by three circulators and
amplified by a quantum-noise-limited JPA at the mix-
ing chamber stage and a high-electron-mobility transis-
tor amplifier at the 4-K stage. The output signal is fur-
ther amplified and down-converted to 25 MHz with room-
temperature instruments. Then a digitizer card inside a
computer acquires the signal and digitally down-converts
it to a dc signal.
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