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We report on the implementation and detailed modeling of a Josephson parametric amplifier (JPA) made
from an array of eighty superconducting quantum interference devices (SQUIDs), forming a nonlinear
quarter-wave resonator. This device is fabricated using a very simple single-step fabrication process. It
shows a large bandwidth (45 MHz), an operating frequency tunable between 5.9 and 6.8 GHz, and a
large input saturation power (−117 dBm) when biased to obtain 20 dB of gain. Despite the length of the
SQUID array being comparable to the wavelength, we present a model based on an effective nonlinear
LC series resonator that quantitatively describes these figures of merit without fitting parameters. Our
work illustrates the advantage of using array-based JPA since a single-SQUID device showing the same
bandwidth and resonant frequency would display a saturation power 15 dB lower.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gain, bandwidth, and noise performance ultimately dic-
tate the quantum efficiency and speed of quantum mea-
surements performed at microwave frequencies in the
circuit quantum electrodynamics architecture. Improving
these three properties of an amplifier has been the driving
force for Josephson-junction-based amplifier design and
characterization, including significant work optimizing
bandwidth [1,2], pump rejection using flux or nondegen-
erate pumping schemes [3–8], and realizing directionality
in the amplification process [9–11]. Josephson-junction-
based parametric amplifiers utilize the intrinsic nonlinear-
ity of the junction as the basis for parametric wave mixing.
Controlling the type and strength of this nonlinearity has
been the focus of several amplifier designs since this quan-
tity imposes the input saturation power (characterized as
the 1-dB compression point) of such amplifiers [12–18].
Moreover, when the strength of the nonlinearity reaches
a few percent of the operating frequency of the device,
higher-order effects lead to imperfect squeezing and non-
quantum-limited performance [19–21]. However, it is only
very recently that the fourth-order nonlinearity or Kerr
nonlinearity was identified as the main cause of Joseph-
son parametric amplifier saturation [17]. In their work, Liu
et al. did not manage to relate the effective nonlinearity
of their Josephson junction amplifier to the actual circuit
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model. This outstanding goal was achieved soon after in
the case of the SNAIL parametric amplifier, a Josephson
device operated in a three-wave mixing mode [18]. In this
article, we present a parametric amplifier based on four-
wave mixing. The subtlety here is that the nonlinearity
at the root of parametric amplification is the same as the
one causing saturation. Our device is formed by a high-
impedance Josephson metamaterial—an array of N = 80
SQUIDs—that forms a λ/4 nonlinear resonator [22–25].
The dispersion relation of this SQUIDs array, obtained
via two-tone spectroscopy, is fitted using a long-range
Coulomb interaction or “remote ground” model [26], lead-
ing to independently inferred values of the circuit com-
ponents (capacitances and SQUIDs’ critical current). We
show that the amplifier can be quantitatively described by
an effective nonlinear LC series resonator with a resonant
frequency near the first resonant mode of the array. We
report a good quantitative agreement between the satura-
tion power of this Josephson parametric amplifier (JPA)
and a model without fitting parameters. According to this
theory, the 80-SQUID array yields a 15-dB improvement
over a comparable single SQUID device.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present an effective model and review the basic description
of our device as a single-port degenerate Josephson para-
metric amplifier and, in Sec. III, we discuss how arrays
of SQUIDs can effectively reduce the nonlinearity of the
device, leading to increased saturation power. In Sec. IV,
we present the device and Sec. V describes its properties
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in the linear regime. Gain and saturation are reported in
Sec. VI, while we discuss the main results in Sec. VII.

II. MODEL

Our device (see Fig. 1) can be modeled as an effective
single-port, degenerate Josephson parametric amplifier
employing a nonlinearity of the Kerr type. The circuit can
be described by the Hamiltonian of a nonlinear resonator:

HJPA = �ωeffA†A + �
Keff

2
(
A†)2

A2, (1)

where A is the annihilation operator of the intraresonator
field. It is characterized by an effective resonant frequency
ωeff, a nonlinearity or self-Kerr coefficient Keff, and a cou-
pling rate to a transmission line κeff. The link between the
circuit model and these effective parameters is explained in
Sec. V. The JPA is powered by a monochromatic current
pump. The physics of such degenerate Josephson para-
metric amplifiers has been explained in great detail in
various articles [2,19,21,27]. We recall here the main equa-
tions, following the approach of Eichler and Wallraff [14].
The dynamics of the circuit is inferred using conventional
input-output theory:

Ȧ = −iωeffA − iKeffA†AA − κeff

2
A + √

κeffAin, (2)

(a)

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the JPA based on an array of 80 SQUIDs.
We highlight the capacitance Cout between the last superconduct-
ing pad and the ground and the parasitic shunt capacitance Cs
between the input/output pad and the last superconducting pad.
Enlargement: SEM image of seven identical SQUIDs, where a
single junction has an area of 10.7 × 0.370 μm. (b) Effective LC
series nonlinear resonator.

with Ain the input field coupled with rate κeff. The bound-
ary conditions of the resonator are taken into account via
the equation Aout = √

κeffA − Ain, where Aout is the output
field. Next, we assume that A = α + â, where α is a clas-
sical part (referring to the strong coherent pump) and â is
the signal that we treat quantum mechanically. To obtain
the gain of the amplifier we follow a two-step procedure:
we first solve for the classical field α while setting 〈â〉 = 0
and then we use a linearization of the equation of motion
for â around this working point (see Appendix E for a
detailed derivation). This leads to the standard equation of
a parametric amplifier:

âout(�) = gS,�âin(�) + gI ,�â†
in(−�). (3)

The operators âin(�) and âout(�) are the Fourier com-
ponents of the input and outputs signals, where � is the
dimensionless frequency detuning � = (ωp − ωsignal)/κ

from the pump frequency. Equation (3) illustrates the link
between the output signal and the inputs at signal (�) and
idler (−�) frequencies. Signal and idler gain (gS,� and
gI ,�, respectively) are expressed as

gS,� = −1 + i(δ − 2ξαn − �) + 1
2

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
(4a)

gI ,� = −iξαne2iφ

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
, (4b)

with λ± = 1
2 ±

√
((ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)) (a complete deriva-

tion is given in Appendix E). Both of them encompass
the dimensionless detuning δ between the pump and bare
resonator frequencies, ξα the product between the nonlin-
earity and the pump power, n the normalized number of
pump photons in the cavity, φ the phase difference between
the pump and the signal, and �. The exact expressions for
these parameters are given in Appendix E. |gS,�|2 is plot-
ted in Fig. 2, using the parameters of our amplifier, as a
function of the pump power and pump frequency for zero
detuning between the pump and the signal (� = 0). We
define the optimal pump frequency fp ,opt as the one which
maximizes the gain for a given pump power, as shown in
Eq. (4). �fp = fp − fp ,opt is a frequency shift from optimal
pumping conditions. As illustrated in the inset of Fig. 2,
�fp as small as 5 MHz leads to a reduction of the gain
in excess of 1 dB. This observation is at the heart of JPA
saturation [17], since an input power of ns signal photons
per second leads to a shift �fp ≈ ns × Keff/κeff Hertz from
optimal pumping frequency, thus leading to a drop of the
maximum expected gain. This qualitative explanation will
be further formalized in Sec. VI and it can be shown that
the input saturation power of JPA increases linearly with
the ratio κeff/|Keff| [14]. Maximizing this ratio, and thus
minimizing the nonlinear self-Kerr term Keff, is therefore
of prime importance.
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FIG. 2. Theoretical maximum signal gain |gS,�|2 versus pump
power and pump frequency for signal detuning � = 0. Larger
gain requires larger pump power and lower pump frequency.
The inset shows the gain versus frequency for three different
pump configurations as indicated by the markers. The maximum
expected gain for a given pump power (white square) is reduced
when the pump frequency is slightly detuned from this optimal
point (circle and cross).

III. DECREASING NONLINEARITY USING
ARRAYS

Because reduced Keff is important to improve dynami-
cal range, several methods have been introduced to reduce
nonlinearity in parametric amplifiers. One first option is
to use the intrinsic nonlinearity of superconductors such
as niobium [28], NbN [29], or granular aluminum [30],
since they often come with very weak nonlinearities span-
ning from 20 mHz to 30 kHz for resonators in the GHz
range. However, these nonlinearities are so weak that
extremely large pump powers are required, resulting in
experimental challenges. Another option is to dilute the
nonlinearity of a single Josephson junction into a larger
and linear resonator [15,31]. However, in this case, the
Josephson junction is not purely phase-biased anymore
and the usual quartic approximation used to treat the
Josephson potential has a limited validity [14,21]. Already
in the early days of Josephson parametric amplifiers, it
was recognized that using an array of N Josephson junc-
tions could be beneficial [22]. In this case, the total
phase drop 
tot (or equivalently the voltage drop) occurs
across the whole array and not across a single junction.
Thus, the nonlinearity is divided by N since each junc-
tion experiences a phase drop 
tot/N (see Appendix B for

a derivation). This idea can be pushed further by fabri-
cating an array of N Josephson junctions with a critical
current N times larger; the nonlinearity is then divided
by N 2 [14,15,32]. However, the approximation that each
junction experiences a 
tot/N phase drop loses valid-
ity when the system becomes very large, reaching a size
comparable to the wavelength of the microwave signal.
In this case, propagating effects should be accounted for
properly.

To do so, we start by defining the normal modes of
the circuit and then treat the nonlinearity perturbatively
as described in previous works [33–35]. Each SQUID
is considered as an LC parallel oscillator, described by
CJ and LJ . However, describing the chain as a standard
transmission line as it is routinely done, where every LC
oscillator is shunted to the ground via a ground capaci-
tance Cg , is not the most appropriate description for our
system. Given that the distance between the chain and
the ground plane is comparable or greater than the modes
wavelength [see Fig. 1(a)], the screening of the charges
by the ground plane cannot be considered as local. Capaci-
tive effects between SQUIDs must be accounted for via the
long-range part of the Coulomb interaction. We follow the
procedure described by Krupko et al. [26] to take this long-
range interaction into consideration. This remote ground
model gives results closer to the experiment than the stan-
dard transmission line model (see Appendix D). Although
this remote ground model is more complex than the stan-
dard model, there is still only one parameter describing
the screening effect: it is no longer the ground capacitance
Cg but a characteristic length of the long-range Coulomb
interaction preventing a divergence of the model, called a0.
In the description of the capacitive effects in our amplifier,
we also consider that the chain is terminated by a metal-
lic pad, creating an additional capacitance to ground Cout
and a shunt capacitance Cs together with the input trans-
mission line [see Fig. 1(a)]. More specifically, the system
is modeled by considering the Lagrangian L of the chain,
where the fluxes 
n between each SQUID are taken as
coordinates. This Lagrangian reads

L =
N−1∑

n=0

CJ

2
(
̇n+1 − 
̇n)

2 −
N−1∑

n=0

1
2LJ

(
n+1 − 
n)
2

+
N−1∑

n=1

Cg,nn

2

̇2

n +
N−1∑

n=1

N−1∑

i�=n

Cg,ni

2
(
̇2

n − 
̇2
i )

+ Cout

2

̇2

N + Cs

2

̇2

N (5)

where N is the number of SQUIDs in the chain and
Cg,ni are the elements of a generalized ground capacitance
matrix. We define a new set of variables to describe the
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system, the charge Qn, and its conjugate In at each node n:

Qn = ∂L
∂
̇n

In = ∂L
∂
n

.
(6)

These new variables lead to capacitance and inductance
matrices (Ĉ and L̂, respectively):

�Q = Ĉ �̇

�I = L̂−1 �
.

(7)

From these matrices, we can define the angular frequency
matrix �̂ as

�̂2 = −Ĉ−1L̂−1. (8)

The eigenvalues ω2
n and eigenvectors of the matrix �̂2

define, respectively, the resonant frequency and the wave
profile of each mode n of the chain. It allows the definition
of an effective capacitance Ceff,n and an effective induc-
tance Leff,n for each mode n:

Ceff,n = �ϕT
n Ĉ �ϕn

L−1
eff,n = �ϕT

n L̂−1 �ϕn.
(9)

With this linear model, we now treat the Kerr nonlin-
earity of the chain. The Josephson nonlinearity can be
reintroduced as a perturbation of the linear Hamiltonian,
by developing the cosine of the Josephson potential up to
fourth order [26]. By applying the rotating wave approx-
imation (RWA), one can rewrite the full Hamiltonian
as

Ĥ =
∑

n

�ωna†
nan −

∑

n

�

2
Knna†

nana†
nan

−
∑

n,m

�

2
Knma†

nana†
mam, (10)

where Knn and Knm are the self- and cross-Kerr coefficients,
respectively:

Knn = 2�π4EJ ηnnnn


4
0C2

J ω
2
n

Knm = 4�π4EJ ηnnmm


4
0C2

J ωnωm
.

(11)

ηnnmm takes into account the spatial variation of the phase
across the chain and EJ = ϕ2

o/LJ is the Josephson energy

of a single SQUID. Given that ηnnmm depends only on cir-
cuit parameters of the chain, the Kerr nonlinearities of the
modes are fully predictable. To describe the effect of the
transmission line connected to the array and the resulting
external quality factor, we model this λ/4 resonator as an
effective nonlinear series LC circuit [see Fig. 1(b)] close to
its resonance. From now on, we drop the index n since we
only consider the first mode. Using the effective inductance
and capacitance defined previously, we can then easily
define an effective resonant frequency ωeff = 1/

√
LeffCeff,

an effective external quality factor Qeff = √
Leff/Ceff/Zc,

and an effective coupling rate κeff = ωeff/Qeff, as is very
commonly done in microwave engineering [36]. The accu-
racy of this mapping relies on a precise determination of
the capacitance and inductance matrices. Using a combi-
nation of electromagnetic simulations and two-tone mea-
surements, we manage to infer precisely Ĉ and L̂ as will be
explained later.

IV. SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

The JPA presented in this work is made of 80 SQUIDs,
obtained using a bridge-free fabrication technique [37].
It is fabricated on a 300-μm-thick, single-side-polished,
intrinsic silicon wafer. The backside of the wafer is met-
alized using a sandwich of titanium (10 nm) and gold
(200 nm). The array is connected galvanically to a 50 �

microstrip transmission line on one side and to a super-
conducting pad on the other side [Fig. 1(a)]. Such a design
presents two main advantages. It can be fabricated in one
single electronic lithography step and, since no super-
conducting ground plane is involved, flux-trapping pos-
sibilities and the effect of Meissner currents are strongly
reduced. The associated circuit parameters are CJ = 370
fF, a0 = 4.3 μm, Cout = 24.7 fF, and Cs = 1 fF. Finally,
LJ = 165 pH at zero magnetic flux, which translates into a
critical current of Ic = 2 μA for each SQUID. LJ remains
larger than the kinetic inductance of the aluminum wires
connecting the SQUIDs. We estimate this stray inductance
to be Lstray = 30 pH. Ensuring Lstray � LJ is important
to the validity of our model [Fig. 1(b)]. CJ is inferred
via the size of the junctions and the capacitance density
45 fF/μm2 [38]. The values of Cout and Cs are obtained
using electromagnetic simulation software. LJ and a0 are
determined from the dispersion relation of the array, as
explained in Sec. V.

V. CHARACTERIZATION IN THE LINEAR
REGIME

The device is measured using a conventional cryogenic
microwave measurement setup (see Appendix A). The lin-
ear properties of the JPA are inferred by measuring the
reflected phase of the microwave signal at zero flux and
low power [Fig. 3(c)]. The fit of the phase shift yields
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(a)

(b) (c)

dc

dc

FIG. 3. (a) dc flux modulation of the phase of the reflected
signal. (b) Dispersion relation of the SQUID array for the first
modes. Blue stars are the solution of the matrix computation
and black diamonds show experimental data. (c) Cut of (a) at
zero magnetic flux, where the experimental data are fitted by an
arctangent.

ωexp/2π = 7.07 GHz and Qexp = 19. The resonant fre-
quency of the JPA can be adjusted over a broad frequency
range when flux-biasing the SQUID array [Fig. 3(a)]. We
note the smooth behavior of the device during flux tun-
ing, despite the presence of the SQUID array. We attribute
this stability to the absence of the superconducting ground
plane. We can go one step further in the characteriza-
tion of the device and obtain the dispersion relation of
the array using two-tone spectroscopy [34,39]. The higher-
order resonant frequencies of the device are presented
in Fig. 3(b). Fitting these data using the circuit model
presented in Sec. III, we can determine LJ and a0 inde-
pendently. Plugging these values into the effective model
introduced before, we obtain the values Leff = 21 nH,
Ceff = 24 fF, and Keff = 80 kHz. These values translate to
an effective resonant frequency ωeff/2π = 7.08 GHz and
an effective external quality factor Qeff = 19 in very good
agreement with the measured values. We note that this
external quality factor is much smaller than internal quality
factors Qint ∼ 104 that we measured in devices fabricated
using the same procedure [26]. This result justifies that
internal losses can be safely neglected in our model. In the

next section, we will use the value of Keff to explain the
measured gain, bandwidth, and 1-dB compression point of
the JPA without any free parameters.

VI. GAIN AND INPUT SATURATION POWER

In Fig. 4(a), we present the gain of the amplifier versus
frequency at various pump powers. We measure a −3-
dB bandwidth of �f = 45 MHz at 20 dB of gain. All
these gain curves can be explained by Eq. (3) using only
the above-mentioned effective parameters. Interestingly, it
also provides an accurate calibration of the pump power
at the JPA level and thus of the attenuation of the input
line (see Appendix F). We note that our JPA can be flux
tuned over a band of 900 MHz while reaching Gmax = 20
dB, as shown in Appendix C. Knowing the attenuation
of the input line, the input saturation power of the JPA
is quantified by measuring the maximum gain Gmax as

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. (a) Signal power gain versus signal frequency, with
experimental (dotted lines) and calculated (solid lines) gain at
four different pump powers and frequencies. The theoretical
pump parameters are chosen as follows: the pump frequency is
first set to the one used experimentally. The pump power is then
set to maximize the gain at zero detuning (� = 0), as done experi-
mentally. This process leads to optimal pump biasing conditions,
which can be visualized as the ridge on Fig. 2. These optimal
conditions are (from low gain to high gain) (−81.65 dBm, 6.83
GHz); (−81.12 dBm, 6.80 GHz); (−80.83 dBm, 6.79 GHz);
(−80.57 dBm, 6.78 GHz). The bumps on the right tail of the
experimental amplification curves are due to the normalization
procedure and small losses at zero pump power. (b) Maximum
gain as a function of the input power signal for the four same
pump parameters. The pump powers for the theoretical plots have
been shifted by up to ±0.03 dBm from the optimal pump power
to account for the fact that a very small variation of pump power
translates in a large variation of the gain as explained in the text.
Such shifts are compatible with small drifts in the attenuation of
the input line over the course of one day.
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a function of input power for different gains [Fig. 4(b)].
More specifically, we measure a 1-dB compression point
P1dB = −117 ± 1.4 dBm at 20 dB of gain. This point cor-
responds to the input power at which the amplifier saturates
and the gain is compressed by 1 dB from Gmax. Again, we
show a very good agreement between experiment and the-
ory, without fitting parameters. To describe the saturation
of the JPA, the number of signal photons inside the JPA
must be taken into account while the pump is on. To do
so, we add, in a self-consistent approach [14], the terms
2iK〈a†a〉α and iK〈a2〉α∗ to the initial equation of motion
of the intraresonator field (see Appendix E). This correc-
tion to the total number of photons inside the cavity (pump,
signal, and idler), dependent on the signal power, allows
the modeling of the amplifier saturation for a given set of
pump frequencies and powers as plotted in Fig. 4(b). As
will be explained in the next section, this saturation is very
sensitive to the pump biasing conditions.

VII. DISCUSSION

To further illustrate the performance of our device and
the predictive value of our model, we summarize three
important figures of merit of our JPA in Fig. 5. These are
the maximum gain, the −3-dB bandwidth, and the 1-dB
compression point. The maximum gain Gmax at low sig-
nal power and the corresponding −3-dB bandwidth �f
are measured for different pump powers [panels (a) and
(b)]. The gain-bandwidth product remains equal to 450
MHz over this pump power range, as expected from JPA
theory. We now compare the 1-dB compression points
measured at various gains to our theoretical predictions.
Such a plot should be interpreted with great care since a
very small deviation from optimal pump conditions can
lead to variations of P1dB as reported previously [17]. For
example, a pump power variation of 0.03 dBm leads to
a change of up to 3 dBm in P1dB, as illustrated by the
shaded area of Fig. 5(c). To illustrate the advantage of
using SQUID arrays, we also plot what would beP1dB for
a single SQUID JPA as reported in various papers [6,40].
To ensure a meaningful comparison, we choose the param-
eters of this single SQUID JPA so that it displays the same
working frequency (ωexp/2π = 7.07 GHz) and bandwidth
(Qexp = 19) as our array JPA. The self-Kerr coefficient of
such a JPA would be Ksingle/2π = 2.4 MHz (to be com-
pared to Keff/2π = 80 kHz). This result translates into
P1dB,single = −131 dBm at Gmax = 20 dB compared to
P1dB,array = −116 dBm for our array JPA. This 15-dBm
difference reflects directly the ratio of self-Kerr coefficients
since P1dB scales as κeff/|Keff|, as explained previously.
This result illustrates the key advantage of using arrays
to fabricate high-performance JPAs. Finally, we would
like to discuss the data/theory agreement. According to
our microscopic model, P1dB should be −116 dBm, while

(a)

(b)

FIG. 5. Summary of the amplifier characteristics and agree-
ment between experiment (dotted line) and theory for optimal
pumping condition (solid line). (a) Maximum gain and −3-dB
bandwidth (obtained from a Lorentzian fit of the amplification
curve) as a function of the pump frequency. The gain theoretical
line follows the highlighted ridge shown in Fig. 2(b). (b) 1-dB
compression point as a function of the initial maximum gain. The
shaded area below (above) the theoretical curve shows the effect
of a shift of +0.03 dBm (−0.03 dBm) from the optimal pump
power on the 1-dB compression point. The dashed line shows the
1-dB compression point of a single-SQUID JPA, which would
show the same bandwidth and operating frequency.

we measured −117 ± 1.4dBm. This good agreement con-
firms that adding two terms to the equation of motion of
the intraresonator field is enough to explain the saturation
effect observed in our JPA. From a physical point view, the
effect of these terms is twofold. First, the bare frequency
of the JPA ωeff becomes dependent on the number of sig-
nal photons, similarly to the ac-Stark shift effect. Second,
the number of pump photons inside the JPA depends as
well on the number of signal photons, an effect known as
pump depletion in parametric amplifier theory.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We design and measure a Josephson parametric ampli-
fier made of 80 SQUIDs. This device relies on a single-
step, all-aluminum fabrication process, easily reproducible
in a research-grade cleanroom. We showed that the number
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of SQUIDs in the array has a direct and predictable impact
on the nonlinearity, which is directly linked to the satura-
tion power of the amplifier. The circuit model we use gives
a very good agreement with the experimental data, with-
out fitting parameters. Improvements could be obtained
by bringing the Josephson inductance down to LJ ≈ Lstray.
Setting LJ to 40 nH, just above Lstray, adjusting Cout to 50
fF and the total number of SQUIDs to N = 150, would
lead to a JPA with a bare resonant frequency f0 = 7.45
GHz and external quality factor Qe = 9. According to our
model, this JPA would display for a 20-dB signal gain,
a bandwidth of 95 MHz, and a 1-dB compression point
of −102 dBm. A pump power of −66 dBm would be
necessary to operate a JPA with these figures of merit.
This value is comparable to what was reported for Joseph-
son traveling wave parametric amplifier [41,42] and, as
such, should not be a concern. We would like to stress
that these estimates cannot be strictly quantitative since
the approximation described in Sec. IV (Lstray � LJ ) does
not hold anymore. Theory should be further developed to
account for the effect of these stray inductances. Further
developments that could be applied to this SQUID array
JPA include input impedance engineering to improve the
performance of the device [1,2] or band engineering to
bring in new capabilities such as nondegenerate [4] or
multimode parametric amplification [43].
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APPENDIX A: EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The full measurement setup is shown in Fig. 6. The
device is placed in a dilution refrigerator at a base tem-
perature of 20 mK and the transmission measurements are
performed using a vector network analyzer (VNA). An
additional microwave source is used for two-tone mea-
surements, while a global magnetic field is applied via
an external superconducting coil. The output line includes
one isolator at 20 mK, a high electron mobility transistor
(HEMT) amplifier at 4 K, and room-temperature ampli-
fiers. The input line is attenuated at various stages, includ-
ing a home-made filter that prevents stray radiation from

FIG. 6. Experimental setup.

reaching the sample. We adopted a coaxial geometry with a
dissipative dielectric (reference RS-4050 from Resin Sys-
tems Company). The bandwidth of the measurement setup
goes from 4 to 13 GHz.

APPENDIX B: DILUTING THE NONLINEARITY
IN A JOSEPHSON ARRAY

In this appendix, we briefly demonstrate the effect of
an array of Josephson junctions on the effective nonlin-
earity. For the sake of simplicity, we do not take into
account the propagation effects. First, we start to derive an
expression for the nonlinearity for a single junction whose
Hamiltonian is

Ĥ = Q̂2

2C
+ EJ cos ϕ̂, (B1)

where Q̂ is the charge operator and ϕ̂ is its conjugate such
as [Q̂, ϕ̂] = −2ie, with e the positive charge of the elec-
tron. C is the capacitance of the junction. EC = q/2C and
EJ are the charging and the Josephson energy of the junc-
tion, respectively, defining the resonance frequency of the
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junction �ωo = √
8EJ EC. Under the assumption that the

phase fluctuations are small, the cosine potential is devel-
oped up to the fourth order: EJ cos ϕ̂ = EJ − EJ ϕ̂

2/2! +
EJ ϕ̂

4/4! + o(ϕ̂4). Then q̂ and ϕ̂ are written as a function
of creation and annihilation operators:

q̂ = qzpf(â† + a) (B2a)

ϕ̂ = iϕzpf(â† − a), (B2b)

where zpf stands for zero point fluctuations, with qzpf =√
�ωC/2 and ϕzpf = √

�/2Cω ∝ (EC/EJ )
1/4. The Hamil-

tonian is rewritten as

Ĥ = 1
2C

q2
zpf(â

† + a)2 + EJ

2
ϕ2

zpf(â
† − a)2 − EJ

4!
ϕ4

zpf(â
† − a)4.

(B3)

The last term on the right-hand side of Eq. (B3) is the
nonlinearity linked to the self-Kerr coefficient by K =
EJ ϕ

4
zpf/4!� ∝ EC/� [44].

Let us consider now the N series junctions case. The
Josephson potential is written NEJ cos (ϕ̂/N ), under the
assumption that the phase drop across the chain is equally
divided across each junction. The potential is once again
developed to the fourth order NEJ cos (ϕ̂/N ) = NEJ −
NEJ ϕ̂

2/2N 2 + NEJ ϕ̂
4/4!N 4. The second term is simpli-

fied in EJ ϕ̂
2/2N and a new Josephson energy is defined

as E∗
J = EJ /N . Considering that we want to keep the same

resonance frequency, it leads to

�ω0 =
√

8ECEJ =
√

8E∗
CE∗

J (B4)

This condition gives E∗
C = NEC and leads to ϕ∗

ZPF ∝
(E∗

C/E∗
J )

1/4 ∝ N 1/2(EC/EJ )
1/4 ∼ N 1/2ϕZPF . Now the new

Kerr term K∗ is

�K∗ = NEJ

4!
ϕ∗

ZPF
4

N 4 = EJ

4!
ϕ4

ZPF
1
N

= �K
N

. (B5)

We demonstrate that with an array of N Josephson junc-
tions, while keeping the same resonance frequency and
under the assumption that each junction is equally phase-
biased in the array, the nonlinearity is divided by N
compared to the single junction case. This calculation is
only meant to give a qualitative estimation since, in a real
device, propagating effects have to be accounted for, as
explained in the main text.

APPENDIX C: FLUX TUNABILITY

In this section, we show the frequency range on which
the amplification is possible while flux tuning the array.
In the main text, we present the flux tunability of the JPA

FIG. 7. Gain of the amplifier for different flux bias configura-
tions.

by showing the 2π phase shift from 7 to 4 GHz, which
corresponds to the bare frequency of the array and the
lower bound of the circulator, respectively. Nonetheless,
this frequency window does not correspond to the band on
which amplification is reachable. We arbitrarily define the
range of effective tunability as the range where 20-dB sig-
nal gain can be observed. We show in Fig. 7 signal gain for
different dc flux biasing. We could obtain clear amplifica-
tion from approximately 6.8 GHz (
 = 0
0) to 5.9 GHz
(
 ≈ 0.25
0). At lower frequencies, the critical current
of the SQUID decreases too much compared to the pump
current necessary to achieve a 20-dB gain.

APPENDIX D: REMOTE GROUND MODEL

In Table I, we compare four SQUID array models to
experimental results and justify our choice to use the
remote ground model, as described in Sec. III of the
main text. The simplest way to model such an array is
to only consider the Josephson inductances LJ and the
capacitances Cout and Cs, without taking into account the
capacitive effect between the SQUIDs and the ground.
With this oversimplified model, we can choose LJ to obtain
the right resonant frequency but the value of the quality
factor is then wrong and vice versa. Moreover, no prop-
agating effects can be described and thus the dispersion
relation cannot be reproduced. The standard model using
a ground capacitance Cg for each elementary cell (local
screening of the charge Qn by the ground) can reproduce
the dispersion relation, but the values of the external qual-
ity factor and resonant frequency are less accurate. Finally,
the remote ground model reproduces well the dispersion
relation and returns an effective quality factor Qeff closer
to the experimental one. An intuitive way to estimate the
effective parameters of the circuit without going through
the matrix computation shown in the main text is to take
Cout, CJ , and Cs equal to zero and consider the array as
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TABLE I. Comparison of the effective parameters between
three models of the SQUID array and the parameters found
experimentally.

feff (GHz) Qeff Keff (KHz)

Experimental 7.07 19 x
No ground capacitance 7.95 13 98
Ground capacitance 7.05 21 80
Remote ground 7.08 19 80
λ
4 resonator 7.07 12 x

a simple transmission line. Then each unitary cell has an
inductance LJ , a ground capacitance Cg , and an impedance
ZTL = √

LJ /Cg . In that case, there is a direct mapping
between a λ/4 resonator and an effective LC series res-
onator close to resonance [36]. We can define an effective
inductance and an effective capacitance as

Leff,TL = πZTL

4ω0
(D1a)

Ceff,TL = 1
ω2

0Leff,TL
. (D1b)

By setting the first resonance to ω0/2π = 7.07 GHz and
LJ and Cg to the values inferred from the measured dis-
persion relation (165 pH and 0.3 fF, respectively), we find
a characteristic impedance Zc = √

Leff,TL/Ceff,TL = 600 �.
The external quality factor is then given by Qeff,TL =
Zc/Z0 = 12. This oversimplified model fails to reproduce,
at the same time, the experimental values of the resonant
frequency and the external quality factor. In the following
table, we present the different effective parameters found
(ωeff, Qeff, and Keff) using the various models, as well as
the experimental values.

APPENDIX E: DERIVATION OF THE GAIN

In this section, we detail the derivation to obtain the
expression of the gain, as a function of the pump and signal
parameters. As in the main text, we start by describing the
circuit with the Hamiltonian of a nonlinear resonator with
annihilation and creation operators:

HJPA = �ωeffA†A + �
Keff

2
(
A†)2

A2. (E1)

The dynamics of the circuit is described with the conven-
tional input-output theory:

Ȧ = −iωeffA − iKeffA†AA − κeff

2
A + √

κeffAin. (E2)

We neglect the internal losses as they are much smaller
than the coupling rate κeff. In this derivation, the intrares-
onator field A(t) = (α + a(t))eiωt is decomposed in two

components: a strong, classical field αeiωt called pump and
a weak, quantum field a(t), which we refer to as the sig-
nal. First, Eq. (E2) is considered only with the pump field
A(t) = α(t)eiωt. We multiply both sides with their complex
conjugate, leading to

1 =
(

δ2 + 1
4

)
n − 2δξαn2 + ξ 2

αn3, (E3)

where δ = (ωp − ωeff)/κeff is the detuning between the
pump and the bare frequency of the resonator, α̃in = αin/√

κeff is the dimensionless drive amplitude, ξα = |α̃in|2Keff/

κeff is the pump strength, and finally n = |α|2/|α̃in|2 is
the mean number of pump photons inside the nonlinear
resonator. We numerically solve this equation, which is
cubic in n, to determine the number of pump photons as
a function of the pump power and pump frequency. Once
this equation solved, the signal tone is added [A(t) = α(t)
+ a(t)], Eq. (E2) is linearized for the weak quantum signal,
and only the first-order terms in a(t) are kept:

ȧ(t) = i
(
ωp − ωeff − 2Keff|α|2 + i

κeff

2

)
a(t)

− iKeffα
2a†(t) + √

κeffain. (E4)

To solve Eq. (E4), a(t) is decomposed into its Fourier
components since Eq. (E4) is linear in a(t):

a(t) = κeff√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
a�d�e−i�κefft, (E5)

where � = (ωs − ωp)/κeff is the dimensionless detuning
between the pump and the signal. Equation E4 can be
rewritten as a function of the Fourier components of a(t),
using the parameters defined before:

0 =
(

i(δ − 2ξαn + �) − 1
2

)
a�

− iξαne2iφa†
−� + ãin,�. (E6)

Since Eq. (E4) mixes a� and its conjugate a†
−�, the con-

jugate of Eq. (E4) has to be accounted for to have a full
expression of a� as a function of the dimensionless input
ãin,� = ain,�/

√
κeff and its conjugate ã†

in,� = a†
in,�/

√
κeff.

This leads to a set of two equations linking input and
output, which can be written as a matrix equation:

(
ãin,�

ã†
in,−�

)
=

(
i(−δ + 2ξαn − �) + 1

2 iξαne−i2φ

−iξαne−i2φ i(δ − 2ξαn − �) + 1
2

)

×
(

a�

a†
−�

)
. (E7)

By inverting the matrix, we can have access to the
expression of a� and a†

−� as a function of the input field
ãin,� and ã†

in,−� and the pump parameter δ, ξα , n, and �:
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a� = i(δ − 2ξαn − �) + 1
2

(i� − ( 1
2 −

√
(ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)2))(i� − ( 1

2 +
√

(ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)2))
ãin,�

+ −iξαne2iφ

(i� − ( 1
2 −

√
(ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)2))(i� − ( 1

2 +
√

(ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)2))
ã†

in,−�. (E8)

Finally, we can link the intracavity field a� with the
output field with the boundary condition:

aout,� = √
a� − ain,�, (E9)

leading to an expression linking the output field to the input
field:

aout,� = −1 + i(δ − 2ξαn − �) + 1
2

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
ãin,�

+ −iξαne2iφ

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
ã†

in,−�, (E10)

with λ± = 1
2 ±

√
[(ξαn)2 − (δ − 2ξαn)]. Signal and idler

gains are defined as the ratio between the output field and
input field at � and −�, respectively. We can define the
signal gain as the prefactor of ãin,� in Eq. (E10), as in the
main text. The maximum gain at zero detuning between
the pump and the signal (� = 0) as a function of the pump
power and pump frequency is plotted in Fig. 2 with our
JPA parameters.

Gain versus signal-pump detuning is plotted in Fig. 2.
Theory and experimental points are obtained following the
same protocol: for a given pump frequency (the same for
theory and experiment), the pump power is set to obtain
the maximal signal gain at � = 0, with no regard for
other parameters. By comparing the experimental, injected
pump power and the theoretical, expected one, we are able
to make a calibration of the input line (see Appendix F).
Up to now, the mean number of signal photons is set to
0. To go further in our understanding of the JPA, the sat-
uration is modeled by taking into account the number of
signal photons inside the nonlinear cavity. To take into
account this number, the terms 2iK〈a†a〉α and iK〈a2〉α∗,
previously neglected, are now added to Eq. (E2). Follow-
ing the same mathematical steps with these two new terms,
we obtain a new cubic equation in n, the mean number
of photons inside the cavity, now depending not only on
pump parameters but also on the input signal power:

1 = n{δ2 + 1
4

− 4ξaδ + 5ξ2
a + ξa[(2ξ2

a + δ) cos 2�φ + 1
2

sin 2�φ]}

+ n2(−2δξα + 4ξαξa + ξαξa cos 2�φ) + n3ξ2
α , (E11)

where ξa = Keffna/κeff is the normalized signal strength,
na is the mean photon number created by the input sig-
nal power na = 〈a†

�a�〉 + 〈a†
−�a−�〉, and �φ the phase

difference between the pump and the signal. To consider
the terms depending on �φ (operating in phase-sensitive
mode), the difference between the signal frequency and the
pump frequency has to be smaller than the IF bandwidth.
Otherwise, these terms average to 0. Given the IF band-
width κif = 10 Hz used in our experiment, these terms can
be safely neglected. We link na to the input power using
Eq. (E8), giving the intracavity field as a function of the
input power. Moreover, we neglect the idler input power
ã†

in,−� and the associated vacuum fluctuations, which leads
to

a� = i(δ − 2ξαn − �) + 1
2

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
ãin,� (E12a)

a†
−� = iξαne2iφ

(i� − λ−)(i� − λ+)
ãin,� (E12b)

where |ãin,�|2=Psignal/�ωsκeff. Using this formula, we com-
pute the photon number inside the cavity while taking into
account the signal power and the Kerr shift induced by
the signal power. We set the pump parameters to reach
the optimal maximum gain (as explained in the previous
paragraph), while � = 0. We observe a decrease in the
gain as the signal power increases, as shown in the main
text in Fig. 3(b). Since this mean-field approach needs to
be solved self-consistently, once this new pump photon
number n [the solution of Eq. (E11)] is obtained, n has
to be plugged again into Eq. (E8) to get the actual num-
ber of signal photons inside the cavity, which will affect
the pump photon number inside the cavity and so on. We
iterate this loop several times and show in Fig. 8 that the
saturation process converges after four iterations. In this
study, the input power of the quantum fluctuations has not
been taken into consideration in the calculation of the mean
photon number na. Care has been taken to ensure that satu-
ration of the amplifier starts for na greater than 1, which
means that the input power of the quantum fluctuations
is negligible in the saturation. Nonetheless, in the calcu-
lation of the 1-dB compression point for a Kerr constant
equal to 2.4 MHz in the main text, saturation occurs for
na smaller than 1 for gain greater than 20 dB. This result
means that quantum fluctuations themselves saturate the
amplifier. A model taking into account these fluctuations
in a self-consistent way is beyond the scope of this paper.
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FIG. 8. Maximum gain as a function of the input signal power,
where the actual number of signal photons inside the resonator is
being iteratively computed five times.

APPENDIX F: CALIBRATION OF THE INPUT
LINE

In this section, we detail how the calibration of the input
is done. To do so, we plug our JPA characteristics (res-
onant frequency, bare bandwidth, and nonlinearity) into
the model detailed in the last section. As explained, we
compare the amplification process (by sweeping the sig-
nal frequency around the pump frequency) between theory
and experimental data for several pump sets. To choose
a set of pump parameters, we follow the same protocol
for both theory and experimental data: once the pump fre-
quency is fixed, we look for the pump power leading to
the greater gain at � = 0. Considering the predictability
of the model [see Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)], we compare experi-
mental, room-temperature power at the output of the pump
source with theoretical power at the input of the JPA. We
plot in Fig. 9 points whose ordinate is the theoretical power
and whose abscissa is the experimental one. We fit these
points with a linear relation, whose the intercept is 0 and
the slope is −73.4 dB. We set the total attenuation between
the pump output and the JPA input to −73.0 dB. This
calibration is consistent with the 63 dB of discrete atten-
uators between the pump output and the JPA, and with
7 dB/m × 1.5 m + 3 dB/m × 0.4 m = 11.7 dB of atten-
uation across the different cables (see Fig. 6). Therefore,
there is a discrepancy of 1.4 dB between our calibration
based on the self-Kerr effect and our estimation based on
the characteristics of the cables. We use this difference to
set the size of the error bars in our measurements.

APPENDIX G: NOISE PROPERTIES OF THE
AMPLIFIER

We discuss here the noise properties of a JPA nominally
identical to the one presented in this paper. The analy-
sis is closed to the one described in Appendix B of the

-

FIG. 9. Power at the input of the JPA versus room temperature
power.

Lin et al. paper [45]. We measure the power spectral den-
sity (PSD) at the output of the whole measurement chain
when the JPA is off and compare it to the case where it
is operated with finite gain. This measurement chain con-
sists of a JPA followed by a HEMT amplifier[Fig. 10(a)].
Inevitable losses η are present between the JPA and the
HEMT amplifier. They are mainly caused by the insertion
losses of various microwave components such as circula-
tors, for example, all thermalized at the same temperature
as the JPA (Tin). At a given pump frequency ωp , the power
spectral density when the JPA is off is given by

PSDoff = GHEMTkB(THEMT + Tin)  kBTHEMT. (G1)

We assume that the input of the JPA is connected to a
perfect 50-� resistance giving a vacuum noise of half a
photon, Tin = �ωp/2kB = 166 mK. We assume as well that
the HEMT amplifier is the main source of noise in this
case.

When the JPA is operated with a gain GJPA, the PSD
increases because of the contribution of the amplified
added noise of the JPA, GJPA(1 − η)kBTJPA, with TJPA the
effective noise temperature of the JPA. The total PSD is
then given by

PSDon = GHEMTkB[THEMT + GJPA(TJPA + Tin)(1 − η) + ηTin]
(G2)

where we suppose that the noise of the JPA does not
depend on its gain.

Therefore, the PSD ratio, RPSD is

RPSD = PSDon

PSDoff

= THEMT + ηTin

THEMT + Tin
+ GJPA(1 − η)

TJPA + Tin

THEMT + Tin

 1 + GJPA(1 − η)
TJPA + Tin

THEMT
. (G3)
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g

(a)

(b)

FIG. 10. (a) Simplified diagram of the amplification chain. (b)
PSD ratio as a function of the linear JPA gain.

Under these assumptions, there is a linear relationship
between the gain of the JPA and RPSD. This ratio is
measured for several gain values [Fig. 10(b)] at fre-
quency ωp/2π = 6.913 GHz. From the measured slope
[(1 − η)(TJPA + Tin)/THEMT  1/22.7], we can estimate
the noise temperature of the JPA, at frequency ωp . Indeed,
the ratio THEMT/(1 − η) is measured to be 8 ± 2 K in this
setup [46]. This translates into TJPA = 180 ± 90 mK, cor-
responding to a number of added photons 0.55 ± 0.25,
while the quantum limit stands at 0.50 [47]. Moreover, this
PSD ratio is comparable to what was reported by other
groups [8]. In conclusion, we present evidence that the
JPA reported in this work is near quantum limited, but the
uncertainty of our measurement prevents us from claiming
that it performs strictly at the quantum limit.

[1] J. Y. Mutus, T. C. White, R. Barends, Y. Chen, Z. Chen,
B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth, E. Jeffrey, J. Kelly, A. Megrant,
C. Neill, P. J. J. O’Malley, P. Roushan, D. Sank, A.
Vainsencher, J. Wenner, K. M. Sundqvist, A. N. Cle-
land, and J. M. Martinis, Strong environmental coupling
in a Josephson parametric amplifier, Appl. Phys. Lett. 104,
263513 (2014).

[2] T. Roy, S. Kundu, M. Chand, and A. M. Vadiraj, Broad-
band parametric amplification with impedance engineering:
Beyond the gain-bandwidth product, Appl. Phys. Lett. 107,
262601 (2015).

[3] T. Yamamoto, K. Inomata, M. Watanabe, K. Matsuba, T.
Miyazaki, W. D. Oliver, Y. Nakamura, and J. S. Tsai, Flux-
driven Josephson parametric amplifier, Appl. Phys. Lett.
93, 042510 (2008).

[4] N. Bergeal, F. Schackert, M. Metcalfe, R. Vijay, V. E.
Manucharyan, L. Frunzio, D. E. Prober, R. J. Schoelkopf,
S. M. Girvin, and M. H. Devoret, Phase-preserving ampli-
fication near the quantum limit with a Josephson ring
modulator, Nature 465, 64 (2010).

[5] N. Roch, E. Flurin, F. Nguyen, and P. Morfin, Widely
Tunable, Nondegenerate Three-Wave Mixing Microwave
Device Operating Near the Quantum Limit, Phys. Rev. Lett.
108, 147701 (2012).

[6] J. Y. Mutus, T. C. White, E. Jeffrey, D. Sank, R. Barends, J.
Bochmann, Y. Chen, Z. Chen, B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth, J.
Kelly, A. Megrant, C. Neill, P. J. J. O’Malley, P. Roushan,
A. Vainsencher, J. Wenner, I. Siddiqi, R. Vijay, A. N. Cle-
land, and J. M. Martinis, Design and characterization of a
lumped element single-ended superconducting microwave
parametric amplifier with on-chip flux bias line, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 103, 122602 (2013).

[7] C. Eichler, Y. Salathe, J. Mlynek, S. Schmidt, and A.
Wallraff, Quantum-Limited Amplification and Entangle-
ment in Coupled Nonlinear Resonators, Phys. Rev. Lett.
113, 110502 (2014).

[8] N. E. Frattini, U. Vool, S. Shankar, A. Narla, K. M.
Sliwa, and M. H. Devoret, 3-Wave mixing Josephson dipole
element, Appl. Phys. Lett. 110, 222603 (2017).

[9] B. Abdo, K. Sliwa, L. Frunzio, and M. Devoret, Directional
Amplification with a Josephson Circuit, Phys. Rev. X 3,
031001 (2013).

[10] K. M. Sliwa, M. Hatridge, A. Narla, S. Shankar, L. Frun-
zio, R. J. Schoelkopf, and M. H. Devoret, Reconfigurable
Josephson Circulator/Directional Amplifier, Phys. Rev. X
5, 041020 (2015).

[11] F. Lecocq, L. Ranzani, G. A. Peterson, K. Cicak, R. W.
Simmonds, J. D. Teufel, and J. Aumentado, Nonreciprocal
Microwave Signal Processing with a Field-Programmable
Josephson Amplifier, Phys. Rev. Appl. 7, 024028
(2017).

[12] B. Abdo, F. Schackert, M. Hatridge, C. Rigetti, and M.
Devoret, Josephson amplifier for qubit readout, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 99, 162506 (2011).

[13] C. Eichler, Ph.D. thesis, School ETH Zurich, 2013.
[14] C. Eichler and A. Wallraff, Controlling the dynamic range

of a Josephson parametric amplifier, EPJ Quantum Technol.
1, 2 (2014).

[15] X. Zhou, V. Schmitt, P. Bertet, D. Vion, W. Wustmann, V.
Shumeiko, and D. Esteve, High-gain weakly nonlinear flux-
modulated Josephson parametric amplifier using a SQUID
array, Phys. Rev. B 89, 214517 (2014).

[16] A. W. Eddins, Ph.D. thesis, School University of California,
Berkeley, 2017.

[17] G. Liu, T. C. Chien, X. Cao, O. Lanes, E. Alpern, D. Pekker,
and M. Hatridge, Josephson parametric converter satura-
tion and higher order effects, Appl. Phys. Lett. 111, 202603
(2017).

[18] N. E. Frattini, V. V. Sivak, A. Lingenfelter, S. Shankar, and
M. H. Devoret, Optimizing the Nonlinearity and Dissipa-
tion of a SNAIL Parametric Amplifier for Dynamic Range,
Phys. Rev. Appl. 10, 054020 (2018).

034014-12

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4886408
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4939148
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2964182
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09035
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.108.147701
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4821136
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.110502
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4984142
https://doi.org/doi:10.1103/physrevx.3.031001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.7.024028
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3653473
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjqt2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.214517
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5003032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.10.054020


UNDERSTANDING THE SATURATION POWER OF JOSEPHSON. . . PHYS. REV. APPLIED 11, 034014 (2019)

[19] B. Yurke and E. Buks, Performance of cavity-parametric
amplifiers, employing Keff nonlinearites, in the presence of
two-photon loss, J. Lightwave Technol. 24, 5054 (2006).

[20] B. A. Kochetov and A. Fedorov, Higher-order nonlinear
effects in a Josephson parametric amplifier, Phys. Rev. B
92, 224304 (2015).

[21] S. Boutin, D. M. Toyli, A. V. Venkatramani, A. W. Eddins,
I. Siddiqi, and A. Blais, Effect of Higher-Order Non-
linearities on Amplification and Squeezing in Josephson
Parametric Amplifiers, Phys. Rev. Appl. 8, 054030 (2017).

[22] B. Yurke, M. L. Roukes, R. Movshovich, and A. N. Pargel-
lis, A low-noise series-array Josephson junction parametric
amplifier, Appl. Phys. Lett. 69, 3078 (1996).

[23] M. A. Castellanos-Beltran, K. D. Irwin, G. C. Hilton, L. R.
Vale, and K. W. Lehnert, Amplification and squeezing of
quantum noise with a tunable Josephson metamaterial, Nat.
Phys. 4, 928 (2008).

[24] P. Lähteenmäki, G. S. Paraoanu, J. Hassel, and P. J. Hako-
nen, Dynamical Casimir effect in a Josephson metamaterial,
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 110, 4234 (2013).

[25] V. Vesterinen, O.-P. Saira, I. Räisänen, M. Möttönen,
L. Grönberg, J. Pekola, and J. Hassel, Lumped-element
Josephson parametric amplifier at 650 MHz for nano-
calorimeter readout, Supercond. Sci. Technol. 30, 085001
(2017).

[26] Y. Krupko, V. D. Nguyen, T. Weissl, E. Dumur, J. Puertas,
R. Dassonneville, C. Naud, F. W. J. Hekking, D. M. Basko,
O. Buisson, N. Roch, and W. Hasch-Guichard, Kerr nonlin-
earity in a superconducting Josephson metamaterial, Phys.
Rev. B 98, 094516 (2018).

[27] R. Vijay, M. Devoret, and I. Siddiqi, Invited review article:
The Josephson bifurcation amplifier, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 80,
111101 (2009).

[28] E. A. Tholen, A. Ergul, E. M. Doherty, F. M. Weber, F.
Gregis, and D. B. Haviland, Nonlinearities and paramet-
ric amplification in superconducting coplanar waveguide
resonators, Appl. Phys. Lett. 90, 253509 (2007).

[29] C. C. Chin, D. E. Oates, G. Dresselhaus, and M. S. Dressel-
haus, Nonlinear electrodynamics of superconducting NbN
and Nb thin films at microwave frequencies, Phys. Rev. B
45, 4788 (1992).

[30] N. Maleeva, L. Grünhaupt, T. Klein, F. Levy-Bertrand, O.
Dupré, M. Calvo, F. Valenti, P. Winkel, F. Friedrich, W.
Wernsdorfer, A. V. Ustinov, H. Rotzinger, A. Monfardini,
M. V. Fistul, and I. M. Pop, Circuit quantum electrodynam-
ics of granular aluminum resonators, Nat. Commun. 9, 3889
(2018).

[31] J. Bourassa, F. Beaudoin, J. M. Gambetta, and A.
Blais, Josephson-junction-embedded transmission-line res-
onators: From Kerr medium to in-line transmon, Phys. Rev.
A 86, 013814 (2012).

[32] C. Eichler, C. Lang, J. M. Fink, J. Govenius, S. Filipp, and
A. Wallraff, Observation of Entanglement between Itinerant
Microwave Photons and a Superconducting Qubit, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 109, 240501 (2012).

[33] S. E. Nigg, H. Paik, B. Vlastakis, G. Kirchmair, and S.
Shankar, Black-box superconducting circuit quantization,
Phys. Rev. 108, 260 (2012).

[34] T. Weissl, B. Küng, E. Dumur, A. K. Feofanov, I. Matei, C.
Naud, O. Buisson, F. W. J. Hekking, and W. Guichard, Kerr
coefficients of plasma resonances in Josephson junction
chains, Phys. Rev. B 92, 104508 (2015).

[35] T. Roy, M. Chand, A. Bhattacharjee, S. Hazra, S. Kundu, K.
Damle, and R. Vijay, Multimode superconducting circuits
for realizing strongly coupled multiqubit processor units,
Phys. Rev. A 98, 052318 (2018).

[36] D. M. Pozar, Microwave Engineering (John Wileyand
Sons, Inc., Hoboken, NJ, 2005), 3rd ed.

[37] F. Lecocq, I. M. Pop, Z. Peng, I. Matei, T. Crozes, T.
Fournier, C. Naud, W. Guichard, and O. Buisson, Junction
fabrication by shadow evaporation without a suspended
bridge, Nanotechnology 22, 315302 (2011).

[38] A. Fay, Ph.D. thesis, School Université Joseph-Fourier -
Grenoble I, 2008.

[39] N. Masluk, I. Pop, A. Kamal, Z. Minev, and M. Devoret,
Microwave Characterization of Josephson Junction Arrays:
Implementing a Low Loss Superinductance, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 109, 137002 (2012).

[40] M. Hatridge, R. Vijay, D. H. Slichter, J. Clarke, and I.
Siddiqi, Dispersive magnetometry with a quantum limited
SQUID parametric amplifier, Phys. Rev. B 83, 134501
(2011).

[41] C. Macklin, K. O’Brien, D. Hover, M. Schwartz, V.
Bolkhovsky, X. Zhang, W. Oliver, and I. Siddiqi, A
near–quantum-limited Josephson traveling-wave paramet-
ric amplifier, Science 350, 307 (2015).

[42] T. White, J. Mutus, I.-C. Hoi, R. Barends, B. Campbell, Y.
Chen, Z. Chen, B. Chiaro, A. Dunsworth, and E. Jeffrey
et al., Traveling wave parametric amplifier with Josephson
junctions using minimal resonator phase matching, Appl.
Phys. Lett. 106, 242601 (2015).

[43] M. Simoen, C. W. S. Chang, P. Krantz, J. Bylander, W.
Wustmann, V. Shumeiko, P. Delsing, and C. M. Wil-
son, Characterization of a multimode coplanar waveg-
uide parametric amplifier, J. Appl. Phys. 118, 154501
(2015).

[44] J. Koch, T. M. Yu, J. Gambetta, A. A. Houck, D. I. Schus-
ter, J. Majer, A. Blais, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, and
R. J. Schoelkopf, Charge-insensitive qubit design derived
from the Cooper pair box, Phys. Rev. A 76, 042319
(2007).

[45] Z. R. Lin, K. Inomata, W. D. Oliver, K. Koshino, Y. Naka-
mura, J. S. Tsai, and T. Yamamoto, Single-shot readout
of a superconducting flux qubit with a flux-driven Joseph-
son parametric amplifier, Appl. Phys. Lett. 103, 132602
(2013).

[46] E. Dumur, Ph.D. thesis, School University Grenoble Alpes,
2015.

[47] C. M. Caves, Quantum limits on noise in linear amplifiers,
Phys. Rev. D 26, 1817 (1982).

034014-13

https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2006.884490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.224304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.054030
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.116845
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1090
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1212705110
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6668/aa73ed
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.094516
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3224703
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2750520
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.4788
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06386-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.013814
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.240501
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.108.240502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.104508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.052318
https://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/22/31/315302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.137002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.134501
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4922348
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4933265
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.042319
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4821822
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1817

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. MODEL
	III. DECREASING NONLINEARITY USING ARRAYS
	IV. SAMPLE DESCRIPTION
	V. CHARACTERIZATION IN THE LINEAR REGIME
	VI. GAIN AND INPUT SATURATION POWER
	VII. DISCUSSION
	VIII. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	A. APPENDIX A: EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
	B. APPENDIX B: DILUTING THE NONLINEARITY IN A JOSEPHSON ARRAY
	C. APPENDIX C: FLUX TUNABILITY
	D. APPENDIX D: REMOTE GROUND MODEL
	E. APPENDIX E: DERIVATION OF THE GAIN
	F. APPENDIX F: CALIBRATION OF THE INPUT LINE
	G. APPENDIX G: NOISE PROPERTIES OF THE AMPLIFIER
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


