
Excitation of quasiparticle pairs in superconducting nanodevices by 1/f noise

Clare C. Yu,1 Marcus C. Goffage,2 Yifan Wang,2 Abhijeet Alase,3 Maja C. Cassidy,2 and Susan N. Coppersmith2

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California, Irvine, Irvine, CA 92697, USA
2School of Physics, The University of New South Wales, Sydney, NSW 2052, Australia

3Department of Physics, Concordia University, Montreal, QC H4B 1R6, Canada
(Dated: December 8, 2025)

Superconducting nanodevices such as qubits, resonators, and photodetectors, have revolutionized
our capabilities for probing and controlling quantum phenomena. Nonequilibrium quasiparticles,
which are broken Cooper pairs that cause decoherence and energy loss, can limit their performance.
The number of these quasiparticles is often tens of orders of magnitude greater than would be
present in thermal equilibrium. Background radiation has been shown to excite quasiparticles, but
quasiparticles are observed even when the devices are carefully shielded. Here we show that the
high-frequency components of 1/f noise can excite quasiparticle pairs and that this mechanism is
consistent with previously unexplained experimental results. We also propose new experiments
that exploit this quasiparticle excitation mechanism to non-invasively characterize high-frequency
charge noise as well as the locations and nature of the defects producing the noise. The proposed
experiments would also investigate how this noise changes as the defects that give rise to it evolve
towards thermal equilibrium.

Introduction: Superconducting circuits underpin quan-
tum computing, sensing, and metrology [1–3]. Yet, their
performance is limited by nonequilibrium quasiparticles,
which are broken Cooper pairs that cause decoherence
and energy loss. The persistent presence of quasiparti-
cles at millikelvin temperatures has been a long-standing
mystery [4–6]. The leading explanation has been that
these quasiparticles arise from background radiation, for
instance from infrared radiation [7, 8], or cosmic rays [9–
11]. However, even when extensive efforts to remove
these sources of radiation are made, unexplained quasi-
particle excitation is observed [12].

In this paper we show that the high-frequency com-
ponents of 1/f noise can excite quasiparticles in super-
conducting devices. This mechanism provides a natural
framework for understanding previously mysterious ex-
perimental observations. Such observations include:

1. The rate of quasiparticle excitation does not display
a significant dependence on the magnitude of the
superconducting gap [13].

2. The rate of quasiparticle excitation can vary greatly
between samples that are nominally identical [13].

3. The presence of a ground plane can greatly reduce
the rate at which quasiparticles are excited [14, 15].

4. When a superconducting device is not subject to an
externally applied voltage, the rate of quasiparticle
excitation can decrease systematically over a period
of months [14].

5. There are physically reasonable situations in which
the rate at which quasiparticles are excited can
grow as the size of the device is decreased [16].

These observations provide substantial evidence that the
mechanism discussed in this paper is observed in experi-
ments.

We also discuss how measurements of quasiparticle
excitation rates can be used to gain important informa-
tion about high-frequency 1/f noise as well as strategies
for device designs that can substantially reduce quasi-
particle excitation arising from this mechanism.

Mechanism for quasiparticle excitation by 1/f noise:
Here we outline the physical picture underlying our cal-
culations. We assume that 1/f noise arises from charged
defects that can fluctuate between two different config-
urations with similar energies [17–19]. These defects
are typically far from thermal equilibrium because large
voltages are applied to the sample in the course of de-
vice operation [20–23]; moreover, the strong interac-
tions between defects cause relaxation to equilibrium
to be very slow [22–24]. Charge noise has been mea-
sured in superconducting devices at frequencies f of or-
der 100 GHz [20, 25, 26], where hf is significantly higher
than kBT , where T is the device temperature. The noise
spectrum can extend out to these high frequencies be-
cause the defects that give rise to 1/f noise are often not
in thermal equilibrium [20, 27]. Thus it is reasonable to
expect that the noise spectrum extends to high enough
frequencies [28] that it can excite quasiparticle pairs out
of the superconducting condensate.
To calculate the rate of quasiparticle excitation, we

consider the bulk excitation of quasiparticle pairs in a
translationally-invariant s-wave superconductor with a
Hamiltonian, written in k-space, of [29]

H =
∑
k

(
c†k↑ c−k↓

)(
ϵk ∆
∆∗ −ϵk

)(
ck↑
c†−k↓

)
, (1)

where c†kσ (ckσ) creates (annihilates) a fermion with spin
σ and wavevector k, ϵk = ℏ2k2/2m−µ, with µ the chem-
ical potential, ∆ is the superconducting pairing ampli-
tude, and the sum is over the first Brillouin zone. Noise is
introduced as a spatially homogeneous but time-varying

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

05
64

4v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  5
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.05644v1


2

FIG. 1. Sum of Lorentzian spectra yields a 1/f noise spectrum.

chemical potential µ [30]. The fluctuations of µ are spec-
ified by a noise spectral density S(ω), which can be writ-
ten as S(ω) = |µ(ω)|2, where µ(ω) is the Fourier trans-
form of µ(t):

µ(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−iωtµ(t) , (2)

where µ(t) = µ0 + δµ(t). The physical origin of the
fluctuations δµ(t) is believed to be two-level fluctuators
(TLFs) [17–19, 26, 31–35], which are defects that make
stochastic transitions between two states that involve
charge motion. The 1/f spectrum results from summing
the Lorentzian spectra of an ensemble of defects with a
distribution of transition rates that is uniform on a log-
arithmic scale, as illustrated in Fig. 1.

The chemical potential is spatially homogeneous on the
relevant timescales because a localized perturbation from
an individual TLF will result in a spatially homogeneous
change in the chemical potential of the superconductor on
a frequency scale of the plasma frequency of the metal,
which is typically orders of magnitude higher than fre-
quencies corresponding to superconducting gaps [36].

The Hamiltonian Eq. (1) does not couple the differ-
ent wavevectors k. For each k term in the Hamilto-
nian matrix there is a ground state |Ωk⟩ with energy
−Ek and an excited state |ηk⟩ with energy +Ek, where

Ek =
√
ϵ2k +∆2. The time-dependent perturbation for

a given k is δµN̂k, where N̂k = c†k↑ck↑ + c†−k↓c−k↓.
Straightforward calculations similar to those in Sec. S2A
of Ref. [37] yield

|⟨ηk|N̂k|Ωk⟩|2 =

∣∣∣∣ ∆Ek

∣∣∣∣2 . (3)

Fig. 2 presents a schematic of the physics underlying
the excitation of quasiparticle pairs. Again, for each k,
there are two eigenstates; the lower energy one is a con-
densate pair and the higher energy one is a quasiparticle

pair. The relative amounts of particles and holes in these
eigenstates depend on the value of the chemical poten-
tial µ, so changing µ quickly causes the condensate pair
wavefunction at the old µ to be a superposition of con-
densate pairs and quasiparticle pairs at the new µ. Using
methods similar to those in Sec. S2B of Ref. [37], we use
Fermi’s golden rule [38] to compute the rate RQPP of ex-
citation of quasiparticle pairs at a given k, noting that
|δµ(ω)|2 = S(ω) where S(ω) is the noise power spectrum
of the fluctuations in µ [30]. We find:

RQPP(k) =
2π

ℏ2
∣∣∣⟨ηk|N̂k|Ωk⟩

∣∣∣2 S (
2Ek

ℏ

)
(4)

=
2π

ℏ2

∣∣∣∣ ∆Ek

∣∣∣∣2 S (
2Ek

ℏ

)
. (5)

For the special case of a 1/f noise spectrum, S(ω) =
S0/ω, we find

RQPP =
πS0

ℏ
|∆|2

E3
k

. (6)

The total rate of quasiparticle pair excitation is obtained
by summing the contributions of all the wavevectors k in
the first Brillouin zone. Appendix A presents the details
of this summation for a thin film with dimensions Lx and
Ly, which yields the result for the total rate of excitation
of quasiparticle pairs, RQPP:

RQPP = S0
LxLyEF

v2Fℏ3
, (7)

where EF is the Fermi energy and vF is the Fermi
velocity. Appendix B shows that films with thicknesses
up to several hundred nanometers are two-dimensional
in this context.

We now discuss how the quasiparticle excitation
rate given in Eq. (7) depends on various device parame-
ters.

Superconducting gap: First we note that the quasi-
particle excitation rate given in Eq. (7) does not depend
on the magnitude of the superconducting gap. This lack
of dependence on the gap magnitude holds only when
the power spectrum of the charge noise is exactly 1/f .
In Appendix A we show that when the noise power spec-
trum decays as 1/fα, the rate of quasiparticle excitation
is proportional to ∆1−α, where α is the noise exponent.
Thus, it is even possible for the quasiparticle excitation
rate to increase as the gap increases, i.e., if the charge
noise spectrum decays with frequency more slowly than
1/f. We note that Ref. [20] reports a noise spectrum that
actually increases at frequencies exceeding 10 GHz. If
quasiparticles were excited by electromagnetic radiation
from cryostat wiring, then one would expect that the
quasiparticle excitation rate would consistently decrease
as the superconducting gap is increased, because some
photons incident on the sample have energies that can
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FIG. 2. Schematic of energy levels of the superconducting Hamiltonian, Eq. 1. a: Schematic of energy levels of the supercon-
ducting Hamiltonian, Eq. 1. In the absence of noise at zero temperature, the chemical potential µ = EF , where EF is the
Fermi energy, and the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian at the Fermi level are equal mixtures of electrons and holes. For each k
the ground state is a Cooper pair in the superconducting condensate, while the excited state is a quasiparticle pair. Changing
µ changes the relative energy cost of holes and electrons. b: Illustration of the change in the wavefunction when the chemical
potential is changed at frequencies exceeding the superconducting gap frequency. Quasiparticles must be excited because the
relative amounts of electrons and holes in the condensate wavefunction change.

excite quasiparticles in low-gap but not high-gap materi-
als. We note that experimental measurements reported
in Fig. 2 of Ref. [13] yield a quasiparticle excitation rate
that is somewhat higher for NbN (gap∼2.9 µeV) than
for Al (gap∼0.5 µeV).

Variability of quasiparticle excitation rates between
nominally identical samples: Fig. 2 of Ref. [13] also
reports quasiparticle excitation rates that vary by over
an order of magnitude for devices that are lithograph-
ically identical. Such variability arises naturally when
the quasiparticles are excited by 1/f noise, since the 1/f
noise depends on the properties of a rather small number
of defects near the substrate-metal interface that will
vary significantly between samples.

Effects of changing device dimension: We now dis-
cuss how the dimensions of the device affects the rate
of quasiparticle excitation by 1/f noise. Eq. (7) shows
that the rate of quasiparticle excitation is proportional
to S0A, where A is the area of the superconductor.
However, we show here that S0 has a nontrivial de-
pendence on A, and that the most reasonable physical
models yield a quasiparticle excitation rate that is either
constant as a function of device size or else decreases as
A is increased.

To characterize the dependence of S0 on the surface
area of a thin film superconductor, we assume that the
standard picture of 1/f noise arising from the motion of

charges applies [34, 35]. The noise arises from the mo-
tion of charges in the material, and a charge fluctuation
δq results in a change in the chemical potential δµ via
δµ = (δq)2/2C, where C is the capacitance. Since C is
proportional to A, and S0 is proportional to (δµ)2 [37],
if the magnitude of the charge noise (measured in units

of e/
√
Hz, where e is the charge of an electron) is inde-

pendent of area, then RQPP ∝ A−1. However, the area
dependence of S0 must also be considered when calcu-
lating how the quasiparticle excitation rate depends on
area.

We now consider how the fluctuations in charge,
δq, scale with the area of the superconductor. If we
assume that the noise arises from two-level fluctuators
(TLFs) [34, 35] and that the correlations between the
noise arising from the different fluctuators are negligible,
then the spectral density of the ensemble of fluctuators
is the sum of the noise power densities of the individual
fluctuators in the ensemble. If the relevant TLFs are dis-
tributed uniformly under the superconducting film, then
the charge noise power spectrum would be proportional
to the area of the superconductor, and the quasiparticle
excitation rate would be independent of sample area.
This dependence is consistent with the results reported
in Fig. 3c of Ref. [12], where the quasiparticle excitation
rate depends much more weakly on sample size when
the devices are encapsulated, which markedly lowers the
excitation rate due to incident radiation. However, the
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active TLFs could be concentrated along the perimeter
of the superconductor [32] (this could plausibly arise
because the metal covers the surface of the substrate,
which is cleaned before deposition, while the substrate
outside the perimeter is exposed to the atmosphere).
For this case, the charge noise power is proportional
to the perimeter of the superconducting area, resulting
in a quasiparticle excitation rate that is proportional
to 1/

√
A, i.e., the quasiparticle excitation rate actually

decreases as the sample area is increased. Interestingly,
experiments on superconducting resonators have yielded
a quasiparticle excitation rate that increases as the
resonator size is decreased [16].

Reduction of quasiparticle excitation rate by increased
coverage of the substrate with a metallic ground plane:
Because charge noise can excite quasiparticle pairs, it
is natural to expect that maximizing the coverage of a
ground plane, which screens the effects of TLFs that are
directly above the ground plane, can reduce the rate of
quasiparticle excitation. It has been noticed previously
that increasing coverage by a ground planecan yield
samples with anomalously low quasiparticle generation
rates [14, 15].

Slow relaxation of quasiparticle excitations in undis-
turbed devices: The TLFs that give rise to 1/f noise
interact strongly with each other and exhibit slow relax-
ations [23, 24, 39]. The rate at which quasiparticles are
excited exhibits slow decay over a period of months [14].
Applying large voltages changes the configuration of the
TLFs [22, 24, 33, 40], which starts off a new relaxation
process at a known time. This controllability of TLF
behavior can be exploited to perform experiments that
investigate the correlations between slow relaxations of
TLFs and the excitation of quasiparticle pairs.

Estimate of the rate of quasiparticle excitation by
1/f noise: Eq. (7) is a formula for the rate of excitation
of quasiparticle pairs in terms of the Fermi velocity and
Fermi energy of the material along with the power spec-
trum of the chemical potential fluctuations. However,
the magnitude of the chemical potential fluctuations
at frequencies comparable to the superconducting gap
frequency is uncertain because the noise is usually
measured at low frequencies (often kHz or less) and
the extrapolation to high frequencies is uncertain (see,
e.g., [41]). We make an estimate by taking a charge
noise amplitude of S(ω) = α/2ω with α ≈ (10−3)2 [20],
a typical transmon device area A = 0.26 mm2, a capaci-
tance C = 100 fF [42], a Fermi velocity of 2 x 108 cm/s
and a Fermi energy of 11.6 eV, and we find an excitation
rate of about 70 quasiparticle pairs per second. This
rate is rather reasonable.

Reducing the rate of quasiparticle excitation caused
by 1/f noise: The theory described here indicates that
quasiparticle excitation may be reduced not just by

– –

–

–

–

–

–

FIG. 3. Schematic illustrating the possibility of obtaining in-
formation about the orientation of TLF dipoles by measuring
excitation of quasiparticle pairs. All the dipoles are in the
substrate (lighter gray); the blue dipoles are under the super-
conductor, and are vertically oriented because their fluctua-
tions have a greater effect on the chemical potential of the
superconductor. The fluctuations pink dipoles, which are not
directly under the superconductor, have a larger effect when
they are horizontally oriented.

reducing the charge noise but also by increasing the
relevant capacitance, which reduces the magnitude of
the chemical potential fluctuations for a given charge
fluctuation. This suggests that connecting the super-
conductor galvanically to another metal so that the
capacitance can be increased without increasing the
size of the region in which quasiparticles can be excited
could substantially reduce the rate of excitation of
quasiparticle pairs. Of course, when adding more metal
to the surface, it is important to control the geometry
to avoid creating increased quasiparticle excitation by
funneling external radiation into the device [8].

Using quasiparticle excitation to probe high-frequency
charge noise: Because high-frequency charge noise ex-
cites quasiparticle pairs, measurements of quasiparticle
generation can provide new information about the nature
of 1/f noise. Measuring the rate of quasiparticle excita-
tion while systematically varying the magnitude of the
superconducting gap (keeping the surface preparation
constant) could yield quantitative information about the
noise exponent α since the quasiparticle excitation rate
will depend on the magnitude of the gap if α ̸= 1. The
gap may also be varied by changing the temperature
or by applying a current, though further work would
be needed to disentangle the effects of 1/f noise from
the effects of thermal excitation and/or nonequilibrium
effects of the current. It may also be possible to gain
new information about the orientation dependence of
the relevant TLFs. The reason for this is illustrated
in Fig. 3; under the superconductor, the TLFs that
generate the largest chemical potential fluctuations are
oriented vertically, while in the exposed areas, the TLFs
that change µ the most are oriented horizontally (unless
they are under a ground plane, in which case the image
charges in the ground plane will screen out the fields of
the horizontal dipoles).

Conclusions: We have shown that quasiparticles can
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be excited in superconducting devices by 1/f noise. The
mechanism that produces quasiparticles yields a rate of
excitation that depends on sample size, superconducting
gap magnitude, and time in ways that differ from
previously proposed excitation mechanisms. In addition,
there are reports in the literature of experimental
measurements consistent with our 1/f-noise mechanism.
Our results imply that new insights into 1/f noise can
be obtained by careful measurements of quasiparticle
excitations in superconducting devices.
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Appendix A: Derivation of quasiparticle excitation
rate using Fermi’s golden rule

We begin with the standard BCS Hamiltonian for a
translationally invariant s-wave superconductor in the
main text, which we present again here for convenience:

H =
∑
k

(
c†k↑ c−k↓

)(
ϵk ∆
∆ −ϵk

)(
ck↑ c†−k↓

)
, (A1)

where c†kσ (ckσ) creates (annihilates) a fermion with spin
σ and wavevector k, ϵk = ℏ2k2/2m−µ, with µ the chem-
ical potential, ∆ is the superconducting pairing ampli-
tude, and the sum is over the first Brillouin zone. Noise
is incorporated as a time-varying chemical potential [30],
µ(t) = µ0 + δµ(t) [30]. We calculate the rate of quasi-
particle pair excitation using Fermi’s golden rule. We
assume the power spectral density of these chemical po-
tential fluctuations is S(ω) = S0/ω.
As discussed in the main text, straightforward calcu-

lation yields an expression for RQPP(k), the probability

of exciting a quasiparticle pair at one value of k (Eq. 5):

RQPP(k) =
2π

ℏ2
∣∣∣⟨ηk|N̂k|Ωk⟩

∣∣∣2 S (
2Ek

ℏ

)
(A2)

=
2π

ℏ2

∣∣∣∣ ∆Ek

∣∣∣∣2 S (
2Ek

ℏ

)
. (A3)

To obtain the total rate of quasiparticle pair excita-
tion, RQPP, we sum over the k’s in the first Brillouin
zone. We show in Appendix B that typical supercon-
ducting devices including transmon qubits and supercon-
ducting resonators are well-described as two-dimensional
systems, so here we perform the summation for the two-
dimensional case.
We convert the sum over k-vectors to an integral in the

usual way,
∑

k → LxLy(2π)
2
∫
d2k, where Lx and Ly are

the sample dimensions along the in-plane directions x
and y. We have

RQPP =
LxLy

(2π)2
(2π)

∫ ∞

0

dk k

[
πS0∆

2

ℏE3
k

]
. (A4)

We assume that the superconducting gap is much
smaller than temperature and that the temperature is
much smaller than the Fermi energy of the metal and
write Ek = ℏvF (k − kF ) and µ → EF . Making the vari-
able substitution z = ℏvF (k − µ/ℏvF )/∆ and extending
the lower limit of the integration range over z from −µ/∆
to −∞ yields the result

RQPP = S0
LxLyEF

ℏ3v2F
. (A5)

The method presented here is easily generalized to sit-
uations where the spectral density of the noise is not 1/f,
so that S(ω) = S0/ω

α. Implementing the steps presented
above yields the result

RQPP = LxLy

√
π

Γ( 1+α
2 )

Γ(1 + α
2 )

S0
EF

2ℏ3v2F
∆1−α , (A6)

where Γ(x) is the Gamma function.

Appendix B: Thickness at which a superconducting
film is two-dimensional for calculations of
quasiparticle excitation rate by 1/f noise

Eq. 5 in the main text shows the rate at which quasi-
particle pairs are excited for a single k-vector; this rate
is significant only when the energy of the excitation is
not too much greater than the superconducting gap. To
determine whether a dimension L of a sample is small
enough that only the lowest k vector contributes signifi-
cantly to the sum over k-vectors, we compare the differ-
ence in energies of the lowest and second-lowest k-vectors
to the size of the superconducting gap. The difference in
the energies of the two lowest k-vectors is 2πℏvF /L, so
only one k-vector contributes significantly if ℏvF /L ≪ ∆,
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or L ≫ 2πℏvF /∆. For a superconducting gap of 1 meV
and a Fermi velocity of 108 cm/s, this condition yields a

length of about 4 µm, which is substantially thicker than
most superconducting films used in modern devices.
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