
Three wave mixing vacuum squeezing generation in a SNAIL-based Traveling-Wave
Parametric Amplifier with alternated flux polarity

Isita Chatterjee1,2, Pegah Darvehi1, Antonio Orsi1,2, Anna Levochkina1,2,

Pasquale Mastrovito2,1, Gwenael Le Gal3,∗ Arpit Ranadive3,† Giulio Cappelli3,‡

Alberto Porzio4, Francesco Tafuri2, Davide Massarotti5,1, and Martina Esposito1§
1 CNR-SPIN Complesso di Monte S. Angelo, 80126 Napoli, Italy

2 Dipartimento di Fisica “Ettore Pancini”, Università di Napoli “Federico II,” Monte S. Angelo, I-80126 Napoli, Italy
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Università di Cassino e Lazio Meridionale, Cassino, Italy

5 Dipartimento di Ingegneria Elettrica e delle Tecnologie dell’Informazione,
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Recent demonstrations of squeezing generation using Traveling Wave Parametric Amplifiers (TW-
PAs) have opened the way for the application of broadband microwave squeezing in quantum sensing,
quantum-enhanced detection, and continuous-variable quantum information. Here we demonstrate
vacuum squeezing generation via residual three-wave mixing (3WM) in a Josephson TWPA based
on superconducting nonlinear asymmetric inductive elements (SNAILs) with alternated magnetic
flux polarity. By investigating competition between four-wave mixing (4WM) and 3WM nonlin-
earities, we prove that vacuum squeezing generation via residual 3WM is possible when a careful
choice of the operating flux point is adopted. Our study provides valuable insights on the impact
of competing nonlinearities on TWPA squeezers, potentially extending the range of applications in
the framework of microwave photonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Squeezed states of the electromagnetic radiation play
a central role in quantum technologies, since they allow
noise reduction below the standard quantum limit (SQL)
by redistributing quantum fluctuations among conjugate
field quadratures [1]. While squeezing was initially ex-
tensively studied in the optical frequency domain, signif-
icant progress over the past decade in the field of super-
conducting quantum circuits has driven intense research
efforts for squeezing generation in the microwave regime
[2, 3]. Applications of microwave squeezing generation
include, for example, quantum-enhanced detection [4–6],
continuous-variable quantum information [7], quantum
communication [8], and entanglement transfer protocols
[9, 10].

Josephson-junction-based parametric amplifiers pro-
vide controllable nonlinearities that enable the gener-
ation of microwave squeezed states [11]. Early imple-
mentations of microwave squeezing relied on resonator-
based Josephson parametric amplifiers (JPAs), showing
remarkable squeezing performance with bandwidth typi-
cally limited to the range of 10-100 MHz [12–14].

To address the demand of broadband microwave
squeezing generation, Josephson Traveling Wave Para-
metric Amplifiers (JTWPAs) have recently emerged as
sources of non-classical microwave radiation, both in
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3WM [15, 16] and 4WM [17, 18] regimes. However, the
impact of competition between 3WM and 4WM nonlin-
earities on squeezing generation in TWPA devices has
not yet been investigated.

Here, we report an experimental study of vac-
uum squeezing generation in a prototypical flux-tunable
JTWPA based on superconducting nonlinear asymmet-
ric inductive element (SNAIL) [19] unit cells with alter-
nated magnetic flux polarity. Such a device was first
introduced in the literature as a 4WM amplifier [20]
and 4WM squeezer [18]. Subsequent investigations have
shown that typical Josephson junctions’ fabrication im-
perfections can activate residual 3WM, allowing second
harmonic generation [21] and dynamic phase matching
amplification [22]. Here, we demonstrate for the first
time that residual 3WM can also be used for squeez-
ing generation, provided that competing 4WM nonlinear
processes are mitigated via an appropriate choice of the
magnetic flux operating point.

We study the influence of competing 4WM processes
on squeezing generation, by performing 3WM phase-
dependent gain, single-mode squeezing, and two-mode
squeezing experiments for two significant flux operating
points, eventually providing an experimental procedure
to identify optimal flux bias points for 3WM vacuum
squeezing performance. The demonstrated 3WM squeez-
ing regime has the advantage of a large separation in
frequency between the pump and the squeezed photons,
allowing for straightforward filtering out of the pump and
thus facilitating applications, for example, in the context
of superconducting quantum networks.
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II. FLUX TUNABILITY PRELIMINARY
CHARACTERIZATION

The adopted device is a SNAIL-based JTWPA with al-
ternated flux polarity throughout the transmission line,
as shown in the sketch in Fig. 1(a). Each unit cell is com-
posed of a SNAIL element and a capacitance to ground,
Cg. Each SNAIL is a superconducting loop with three
identical Josephson junctions with critical current IC in
one arm, and one smaller Josephson junction with critical
current rIC in the other arm. By using Taylor expansion,
the current phase relation of a SNAIL (see Appendix A)
can be approximated as

I(ϕ∗ + ϕ)

α̃Ic
≈ ϕ− βϕ2 − γϕ3, (1)

where ϕ∗ is such that I(ϕ∗) = 0, and the coefficients are
defined as follows

α̃ = r cos(ϕ∗) +
1

3
cos

(
ϕ∗ − ϕext

3

)
, (2)

β =
1

2

[
r sinϕ∗ +

1

9
sin

(
ϕ∗ − ϕext

3

)]
/α̃ , (3)

γ =
1

6

[
r cosϕ∗ +

1

27
cos

(
ϕ∗ − ϕext

3

)]
/α̃ . (4)

The coefficients β and γ are the 3WM and 4WM non-
linear coefficients respectively, while ϕext=2πΦext/Φ0 is
the reduced external magnetic flux, with Φ0=h/(2e) the
magnetic flux quantum. Fig. 1(b) reports the flux-
dependent behavior of β and γ for one SNAIL, consider-
ing the design parameter of the adopted device. Since the
β coefficient is an odd function of the external flux, the al-
ternated magnetic flux polarity configuration should ide-
ally provide an overall suppression of 3WM processes at
the TWPA output for wavelengths much larger than the
unit cell size. However, as demonstrated in our previous
study [21], Josephson junctions’ fabrication imperfections
can lead to a residual 3WM nonlinearity, which for ex-
ample has been recently implemented for dynamic phase
matching amplification [22]. In the following, we exper-
imentally demonstrate that such residual 3WM nonlin-
earity can be employed for squeezing generation.

To identify suitable flux operating points for squeez-
ing generation with residual 3WM, we perform a flux-
dependent measurement of the generated idler power
spectral density (PSD) with a spectrum analyzer, both
in 3WM and 4WM configurations. The experimental re-
sults reporting the measured idler power referred at the
TWPA output are shown in Fig. 2 (b).

The measurement is performed using the setup de-
scribed in Appendix B, where the external magnetic flux
is controlled by injecting DC current in a superconduct-
ing coil underneath the device. By applying a pump tone

IC

rIC

Cg

IC

IC
Φext

SNAIL[n-1]

SNAIL[n]

SNAIL[n+1](a)

(b)

Figure 1. Device sketch and SNAIL flux tunability. (a)
Circuit schematic of three neighboring unit cells in a SNAIL-
based JTWPA device with alternated magnetic flux polarity.
(b) 3WM coefficient β and 4WM coefficient γ for one SNAIL
as a function of external magnetic flux.

at frequency fp along with a signal tone at frequency fs,
we measure the power spectral density at the idler fre-
quency fi = 2fp−fs (and fi = fp−fs) for the 4WM (and
3WM) case as a function of the external flux. For the
3WM configuration, the signal is applied at (fp/2−∆),
while for the 4WM case the signal is applied at (fp−∆),
where ∆ indicates the frequency detuning. The pump fre-
quency is kept the same for both cases. A sketch of the
frequency configuration for 3WM and 4WM experiments
is shown in Fig. 2 (a). The experimental results in Fig.
2 (b) are in qualitative agreement with WRSPICE tran-
sient simulations reported in Fig. 2 (c). The numerical
simulations consider device parameters estimated in ex-
perimental characterizations [20], including also the typ-
ical Josephson junctions’ fabrication imperfections (see
Appendix C).

Based on the above characterization of the flux depen-
dence of the nonlinearity, we identify two significant flux
working points, both corresponding to about maximum
values for the 3WM idler PSD (∼ −130 dBm at TWPA
output), but which significantly differ from the point of
view of the 4WM idler PSD (∼ 12 dB difference). The
first identified flux point, Φ1 = 0.59Φ0, falls into a re-
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Figure 2. Idler generation in 3WM and 4WM. (a)
Sketch of the frequency configuration for 3WM and 4WM
experiments where ∆ = 31MHz. (b) Experimental results
for 3WM and 4WM idler measured power referred at TWPA
output vs flux; pump frequency fp = 7.705 GHz, pump power
at device input Pp = −87 dBm, signal power at device input
Ps = −120 dBm. (c) Results of WRSpice numerical simula-
tions (see Appendix C). The vertical dashed and dotted lines
indicate the selected flux points.

gion of maximum 3WM idler generation and minimum
4WM idler generation. In contrast, the second identified
flux point, Φ2 = 0.45Φ0, does not minimize the 4WM
idler measured PSD. The two flux points are deliber-
ately chosen to investigate the role of the combination
of 3WM and 4WM nonlinearities on the squeezing gen-
eration in the regime of residual 3WM at the selected
signal frequency. In the following, we report a compar-
ative analysis of experimental results for phase-sensitive
gain measurements, single-mode and two-mode squeezing
experiments for these two selected working points.

III. GAIN AND SQUEEZING EXPERIMENTS

The experimental setup for gain and squeezing exper-
iments is described in the Appendix B.
We first investigate the activation of residual 3WM

parametric amplification by measuring the signal gain as
a function of the pump phase in the degenerate configura-
tion (fs = fi = fp/2) for both the selected operating flux
points. Specifically, we send at TWPA input a CW pump
tone at frequency fp along with a much weaker CW signal
tone, locked in phase to the pump and measure the gain
of the outgoing signal as a function of the input pump
phase. In Fig. 3 (a) and (b) we report the experimental
measure of phase-dependent 3WM gain for the two op-
erating flux points for pump frequency fp = 7.705 GHz,
pump power Pp = −84 dBm for Φ1 and Pp = −91 dBm
for Φ2 and signal power Ps = −120 dBm for both fluxes
at the device input.
We observe significantly different results for the two

flux points. For Φ1, in which 4WM idler generation is
minimized, a phase-sensitive gain behavior is observed,
as reported in Fig. 3 (a), showing a clear periodic am-
plification and de-amplification as expected for 3WM de-
generate gain, proving the activation of an amplification
process due to the residual 3WM nonlinearity. On the
contrary, for the Φ2 operating point, which has similar
3WM idler PSD as Φ1 but 4WM idler PSD not min-
imized, the periodic amplification and de-amplification
are not observed, as shown in Fig. 3 (b), suggesting a
degradation of the degenerate 3WM gain due to compet-
ing 4WM processes.
To explore the role of competing nonlinearities specifi-

cally on the squeezing performance, we finally perform
single-mode squeezing (SMS) and two-mode squeezing
(TMS) experiments at the two selected flux points. Op-
erationally, we drive the device with a CW pump tone
at frequency fp and fully reconstruct the quantum state
generated at the TWPA output. To do so, we perform
repeated acquisitions of the real and imaginary part of
the output field quadratures at the frequencies of inter-
est, that is fs = (fp/2 − ∆) and fi = (fp/2 + ∆), with
∆ = 0 for the SMS experiment, and ∆ ̸= 0 for the TMS
experiment. For each experiment, we acquire Nrep ∼ 106

repeated acquisitions, each with an integration time of
10µs. We repeat the same experimental procedure for
both pump ON and pump OFF.
We stress that as the field quadratures are measured

at room temperature, the estimation of their values at
the output of the TWPA requires normalization by the
system gain, Gsys. We estimate Gsys by using a shot
noise tunnel junction (SNTJ) as a reference noise source
in a separated cooldown [23] (see Appendix D).
For Gaussian states, the covariance matrix encodes all

the quantum properties of the state under investigation
[24]. We estimate the covariance matrix of the quantum
state at the output of the TWPA from the normalized
experimental quadrature data. For the single mode case,
we compute the covariance matrix for both pump OFF
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Figure 3. Degenerate gain and single mode squeezing for Φ1 (left) and Φ2 (right). (a-b) 3WM degenerate gain vs
pump phase, pump frequency fp = 7.705 GHz, pump power at TWPA input Pp = −84 dBm for Φ1 and Pp = −91 dBm for Φ2.
(c-d) 3WM single-mode squeezing values, Sx and Sp, along the x and p quadratures as a function of pump phase; number of
repeated acquisitions for each phase, Nrep = 3 × 106 for Φ1 and Nrep = 1 × 106 for Φ2; integration time for each acquisition,
10µs. (e, g) Examples of single-mode differential (pump ON - pump OFF) phase space histogram plots for Nrep = 8 × 106

repeated acquisitions and pump phase 220◦ and corresponding inferred covariance matrix with uncertainty indicated by shaded
regions (f, h).

and pump ON as follows,

σmeas = 4

(
⟨x̂2⟩ − ⟨x̂⟩2 1

2 ⟨x̂p̂+ p̂x̂⟩ − ⟨x̂⟩⟨p̂⟩
1
2 ⟨x̂p̂+ p̂x̂⟩ − ⟨x̂⟩⟨p̂⟩ ⟨p̂2⟩ − ⟨p̂⟩2

)
,

(5)
where x̂ = (â+ â†)/2 and p̂ = (â− â†)/2i are the normal-
ized single mode field quadratures operators, with â and
â† the bosonic annihilation and creation operators such
that [â, â†]=1. Finally, we infer the covariance matrix
of the quantum state |Ψ⟩ generated at the output of the
TWPA by subtracting the pump OFF noise background

as follows [25]

σ|Ψ⟩ = σmeas,ON − σmeas,OFF + 1 . (6)

Note that we adopt a convention for field quadratures
definition such that the covariance matrix for the vacuum
state corresponds to the unit matrix.
Fig. 3(e) and (g) report examples of the differential

(pump ON - pump OFF) phase-space histogram plot of
single-mode quadrature experimental data for Nrep = 8×
106 repeated acquisitions for the operating flux Φ1 and
Φ2 respectively, along with the corresponding inferred
covariance matrix, Fig. 3(f) and (h). This experiment
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Figure 4. Non-degenerate gain and entanglement verification in two-mode squeezing for Φ1 (left) and Φ2 (right).
(a-b) 3WM signal and idler gain experimental results versus pump power at TWPA input; the insets are zoom in of the results;
pump frequency fp = 7.705 GHz; detuning ∆ = 31MHz for Φ1 and ∆ = 61MHz for Φ2. (c-d) Logarithmic negativity as a
function of pump power; number of repeated acquisitions Nrep = 1× 106, integration time for each acquisition 10µs.

is repeated for different values of the input pump phase
and the amount of squeezing, Sx and Sp, along the x and
p quadratures, is estimated (see Appendix F details on
how squeezing is computed from the covariance matrix).
The results are shown in Fig. 3 (c) and (d) as a function
of pump phase for both flux points. The pump powers
are selected in order to have comparable maximum gain
for the two operating flux points.

For the optimal flux point Φ1, our results demonstrate
phase-dependent 3WM single-mode squeezing reaching
maximum values of about 3 dB below the vacuum level.
In contrast, for the flux point Φ2, no squeezing modu-
lation is observed as a function of pump phase, proving
the critical role of the operating flux choice for optimizing
3WM single-mode squeezing performance.

The results of the TMS experiments are reported in
Fig. 4 and 5. For the TMS case, we pump the device with
a CW tone at fp = 7.705 GHz and perform Nrep repeated
measurements of the real and imaginary part of the field
quadratures at signal and idler frequency fs = fp/2−∆
and fi = fp/2 + ∆. We repeat the experiment for pump

ON and pump OFF and from the normalized quadrature
data we compute the covariance matrix as follows,

σmeas
mn = 4

[
1

2
⟨RmRn +RnRm⟩ − ⟨Rm⟩⟨Rn⟩

]
, (7)

with R = (x̂s, p̂s, x̂i, p̂i) the array of field quadratures
operators including both signal and idler modes (see Ap-
pendix F). Finally, we infer the bipartite covariance ma-
trix using Eq. (6).
The experiments and the associated estimation of the

covariance matrix are repeated for different values of
the input pump power. For each pump power we es-
timate the logarithmic negativity, defined as EN =
max[− ln(ν−), 0], where ν− is the smallest symplectic
eigenvalue of the partially transposed covariance matrix
(see Appendix F). According to the Positive Partial
Transpose (PPT) criterion [26], the condition EN > 0
is necessary and sufficient to demonstrate entanglement
between the signal and idler modes.
The results for the TMS experiments versus pump

power are reported in Fig. 4 for both operating flux
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Figure 5. Examples of two mode squeezing experimental results. (a) Differential (pump ON - pump OFF) phase
space histogram plots for Nrep = 8 × 106 acquisitions with integration time 10µs. Flux operating point Φ1, pump frequency
fp = 7.705 GHz, detuning ∆ = 31MHz, pump power at TWPA input Pp = −83 dBm. (b) Corresponding inferred covariance
matrix with uncertainty signified by shaded region.

points. Panels (a-b) show the signal and idler gain, while
panels (c-d) report the estimated logarithmic negativity
for the bipartite state at the TWPA output. The detun-
ing ∆ = (fi − fs)/2 is chosen to ensure symmetric gain
for signal and idler modes [27].

In the low pump power regime (no TWPA gain), the
logarithmic negativity is expected to be zero, correspond-
ing to uncorrelated quadratures in the two-mode vacuum
state. The observed non-zero values of EN at low pump
powers for both flux biases can be attributed to exper-
imental artifacts, reported also in similar experimental
demonstrations [15], such as drifts in the amplification
chain occurring between the measurement sequences [28].

For the optimal flux point Φ1, as the pump power in-
creases, we observe an increase of the logarithmic nega-
tivity with respect to the values in the low pump power
regime, evidencing two-mode entanglement generation,
followed by a decrease to zero values for higher pump
powers. Fig. 5 shows an example of differential (pump
ON - pump OFF) histogram plots of the two-mode ex-
perimental quadrature data and the corresponding re-
constructed covariance matrix for the optimal flux point
Φ1.

From results in Fig. 4(c), it is interesting to no-
tice that the logarithmic negativity EN approaches zero
at high pump powers while the gain continues to in-
crease. A similar behavior has been previously observed
in TWPA squeezers [15, 18], suggesting the onset of
pump-power dependent mechanisms responsible for en-
tanglement degradation. A detailed study of this behav-
ior is out of the scope of this work.

Finally, in contrast to the flux point Φ1 where our
results indicate two mode entanglement generation, for
the flux point Φ2 (results shown in Fig. 4(d)), the log-
arithmic negativity doesn’t show any clear increase in
the pump power range corresponding to similar gain val-
ues obtained for Φ1, denoting again a detrimental role

of competing 4WM processes on squeezing. Thus, our
findings indicate that a preliminary optimization of the
external magnetic flux working point aiming at minimiz-
ing the generation of 4WM idler is necessary in order
to optimize 3WM single and two mode squeezing perfor-
mance in flux tunable JTWPA.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This work presents the first experimental demonstra-
tion of squeezing generation via residual 3WM in a
SNAIL JTWPA with alternated flux polarity. Operat-
ing in the 3WM regime has the advantage of shifting
the signal/idler band away from the pump frequency, al-
lowing easy filtering of the pump and thus simplifying
applications.

In addition to showing the versatility of Josephson
metamaterials as TWPA squeezers, our work reports a
detailed investigation on the impact of simultaneous acti-
vation of 3WM and 4WM nonlinearities on the squeezing
performance.

We systematically investigate the residual 3WM
regime versus the external applied magnetic flux and
find that 3WM single and two-mode squeezing can be
achieved provided that 4WM nonlinearity is carefully
mitigated by an appropriate choice of the operating flux
point.

Our results identify flux-bias control and competition
between nonlinear mixing processes as key factors for
squeezing performance, highlighting the need for opti-
mization of these aspects in the design and operation of
JTWPA squeezers.
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Appendix A: Device parameters and SNAIL unit cell

The adopted device was fabricated at the Nanofab
facility of the Institut Néel, CNRS, in Grenoble. The
fabrication process is nominally identical to the one de-
scribed in [20], and it is based on a top-ground microstrip
aluminum transmission line and Al-AlOx-Al Josephson
junctions. The main circuit parameters, extracted from
experimental characterizations [20], are listed in Table I.

Number of unit cells 700

Josephson capacitance, CJ 50 fF

Ground capacitance, Cg 250 fF

Critical current, Ic 2.19µA

SNAIL ratio, r 0.07

Table I. Circuit parameters for the adopted device [20].

The unit cells of the adopted JTWPA contain one
SNAIL each, with alternated magnetic flux polarity
throughout the chain. For a single SNAIL, considering
the phase drop across the large Josephson junction as ϕL

and across the small junction as ϕ, and by using the flux
quantization for a single loop, we can write the differ-
ence between the phase drops across the lower and upper

branches of the superconducting loop as follows,

ϕ− 3ϕL = ϕext, (A1)

where ϕext=2πΦext/Φ0 is the reduced external magnetic
flux, with Φ0=h/(2e) the magnetic flux quantum. By
using equation (A1), the current through each SNAIL
element can be expressed as

I = rIc sinϕ+ Ic sin

(
ϕ− ϕext

3

)
. (A2)

By performing a Taylor expansion of I about ϕ∗ such that
I(ϕ∗) = 0, we get the following approximated expression

I(ϕ∗ + ϕ)

Ic
≈ ∂I

∂ϕ

∣∣∣∣
ϕ∗

ϕ+
1

2

∂2I

∂ϕ2

∣∣∣∣
ϕ∗

ϕ2 +
1

6

∂3I

∂ϕ3

∣∣∣∣
ϕ∗

ϕ3 ,

(A3)
that can be rewritten as in Equation (1) in the main text.

Appendix B: Experimental setup

A schematic of the experimental setup is shown in Fig.
6. The sample is anchored to the mixing chamber plate
of a dilution refrigerator (TritonTM400 from Oxford In-
struments). The external magnetic flux is controlled by
injecting DC current in a superconducting coil placed
alongside the device.
Two different cryogenic setups, in two separated

cooldowns, have been adopted: one, including the
TWPA, for the gain and squeezing experiments presented
in the main text, and a second one, excluding the TWPA,
for calibrating the system gain.
For the system gain calibration cooldown, the TWPA

device is substituted with a shot noise tunnel junction
(SNTJ) which is used as calibrated noise source. The
adopted SNTJ has been fabricated by the team of José
Aumentado and Florent Lecocq at NIST, Boulder, Col-
orado, USA [29]. A voltage bias can be applied to the
SNTJ through a DC input line with low pass filter stages
at room temperature, at the 4 K plate and at the mixing
chamber plate.
At room temperature, two CW RF sources (R&S

SGS100A and SGS100B) are used for generating the in-
put pump tone at frequency fp and signal tone at fre-
quency fs. A tunable phase shifter allows to control the
pump phase.
For the experimental results reported in Fig. 2 at room

temperature we measure the idler power spectral density
(PSD) in dBm with a spectrum analyzer with set resolu-
tion bandwidth 3 kHz.
For the squeezing experiments, the output field

quadratures are acquired using a room temperature mi-
crowave platform called Presto, from Intermodulation
Products AB [30]. Such acquisition system does not re-
quire the use of analog mixers for down conversion and it
easily enables the simultaneous detection of multiple fre-
quency tones by assigning a single local oscillator (LO)
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Figure 6. Sketch of the experimental setup. The dashed line indicates the setup used in the cooldown dedicated to the
system gain calibration in which the TWPA device is substituted with a shot noise tunnel junction (SNTJ).

and different intermediate frequencies (IFs). In our case,
we operate the Presto in lock-in mode, with local oscil-
lator frequency (LO) set to be fp/2 and a single inter-
mediate frequency (IF) equal to ∆. The lockin measure-
ment bandwidth is set to 100 kHz in order to get Nrep

repeated field quadrature measurements, each with 10µs
integration time. For the degenerate gain measurements
and single mode squeezing acquisitions, we set ∆ = 0 in
order to acquire exactly at half of the pump frequency.
For the non-degenerate gain and two mode squeezing, we
set ∆ ̸= 0 and acquire the field quadratures at the upper
sideband (USB) and lower sideband (LSB) corresponding
to our idler and signal frequencies.

Appendix C: WRSPICE Numerical simulations

The adopted JTWPA has been modeled at the circuit
level using WRspice. A complete description of the de-
vice model adopted in simulations, including the netlist,
is available at [31].

To reproduce the frequency and flux dependence of
the 3WM idler observed in experiments, it is essential to
include realistic imperfections in the JTWPA model. We
model these imperfections by introducing variations in
the Josephson junctions’ critical currents, assigning each
junction a value that deviates by up to ±5% from the
nominal value, consistent with the analysis reported in
[21].

TWPA dielectric losses are also modeled in the simu-
lations, by using equivalent series resistors for each ca-
pacitor Cg, by considering the dielectric loss tangent esti-

mated from experimental characterizations [20, 32]. The
simulated output signal reaches a steady state at 4.406
ns [33]; to ensure stability, we analyze the simulated data
after 10 ns. A 60 ns measurement window is used, yield-
ing a frequency resolution of approximately 16.7 MHz
for the Fourier transform of the raw time-domain signal.
The TWPA was driven in simulation with a pump and
a signal tones (peak currents of 0.157µA and 0.0011µA,
respectively), ensuring operation well below saturation in
both the 3WM and 4WM regimes.

The results of the simulations are reported in Fig. 2(c)
and compared with the experimental results. We stress
that no fitting parameters are used in the simulations.

Appendix D: Quadrature normalization procedure

To compare the measured field quadrature variances
with the vacuum noise level, the quadratures values ac-
quired with the Presto electronics at room temperature
must be normalized in order to be referred to the out-
put of the TWPA. We convert the quadratures XFS and
PFS , provided by the Presto electronics in full scale (FS)
units into normalized quadratures X and P , in unit of
square root photon number, by multiplying them with a
normalization factor υ:

X = υXFS, P = υ PFS . (D1)
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The normalization factor [15] is given by

υ = ε

√
η tint

GsysZ0 h facq
, (D2)

where η indicates the internal loss of the TWPA de-
vice, Gsys is the estimated system gain, Z0 = 50Ω is
the characteristic impedance of the microwave lines, h is
Planck’s constant, facq is the acquisition frequency, tint
is the integration time window, and ε = 0.98 is the cal-
ibrated Presto conversion coefficient which converts full
scale (FS) units into Volts units.
Losses in the adopted JTWPA device are primarily aris-
ing from the dielectric losses in the capacitance to ground
per unit cell, which is required for impedance matching.
The insertion loss of the JTWPA is calculated from the
dielectric loss tangent [34], tan δ0 = 2.1×10−3, estimated
from experimental characterizations [20, 32].

To estimate the system gain Gsys, we perform a sepa-
rated cooldown in which we substitute the TWPA device
with a shot noise tunnel junction (SNTJ) leaving the rest
of the setup identical (see Fig. 6).

The noise power emitted by the SNTJ in the quantum
regime (kBT << hf) at frequency f as a function of the
bias voltage V can be expressed as

NSNTJ(f, V ) =

[
1

2

[
eV + hf

2kB
coth

(
eV + hf

2kBT

)

+
eV − hf

2kB
coth

(
eV − hf

2kBT

)]
+ Tsys

]
BWGsys kB ,

(D3)
where BW denotes the measurement bandwidth.

We measure the power spectral density (PSD) recorded
by a spectrum analyzer as a function of the bias volt-
age V applied to the SNTJ. We repeat this measurement
for each of the frequencies of interest. For biasing, we
use a filtered DC line with a 100 kΩ resistance at room
temperature, which works as a voltage divider avoiding
accidental blow-up [23]. We fit the obtained PSD to the
noise model in Equation (D3) using three free parame-
ters, the system gain, Gsys, the system noise tempera-
ture Tsys and the SNTJ electronic temperature T . Fig.
7 shows an example of measured power spectral density
(PSD) as a function of the SNTJ bias voltage, along with
the corresponding best-fit curve for a pair of frequencies
signal/idler frequency tones.

We stress that the system gain obtained from the
above method corresponds to the gain from the reference
plane of the SNTJ to the input of the spectrum analyzer.
The estimated system gains at the frequencies of interest
are listed in Table II. We estimate an upper bound
of 1 dB for the total insertion loss between the SNTJ
output reference plane and the cryogenic isolator input
reference plane, including loss from the SNTJ packaging
and the used bias tee [35]. The Gsys value obtained from
the SNTJ calibration is corrected by such upper bound

150 100 50 0 50 100 150
SNTJ Voltage [uV]

79.4

79.3

79.2

79.1

79.0

78.9

78.8

PS
D 

[d
Bm

]

Idler_freq : 3.8835 GHz,
G_idler: 62.0 dB
Signal_freq : 3.8215 GHz,
G_sig: 61.1 dB

Figure 7. Gsys estimation using SNTJ. Example of mea-
sured PSD as a function of SNTJ voltage bias for a pair of
signal and idler frequencies. Best fits are shown with dashed
lines. Gsys best fit values are reported in the legend.

Acquisition frequency Gsys [dB]
fp/2 61.7
fp/2 + 31MHz 62.0
fp/2− 31MHz 61.1
fp/2 + 61MHz 61.5
fp/2− 61MHz 62.0
fp + 31MHz 46.5

Table II. Calibrated system gain for the different acquisition
frequencies. fp = 7.705 GHz.

loss estimation before it is used for the normalization
of the quadrature data. This means that we use an
upper bound estimation of Gsys and consequently a
lower bound (conservative) estimation for squeezing and
logarithmic negativity.

Considering the typical ripples in the insertion loss
characterization of the microwave components between
SNTJ and the isolator at mK temperature, we assume
an uncertainty of 1 dB in our final estimation of Gsys.
The error bars on the estimated covariance matrix and
consequently on the estimation of squeezing and logarith-
mic negativity in this work are obtained assuming that
the error on the Gsys estimation is the dominant one.

Appendix E: Estimation of the total input
attenuation

The input pump and signal power reported in this work
are all refereed at the TWPA input. To do so we sum the
power at the output of our RF source at room tempera-
ture to the total input line attenuation Ain, which indi-
cates attenuation from the room temperature microwave
sources to the input of the device at mK temperature.
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The latter is estimated using the following formula,

Soff
21 = Ain + η +Gsys, (E1)

where Soff
21 is the transmission measured through the

JTWPA when the pump is off, Gsys is the calibrated
system gain, and η is the insertion loss of the TWPA in
dB, estimated from the loss tangent, tan δ0 = 2.1×10−3,
obtained in experimental characterizations [20, 32]

Appendix F: Squeezing and Logarithmic negativity

The amount of single mode squeezing in dB along the
x and p quadratures can be defined starting from the
estimated single mode covariance matrix σ|Ψ⟩ (Eq. (6))
as follows,

Sx = 10 log10

(
σ
|Ψ⟩
11

σ
|0⟩
11

)
, Sp = 10 log10

(
σ
|Ψ⟩
22

σ
|0⟩
22

)
.

(F1)
With our convention for the field quadrature definition,
the covariance matrix of the single mode vacuum state
σ|0⟩ correspond to the unity matrix. We use the defini-
tions above to get the results in Fig. 3(c-d).

For the TMS, the main quantity of interest for the en-
tanglement verification is the logarithmic negativity de-
fined as,

EN = max[− ln(ν−), 0] , (F2)

where ν− is the smallest symplectic eigenvalue of the
partially transposed two-mode covariance matrix. This
eigenvalue is given by,

ν− =

√
∆σ −

√
(∆σ)2 − 4 detσ

2
,

∆σ = detA+ detB − 2 detC,

(F3)

with A, B, and C denoting the submatrices of the two
mode covariance matrix expressed in the following block
structure,

σ =

(
A C

CT B

)
. (F4)

According to the Positive Partial Transpose (PPT) cri-
terion [36, 37], a bipartite Gaussian state is separable
only if the smallest symplectic eigenvalue of the partially
transposed covariance matrix satisfies ν− ≥ 1. Conse-
quently, a sufficient condition for entanglement, is ν− < 1
or equivalently EN > 0.
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