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Supplementary Methods I: Derivation for the Hamiltonian of the unimon qubit using a
distributed-element circuit model

In this section, we provide two different derivations for the Hamiltonian of the unimon qubit,
both starting from the distributed-element circuit model. These theoretical models correspond to
models 1 and 2 in the main text. We begin with model 1 that is based on expressing the Hamiltonian
in the basis of interacting classical normal modes that are obtained by linearizing the circuit in the
vicinity of its potential energy minimum. Subsequently, we proceed to model 2 which utilizes the
path integral formalism to analytically eliminate exactly solvable linear parts of the Lagrangian and
to approximate the remaining action with the help of a truncated polynomial. Whereas model 1
does not apply as such in the case of multiple potential minima, no extensions to model 2 are
required in such a regime which is, however, not studied experimentally in this work.

Gradiometricity and classical treatment of the dc supercurrent
First, we study the dc response of the unimon circuit in the presence of an external magnetic flux
in order to justify why the circuit is gradiometric, and hence it is only sensitive to the external
flux difference. To this end, we first consider the lumped-element circuit model for the currents
and fluxes shown in Supplementary Fig. 1. The capacitance can be neglected in the case of dc
currents. In our model, we denote the total flux through the left (right) loop of the grounded
coplanar waveguide (CPW) structure of the unimon by Φ1 (Φ2). The loop flux Φ1 is given by a
sum of the external flux and the flux generated by the induced supercurrents as

Φ1 = Φext,1 + LgI1 + LIJ, (1)

where Φext,1 is the external dc magnetic flux through the left loop, Lg is the geometric inductance
of the left branch of the ground loop, L is the total inductance of the center conductor, and the
currents I1 and IJ are defined as in Supplementary Fig. 1. Similarly, the total dc flux through the
right loop Φ2 is given by

Φ2 = Φext,2 − LgI2 − LIJ, (2)

where Φext,2 is the external dc magnetic flux through the right loop, and I2 is the current in the
right branch. Note that we assume that the left and right branch of the ground loop are symmetric.

Importantly, we model the outer loop as an ideal superconducting loop with a geometric
inductance of Lg in both arms of the loop. Due to the phenomenon of flux quantization1, 2, the total
dc flux Φ1 + Φ2 must be quantized in units of the flux quantum

Φ1 + Φ2 = Φext,1 + Φext,2 + Lg(I1 − I2) = nΦ0 = 0, (3)
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Supplementary Fig. 1: Direct-current circuit model of the unimon. Circuit model used for
deriving the flux quantization condition of the unimon circuit in the dc regime. Here, L denotes
the lumped-element inductance of the center conductor of the CPW resonator, Lg denotes the in-
ductance of the right and left arms of the outer superconducting loop, IJ denotes the dc current
through the Josephson junction embedded in the center conductor of the CPW resonator, and I1
and I2 denote the dc current in the left and right branch of the outer superconducting loop, respec-
tively. Furthermore, Φext,1 and Φext,2 denote the external dc magnetic flux through the left and right
superconducting loop, respectively, and φ0 denotes the dc superconducting phase difference across
the Josephson junction due to the external magnetic flux. Note that the used inductor symbols do
not show the handedness of the inductors which is defined by equations (1) and (2).

where Φ0 = h/(2e) ≈ 2.067 × 10−15 Wb is the flux quantum, and we have set n = 0 in the last
step. Naturally, this implies that the fluxes through the left and right loop must satisfy Φ1 = −Φ2.
By considering the flux quantization through the left loop, we obtain an equation that relates the
dc phase across the Josephson junction to Φ1 as

Φ1 +
Φ0

2π
φ0 = 0 ⇒ φ0 = −2π

Φ0

Φ1, (4)

where we have denoted the dc Josephson phase across the Josephson junction with the symbol φ0.
Note that an identical equation is obtained by considering the right superconducting loop.

By combining the information in equations (1)–(4) and using the Kirchhoff current law I1 +

I2 = IJ, we find that the dc phase across the Josephson junction reads

φ0 =
2π

Φ0

[Φdiff − (L+ Lg/2)IJ], (5)

where we have additionally introduced the shorthand notation Φdiff = (Φext,2 − Φext,1)/2 for the
half difference of the external fluxes through the right and the left loop. Importantly, the dc current
across the Josephson junction is given by the dc Josephson relation IJ = Ic sin(φ0), where Ic is
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the critical current of the junction. Consequently, the dc phase across the Josephson junction is
obtained as a solution of the transcendental equation

φ0 +
LCPW

LJ

sin(φ0) = 2π
Φdiff

Φ0

, (6)

where we have used the expression for the Josephson inductance LJ = Φ0/(2πIc) and defined the
shorthand notation LCPW = L + Lg/2. Importantly, the Josephson phase across the junction is
controlled by the difference of the fluxes through the two loops since the circuit contains a gradio-
metric loop. Since the Josephson phase is only affected by the difference of the external fluxes, the
circuit and the corresponding qubit are protected against flux noise which is homogeneous over the
length scale of the transverse width of the CPW resonator.

Note that the equation has a single-valued solution for all values of the flux bias Φdiff if and
only if the inductance of the junction LJ dominates over the inductance LCPW of the CPW. This
single-valuedness is used below to express the Hamiltonian in terms of the normal modes of the
circuit which is linearized around the dc phase. If there are two or more solutions to Eq. (6),
the treatment becomes more complex. Thus for model 1, we refrain from going into the multi-
valued regime. However, we observe below that for model 2, no special issues arise even in the
multivalued regime.

Derivation of the quantum Hamiltonian of coupled normal modes for the unimon qubit
(model 1)
To derive the Hamiltonian for the unimon circuit, we use the discretized circuit model visualized
in Supplementary Fig. 2. Our theoretical approach is inspired by Ref.3, in which the Hamilto-
nian is derived for a system consisting of a floating CPW resonator with an embedded Josephson
junction in its center conductor. However, we extend the theory to model phase-biased Josephson
junctions in order to consider effects arising from an external magnetic field. To summarize our
derivation of the Hamiltonian, we first derive classical equations of motion for the distributed-
element system. Subsequently, we find the classical normal modes of the system by treating the
phase-biased Josephson junction as a linear inductor. After finding the classical normal modes,
we make a single-mode approximation, in which we neglect all other modes apart from the mode
that is used as a qubit. Finally, the classical single-mode Hamiltonian is quantized by enforcing
the canonical commutation relation between phase and charge operators, as a result of which we
obtain an accurate approximation for the Hamiltonian of the unimon qubit.

In the discretized circuit diagram shown in Supplementary Fig. 2, we model the CPW of
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length 2l by N lumped-element inductors and capacitors. The Josephson junction at xJ ∈ (−l, l)
is taken to be located between the capacitors with indices J and J + 1. Due to the gradiometricity
of the circuit, the total external flux in the circuit model corresponds to the half difference of the
external fluxes on the two sides of the center conductor in line with the derivation of the previous
section. We use classical circuit theory to derive the equations of motion for the system and to
further compute the frequencies and the envelope functions of the normal modes. The equations
of motion are obtained from the classical Lagrangian

L = T − U, (7)

where T and U are the kinetic and the potential energy, respectively. By choosing the node fluxes
Ψi as the generalized free coordinates, the total kinetic energy of the circuit can be written as

T =
N∑
i=1

1

2
Cl∆xΨ̇

2
i +

1

2
CJ(Ψ̇J+1 − Ψ̇J)

2 (8)

−−−→
N→∞

∫ xJ

−l

Cl
2
ψ̇(x)2dx+

∫ l

xJ

Cl
2
ψ̇(x)2dx+

1

2
CJ(ψ̇(x

+
J )− ψ̇(x−J ))

2, (9)

where on the first line Ψi =
∫ t
−∞ Vi(t

′) dt′ denotes the node flux related to the ith capacitor in
terms of the node voltage Vi, the index i assumes values from the set {1, . . . , J, J + 1, . . . , N},
∆x = 2l/N describes the length scale of the discretization, Cl denotes the capacitance per unit
length of the CPW, and CJ denotes the junction capacitance that is much smaller than the other
relevant capacitances in the circuit. The second line represents the kinetic energy in the continuum
limit, N → ∞, where Ψi → ψ(xi, t), and x−J and x+J correspond to the locations of the left and
right electrode of the Josephson junction, respectively.

Before writing down the potential energy of the circuit, we relate the flux across the ith
inductor to the external magnetic flux using Faraday’s law

−Φdiff,i +Ψi +ΨL,i −Ψi−1 = 0 ⇒ ΨL,i = Ψi−1 −Ψi + Φdiff,i, (10)

where ΨL,i denotes the flux across the ith inductor, the index i assumes values from the set
{1, . . . , J, J + 2, . . . , N + 1}, and Φdiff,i corresponds to half of the external magnetic flux dif-
ference on the interval x ∈ [xi−1, xi]. Note that there is no inductor between the indices J and
J + 1 due to the presence of the Josephson junction. Using the above equation, we express the
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Supplementary Fig. 2: Distributed-element circuit model of the unimon. Discretized model of
the unimon circuit in the presence of a flux bias Φdiff . The circuit model consists of N lumped-
element inductors and capacitors such that J inductors and capacitors are located on the left side
of the Josephson junction and N − J inductors and capacitors are located on the right side of the
Josephson junction. The two boxes with dashed black contours illustrate the repeating elements of
the lumped-element circuit on the left and right side of the junction. The node flux Ψi at the ith
capacitor is defined as the time integral of the corresponding node voltage, whereas ΨL,i denotes
the branch flux across the ith inductor. Note that Φdiff,i should be interpreted as the corresponding
half difference of the external magnetic fluxes on the two sides of the center conductor of the CPW.
A positive applied flux is defined to point out of the page, and hence to give rise to a clockwise
rotating dc supercurrent.

potential energy of the system as

U =
1

2Ll∆x

N+1∑
i=1,i ̸=J+1

(Ψi−1 −Ψi + Φdiff,i)
2 − EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(ΨJ+1 −ΨJ)

]
(11)

−−−→
N→∞

∫ xJ

−l

(∂xψ − sBdiff)
2

2Ll
dx+

∫ l

xJ

(∂xψ − sBdiff)
2

2Ll
dx

−EJ cos

(
2π

Φ0

(ψ(x+J )− ψ(x−J ))

)
, (12)

where on the first line we define Ψ0 = ΨN+1 = 0, Ll denotes the total inductance per unit length,
and EJ denotes the Josephson energy. The second line represents the potential energy in the con-
tinuum limit, where Φdiff,i/∆x → sBdiff(xi) with s being the perpendicular distance between the
center conductor and the ground plane and Bdiff(xi) denoting half of the effective magnetic flux
density difference on the two sides of the center conductor at the location xi.

The classical equation of motion for the ith node flux Ψi (i ̸= J, J + 1) is obtained from the
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Euler–Lagrange equation
d

dt

∂L
∂Ψ̇i

− ∂L
∂Ψi

= 0. (13)

Inserting the Lagrangian in equation (7) into the Euler–Lagrange equation, we acquire

Cl∆xΨ̈i −
1

Ll∆x

(
Ψi+1 − 2Ψi +Ψi−1 + Φdiff,i − Φdiff,i+1

)
= 0, i ̸= J, J + 1. (14)

By taking the the continuum limit, ∆x→ 0, of the above equation of motion, we further obtain

Clψ̈ =
1

Ll
∂xxψ − s

Ll
∂xBdiff . (15)

Note that equation (15) corresponds to a wave equation with a source term. In the following cal-
culations, we assume that the applied magnetic field is sufficiently homogeneous in the x direction
such that we can neglect the magnetic-field-dependent term from equation (15) resulting in the
wave equation

ψ̈ = v2p∂xxψ, (16)

where we have defined the phase velocity vp = 1/
√
LlCl.

Subsequently, we derive the equation of motion for the node flux ΨJ that corresponds to the
left electrode of the junction. According to the Euler–Lagrange equation, we obtain

Cl∆xΨ̈J + CJ(Ψ̈J − Ψ̈J+1) + Ic sin

[
2π

Φ0

(ΨJ −ΨJ+1)

]
= − 1

Ll∆x
(ΨJ −ΨJ−1 − Φdiff,J). (17)

In the continuum limit, ∆x→ 0, the above equation of motion can be written as

−CJ∆ψ̈ − Ic sin

(
2π

Φ0

∆ψ

)
= − 1

Ll
∂xψ

∣∣∣∣
x=x−J

+
Φdiff

2lLl
, (18)

where ∆ψ = ΨJ+1−ΨJ denotes the change in the flux across the junction, Φdiff =
∑

iΦdiff,i is the
total external half flux difference as above, and we have utilized the assumption of a homogenous
magnetic field in order to write Φdiff,J/∆x → Φdiff/(2l). Note that our definition of ∆ψ has a
sign convention opposite to ΨL,i. Intuitively speaking, the above equation imposes the current
continuity condition at the left electrode of the Josephson junction. The term on the left side of
equation (18) can be interpreted as the total current across the Josephson junction including the
charging of the junction electrodes and a supercurrent across an ideal Josephson element. The
term on the right side of equation (18) corresponds to the current in the CPW resonator in the
presence of an external magnetic flux as can be inferred from Eq. (10), according to which the
current at location xi in the center conductor is given by

I =
Ψi−1 −Ψi + Φdiff,i

Ll∆x
−−−→
N→∞

− 1

Ll
∂xψ

∣∣∣∣
x=xi

+
Φdiff

2lLl
, (19)
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where we have again imposed the assumption of a homogeneous flux bias Φdiff . Importantly, we
can also derive a similar boundary condition at the right electrode of the Josephson junction

−CJ∆ψ̈ − Ic sin

(
2π

Φ0

∆ψ

)
= − 1

Ll
∂xψ

∣∣∣∣
x=x+J

+
Φdiff

2lLl
. (20)

Classically, the solution to the wave equation in equation (16) can be decomposed into a
sum of oscillatory normal modes and a dc component corresponding to a spatially and temporally
constant current as

ψ(x, t) = ϕ0u0(x) +
∑
n≥1

un(x)ψn(t), (21)

where the result applies for x ̸= xJ. In the above equation, ϕ0 is the coefficient of the dc mode in the
units of flux, and u0(x) is the corresponding dimensionless envelope function. Furthermore, un(x)
are dimensionless mode envelopes and ψn(t) = cn exp(−iωnt) are the corresponding temporally
oscillating coefficients in the units of flux with ωn being the classical mode frequency. In order for
the decomposition to make sense, the mode envelopes must be required to satisfy the wave equation
in equation (16), and the boundary conditions corresponding to the grounding of the CPW and the
current continuity across the Josephson junction [see equations (18) and (20)].

Importantly, the dc component of the current should behave in line with the results of the
dc analysis presented in the previous section. To recover equation (6) and to comply with the
grounding of the CPW, the envelope function of the dc mode must be chosen as a piece-wise linear
function

u0(x) =

(x+ l)/(2l), for x ∈ [−l, xJ),

(x− l)/(2l), for x ∈ (xJ, l],
(22)

which corresponds to a spatially constant current of I = (Φdiff −ϕ0)/(2lLl) based on Eq. (19) and
to a dc Josephson phase difference of φ0 = 2πϕ0/Φ0. Importantly, we use the decomposition in
equation (21) and rewrite the current continuity condition in equation (18) as

CJ

∑
n≥1

ω2
n∆unψn + Ic sin

[
2π

Φ0

(
ϕ0 −

∑
n≥1

∆unψn

)]
+

=0︷ ︸︸ ︷
Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
− Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)

= − 1

Ll

ϕ0

2l
+
∑
n≥1

ψn∂xun
∣∣
x=x−J

+
Φdiff

2lLl
, (23)
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where ∆un = un(x
+
J ) − un(x

−
J ) denotes the change in the envelope of the nth mode across the

Josephson junction. The above equation can be grouped into a time-independent part and a time-
dependent part that should both vanish{

Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
+

ϕ0

2lLl
− Φdiff

2lLl

}
+

{
CJ

∑
n≥1

ω2
n∆unψn

+Ic sin

[
2π

Φ0

(
ϕ0 −

∑
n≥1

∆unψn

)]
− Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
+

1

Ll

∑
n≥1

ψn∂xun
∣∣
x=x−J

}
= 0. (24)

We simplify the time-dependent part further using the trigonometric identity sin(x+y) = sin(x) cos(y)+

cos(x) sin(y) as

CJ

∑
n≥1

ω2
n∆unψn + Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
cos

(
2π

Φ0

∑
n≥1

∆unψn

)
−Ic cos

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
sin

(
2π

Φ0

∑
n≥1

∆unψn

)
− Ic sin

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)
+

1

Ll

∑
n≥1

ψn∂xun
∣∣
x=x−J

= 0. (25)

By invoking the assumption of small ac oscillations
(
ζ :=

∑
n≥1 2π∆unψn/Φ0 ≪ 1

)
, we write

the above equation into a simple form∑
n≥1

ψn

[
CJω

2
n∆un −

cos(2πϕ0/Φ0)

LJ

∆un +
1

Ll
∂xun

∣∣
x=x−J

]
≈ 0, (26)

where we used the approximations sin(ζ) ≈ ζ and cos(ζ) ≈ 1 together with the relation LJ =

Φ0/(2πIc). Importantly, each term corresponding to a different n in equation (26) must vanish
independently since all the coefficients ψn ∝ exp(−iωnt) oscillate in time with different frequen-
cies. Note that our assumption of small ac oscillations

(∑
n≥1 2π∆unψn/Φ0 ≪ 1

)
is equivalent to

linearizing the circuit around its dc operation point, which also has the consequence of decoupling
the different modes of the circuit. In the following equations, we drop the approximation sign for
notational simplicity.

Under the assumption of small ac oscillations, it is thus possible to summarize the current
continuity conditions across the Josephson junction with the following set of decoupled equations

Ic sin

(
2π

Φ0

ϕ0

)
+

ϕ0

2lLl
=

Φdiff

2lLl
, (27)

ω2
mCJ∆um − cos(2πϕ0/Φ0)

LJ

∆um = − 1

Ll
∂xum|x=x−J , m ≥ 1, (28)

− 1

Ll
∂xum|x=x−J = − 1

Ll
∂xum|x=x+J , m ≥ 1, (29)
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where the final equation essentially requires current continuity on both sides of the junction and
it has been obtained by also considering the current continuity condition of the right electrode in
equation (20). We make a few important observations based on the above set of boundary con-
ditions. Assuming that the ground-loop inductance is much smaller than the total inductance of
the center conductor 2lLl, we have LCPW = 2lLl, in the case of which equation (27) reduces
to the dc flux quantization condition presented in equation (6). On the other hand, equation (28)
can be interpreted such that the dc supercurrent essentially changes the phase bias of the Joseph-
son junction by 2πϕ0/Φ0 resulting in an effective linear inductance of LJ/ cos(2πϕ0/Φ0) in the
limit of small oscillations. Importantly, the effective inductance of the biased Josephson junction
LJ/ cos(2πϕ0/Φ0) can be negative for certain values of the dc phase φ0 = 2πϕ0/Φ0. The operation
points corresponding to negative inductances are classically stable with a single energy minimum
if the Josephson inductance LJ exceeds the total inductance of the CPW LCPW = 2lLl.

Subsequently, we use the derived set of boundary conditions to determine the normal-mode
angular frequencies ωm and the mode envelope functions um(x). To satisfy both the wave equa-
tion (16) and the grounding condition, we use a piece-wise sinusoidal ansatz for each of the enve-
lope functions

um(x) =

Am sin[km(x+ l)], if x ∈ [−l, xJ)

AmBm sin[km(x− l)], if x ∈ (xJ, l]
(30)

where km is the wavenumber of the mth mode obeying km = ωm/vp in order to satisfy the wave
equation, and Am and Bm are dimensionless constants. We solve Bm by inserting the piece-wise
sinusoidal ansatz of the mode envelope function to the boundary condition in equation (29), which
yields

Bm =
cos[km(xJ + l)]

cos[km(xJ − l)]
. (31)

By further inserting the piece-wise sinusoidal mode envelopes to the boundary condition in equa-
tion (28) and using equation (31) to carry out simplifications, we obtain a transcendental equation
for the wavenumbers km (m ≥ 1) of the normal modes

kml cos[km(xJ − l)] cos[km(xJ + l)]−[
CJ(kml)

2

Cll
− Lll

LJ

cos

(
2πϕ0

Φ0

)]
sin(2kml) = 0, (32)

where the value of ϕ0 should be obtained by first solving equation (27), and the wave numbers
km are related to the classical mode angular frequencies ωm through the relation ωm = vpkm.
Importantly, the mode envelope functions corresponding to solutions of the above equation may or
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may not have a discontinuity (∆um ̸= 0) at the location of the Josephson junction. The modes with
a discontinuity at the junction are the modes of interest since in the following quantum-mechanical
treatment, a mode can have an anharmonic energy spectrum only if the non-linear junction couples
to it, i.e., a non-zero current flows across the junction.

In Supplementary Fig. 3, we illustrate the mode envelope functions of the three normal
modes with the lowest frequency at external flux bias of Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.0 and Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5.
The mode envelope functions at the two external fluxes differ due to a different value of the effec-
tive Josephson inductance: At Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.0, the effective Josephson inductance is LJ, whereas
at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5, the effective inductance is −LJ. Note that the lowest anharmonic mode corre-
sponds to the second normal mode of the system at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.0, whereas the first normal mode
is the lowest anharmonic mode at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5.

a b

Supplementary Fig. 3: Mode envelopes of the unimon. a, b, Flux envelope functions for the
three lowest-frequency normal modes at a flux bias of Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.0 (a) and at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5 (b).
The results were obtained using the example parameter set presented in Supplementary Table 1.

Importantly, the classical normal modes satisfy useful orthogonality relations3

⟨um, un⟩ =
∫ l

−l
Clum(x)un(x) dx+ CJ∆um∆un = CΣδmn, (33)

⟨∂xum, ∂xun⟩ =
∫ l

−l

1

Ll
∂xum(x)∂xun(x) dx+

cos(2πϕ0/Φ0)

LJ

∆um∆un =
δmn
Lm

, (34)

where CΣ = 2Cll + CJ denotes the total capacitance of the circuit, and the effective inductance
corresponding to the mth mode is given by Lm = (CΣω

2
m)

−1. Note that the above orthogonality
relations fix the normalization coefficients {Am} introduced in equation (30).
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Supplementary Table 1: Example set of parameter values used in Supplementary Methods
I. The parameter values listed in the table include the relative location of the Josephson junction
xJ/l, the total length 2l of the center conductor in the unimon, the Josephson energy EJ and the
capacitance CJ of the Josephson junction, the capacitance Cl and inductance Ll per unit length
of the CPW structure, the characteristic impedance Z0 of the CPW structure, and the ratio of the
CPW inductance to the Josephson inductance 2lLl/LJ that is derived from the other values in the
table.

xJ/l 2l (mm) EJ/h (GHz) CJ (fF) Cl (pF/m) Ll (µH/m) Z0 (Ω) 2lLl/LJ

0.0 8.0 19.0 1.4 83 0.83 100 0.772

Above, we have described how to solve the classical equations of motion for the system and
how to determine the frequencies and flux mode envelopes of the normal modes in the limit of small
flux oscillations across the junction. In the limit of small oscillations, the classical Hamiltonian
decouples to a sum of harmonic oscillators corresponding to the normal modes. Subsequently, we
derive an approximation for the classical Hamiltonian of the unimon circuit by invoking a single-
mode approximation, in which all other modes apart from the mode used as a qubit are neglected.
The single-mode approximation describes the system with a good accuracy since the frequency
difference of the anharmonic modes coupled to each other is of the order of 10 GHz in our system
and consequently, the coupling between the modes has only a small perturbative effect.

Note that a more accurate expression for the Hamiltonian may be obtained by keeping more
than one of the modes in the following calculations. Such a treatment is needed especially if one
considers the case of several solutions to the dc flux in equation (6). Since the mode envelopes
provide a complete set of basis functions for the grounded CPW system, an exact expression for
the Hamiltonian can, in principle, be obtained by taking into account an infinite number of the
modes.

In the single-mode approximation, we truncate the flux decomposition in equation (21) as
ψ(x, t) = ϕ0u0(x) + ψm(t)um(x), where m is the index of the anharmonic mode (∆um ̸= 0)
utilized as the qubit. Invoking the single-mode approximation and the continuum limit, the kinetic
energy of the circuit in equation (8) can be expressed as

T =

∫ l

−l

Cl
2
ψ̇2
mu

2
mdx+

CJ

2
ψ̇2
m(∆um)

2 =
CΣ

2
ψ̇2
m, (35)

where we have used the orthogonality relation in equation (33) to obtain the final result. Under

11



these approximations, we simplify the potential energy of the circuit in equation (11) to obtain

U =

∫ l

−l

1

2Ll

(
ϕ0

2l
+ ψm∂xum − Φdiff

2l

)2

dx− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(−ϕ0 + ψm∆um)

]
=

ψ2
m

2L̃m(ϕ0)
+

1

2lLl
ψm∆um(Φdiff − ϕ0)− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(−ϕ0 + ψm∆um)

]
, (36)

where we have dropped a constant term and used the orthogonality relation presented in equa-
tion (34). Furthermore, we have defined the effective inductance L̃m(ϕ0) in the last step as

1

L̃m(ϕ0)
=

1

Lm
− cos(2πϕ0/Φ0)

LJ

(∆um)
2. (37)

Subsequently, we define the flux variable ϕm = ψm∆um that equals the (time-dependent)
flux difference across the Josephson junction. This allows us to write the classical single-mode
Lagrangian as

L =
C ′
m

2
ϕ̇2
m − ϕ2

m

2L̃′
m

− 1

2lLl
ϕm(Φdiff − ϕ0) + EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(ϕm − ϕ0)

]
, (38)

where C ′
m = CΣ/(∆um)

2 and L̃′
m = L̃m(∆um)

2 are the rescaled capacitance and inductance.
By taking a Legendre transformation of the Lagrangian, we obtain the corresponding classical
Hamiltonian

Hm =
q2m
2C ′

m

+
ϕ2
m

2L̃′
m

+
1

2lLl
ϕm(Φdiff − ϕ0)− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(ϕm − ϕ0)

]
, (39)

where we have defined the conjugate momentum with units of charge as qm = ∂L/∂ϕ̇m = C ′
mψ̇m.

Finally, we obtain the quantum-mechanical single-mode Hamiltonian by imposing the canon-
ical commutation relation [ϕ̂m, q̂m] = iℏ. Furthermore, we define the dimensionless charge opera-
tor n̂m = q̂m/(2e) and the phase operator φ̂m = 2πϕ̂m/Φ0, which allows us to express the quantum
Hamiltonian in a form resembling the fluxonium Hamiltonian as

Ĥm = 4EC,m(φ0)n̂
2
m +

1

2
EL,m(φ0)φ̂

2
m + ELφ̂m(φdiff − φ0)− EJ cos(φ̂m − φ0), (40)

where we have definedEC,m(φ0) = e2/[2C ′
m(φ0)],EL,m(φ0) = Φ2

0/(2π)
2/L̃′

m(φ0),EL = Φ2
0/(2π)

2/(2lLl),
φdiff = 2πΦdiff/Φ0, and φ0 = 2πϕ0/Φ0. Note that the conjugate operators φ̂m and n̂m satisfy the
commutation relation [φ̂m, n̂m] = i.

12



a b

Supplementary Fig. 4: Numerically computed frequency and anharmonicity of the unimon.
a, Qubit frequency f01,m as a function of the flux bias Φdiff for the two lowest-frequency modes.
b, Anharmonicity αm/(2π) as a function of Φdiff for the two lowest-frequency modes. The results
were obtained using the example parameter set presented in Supplementary Table 1. Note that the
results were computed individually for each of the modes by enforcing the single-mode approxi-
mation and diagonalizing the Hamiltonian in equation (40).

To study the qubit frequency and anharmonicity of the unimon, we numerically diagonalize
the Hamiltonian in equation (40) for flux biases in the range Φdiff/Φ0 ∈ [0, 1]. For each of the
modes, the corresponding qubit frequency and anharmonicity are computed as

f01,m =
E1,m − E0,m

h
, (41)

αm
2π

=
(E2,m − E1,m)− (E1,m − E0,m)

h
, (42)

where f01,m and αm/(2π) denote the qubit frequency and anharmonicity corresponding to the
mth mode, whereas Ei,m is the ith eigenenergy of the mth mode. In Supplementary Fig. 4,
we illustrate the numerically computed qubit frequency and anharmonicity of the two lowest-
frequency modes as functions of the flux bias. Importantly, there is a flux-insensitive sweet spot
at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5 that corresponds to the smallest frequency and highest anharmonicity of the
lowest-frequency mode. For the parameter values presented in Supplementary Table 1, the qubit
frequency at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5 is approximately 4.5 GHz, whereas the corresponding anharmonicity
is +510 MHz. Thus, the sweet spot Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5 corresponds to the optimal operation point of
the unimon.

To gain intuitive understanding of the enhanced anharmonicity at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5, we note

13



that the single-mode Hamiltonian simplifies into

Ĥm = 4EC,m(π)n̂
2
m +

1

2
EL,m(π)φ̂

2
m + EJ cos(φ̂m), (43)

where we have used the fact that φdiff = φ0 = π, which is valid if EJ ≤ EL. By expanding the
cosine potential as a Taylor series, we obtain

Ĥm = 4EC,m(π)n̂
2
m +

EL,m(π)− EJ

2
φ̂2
m +

EJ

24
φ̂4
m +O(φ̂6

m). (44)

Importantly, the unimon is designed to work in the regime EJ ≲ EL,m(π). Thus, the enhanced
anharmonicity can be attributed to the partial cancellation of the inductive energy EL,m(π) and the
Josephson energy EJ, as result of which the quadratic potential energy term practically vanishes
while the quartic and higher order terms are preserved.
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Path-integral-based model for the unimon (model 2)
We start from the classical action for the electromagnetic field of the unimon, which can be ex-
pressed with the help of the temporally dependent flux density ψ(x, t) in the unimon circuit based
on the continuum-limit Lagrangian given by Eqs. (7), (9), (12) as

S[ψ(x, t)] =

∫  xJ∫
−l

Clψ̇(x, t)22
−
[
∂xψ(x, t)− sBdiff(x)

]2
2Ll

 dx

+

l∫
xJ

Clψ̇(x, t)22
−
[
∂xψ(x, t)− sBdiff(x)

]2
2Ll

 dx+
CJ

[
ψ̇
(
x−J , t

)
− ψ̇

(
x+J , t

)]2
2

+ EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ
(
x−J , t

)
− ψ

(
x+J , t

)]} dt (45)

The spectrum of the unimon can be extracted from the partition function Z(β), where β =

1/(kBT ). The partition function of the unimon can be expressed through a path integral of an
exponent of an Euclidean action in the imaginary time τ = it as

Z(β) =

∫
D[ψ(x, τ)]e−

1
ℏS

E[ψ(x,τ)], (46)

where the path integral is taken over all periodic trajectories in imaginary time and the Euclidean
action SE[ψ(x, τ)] = S[ψ(x,−iτ)] is given by

SE[ψ(x, τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

 xJ∫
−l

Cl[∂τψ(x, τ)]22
+

[
∂xψ(x, τ)− sBdiff(x)

]2
2Ll

 dx

+

l∫
xJ

Cl[∂τψ(x, τ)]22
+

[
∂xψ(x, τ)− sBdiff(x)

]2
2Ll

 dx

+
CJ

[
∂τψ(x

−
J , τ)− ∂τψ(x

+
J , τ)

]2
2

− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ(x−J , τ)− ψ(x+J , τ)

]} dτ, (47)

where the interval of imaginary time is determined by the inverse temperature β. First, we define
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ψ′(x, τ) = ψ(x, τ)− Φdiff(x), where

Φdiff(x) = s



x∫
−l

Bdiff(x
′) dx′, x < xJ

−
l∫

x

Bdiff(x
′) dx′, x > xJ.

(48)

Then the action takes the following form:

SE[ψ′(x, τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

 xJ∫
−l

Cl[∂τψ′(x, τ)]2

2
+

[
∂xψ

′(x, τ)
]2

2Ll

 dx

+

l∫
xJ

Cl[∂τψ′(x, τ)]2

2
−
[
∂xψ

′(x, τ)
]2

2Ll

 dx+
CJ

[
∂τψ

′(x−J , τ)− ∂τψ
′(x+J , τ)

]2
2

− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ′(x−J , τ)− ψ′(x+J , τ) + Φdiff

]} dτ, (49)

where Φdiff = Φdiff(x
−
J )− Φdiff(x

+
J ).

In the following derivation, we eliminate all the linear resonator degrees of freedom and
arrive at a model expressed in terms of a single variable, namely phase difference across the junc-
tion. To this end, we seek for fixed ψ′(x−J , τ) and ψ′(x+J , τ) classical trajectories which minimize
the Euclidean action of the linear resonator parts of the system. We first focus on the left half of
the resonator with x ∈ [−l, xJ) and then adjust the results for the right side of the resonator. The
equation for the classical trajectory ψc(x, τ) corresponds to the Euler–Lagrange equation for the
Euclidean action that is given as

∂2τψc(x, τ) + v2p∂
2
xψc(x, τ) = 0 (50)

where v2p = 1/(LlCl). Since we integrate only over the periodic in imaginary time trajectories with
the fixed value of the flux at the junction, we impose the following boundary conditions:

ψc(−l, τ) = 0, for τ ∈ [0, ℏβ], (51)

ψc(xJ, τ) = ψ′(x−J , τ), for τ ∈ [0, ℏβ], (52)

ψc(x, 0) = ψc(x, ℏβ), for x ∈ [−l, xJ]. (53)
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We expand the flux at the junction into a Fourier series as

ψ′(x−J , τ) =
1

ℏβ

∞∑
n=−∞

ψ′
n(x

−
J )e

−iωnτ , (54)

where ωn = 2πnkBT/ℏ are the bosonic Matsubara frequencies. Consequently, the classical trajec-
tory is given by the following expression:

ψc(x, τ) =
1

ℏβ

∞∑
n=−∞

ψ′
n(x

−
J )

sinh
[
ωn

vp
(x+ l)

]
sinh

[
ωn

vp
(xJ + l)

]e−iωnτ . (55)

We make a substitution ψ′(x, τ) = ψc(x, τ) + ψ̃(x, τ) in the path integral expression for the
partition function. Thus the action for the Euclidean left half of the resonator reads as

SE
l

[
ψ̃(x, τ), ψ′(x−J , τ)

]
=

ℏβ∫
0

xJ∫
−l

{
Cl[∂τψc(x, τ)]

2

2
+

[∂xψc(x, τ)]
2

2Ll
+
Cl[∂τ ψ̃(x, τ)]

2

2
+

[∂xψ̃(x, τ)]
2

2Ll

}
dx dτ =

xJ∫
−l

{
Cl[∂τ ψ̃(x, τ)]

2

2
+

[∂xψ̃(x, τ)]
2

2Ll

}
dx dτ +

1

ℏβ

∞∑
n=−∞

|ψ′
n(x

−
J )|

2 ωn

2Z tanh
(
ωn

vp
ll

) , (56)

where Z =
√
Ll/Cl and ll = l + xJ. Repeating the above procedure for the right half of the res-

onator, we obtain the following expression for Euclidean action of the whole unimon withψ′(x−J , τ)

and ψ′(x+J , τ) given:

SE
[
ψ̃(x, τ), ψ′(x−J , τ), ψ

′(x+J , τ)
]
=

ℏβ∫
0


xJ∫

−l


Cl

[
∂τ ψ̃(x, τ)

]2
2

+

[
∂xψ̃(x, τ)

]2
2Ll

 dx

+

l∫
xJ


Cl

[
∂τ ψ̃(x, τ)

]2
2

+

[
∂xψ̃(x, τ)

]2
2Ll

 dx+
CJ

[
∂τψ

′(x−J , τ)− ∂τψ
′(x+J , τ)

]2
2

−EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ′(x−J , τ)− ψ′(x+J , τ) + Φdiff

]}
 dτ+

1

ℏβ

+∞∑
n=−∞

ωn
2Z


∣∣∣ψ′

n(x
−
j )
∣∣∣2

tanh
(
ωn

vp
ll

) +

∣∣∣ψ′
n(x

+
j )
∣∣∣2

tanh
(
ωn

vp
lr

)
 ,
(57)
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where lr = l − xJ. The partition function is expressed through this action as

Z(β) =

∫
D
[
ψ̃(x, τ), ψ′(x−J , τ), ψ

′(x+J , τ)
]
e−

1
ℏS

E[ψ̃(x,τ),ψ′(x−J ,τ),ψ
′(x+J ,τ)]. (58)

The field ψ̃(x, τ) is uncoupled from ψ′(x±J , τ) since the boundary conditions of the total flux
ψ′(x, τ) = ψc(x, τ)+ψ̃(x, τ) are obeyed by the classical part according to equations (51)–(53) and
consequently the field ψ̃(x, τ) has zero boundary conditions independent of ψ′(x±J , τ). Thus the
field ψ̃(x, τ) can be integrated out. Since it satisfies zero boundary conditions at x = −l, x = xJ,
and x = l, it is equal to a product of partition functions of two grounded λ/2 resonators with
lengths ll and lr. Consequently, we have

Z(β) = Z ′(β)

∫
D[ψ′(x−J , τ), ψ

′(x+J , τ)]e
− 1

ℏS
E
J [ψ′(x−J ,τ),ψ

′(x+J ,τ)], (59)

where

Z ′(β) =
∞∏
m=1

1(
1− e

−ℏβmvp
ll

)(
1− e−ℏβmvp

lr

) , (60)

SE
J [ψ

′(x−J , τ), ψ
′(x+J , τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

CJ

[
∂τψ

′(x−J , τ)− ∂τψ
′(x+J , τ)

]2
2

−EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ′(x−J , τ)− ψ′(x+J , τ) + Φdiff

]})
dτ+

1

ℏβ

+∞∑
n=−∞

[∣∣ψ′
n(x

−
J )
∣∣2Kln +

∣∣ψ′
n(x

+
J )
∣∣2Krn

]
,

(61)

and
Kαn =

ωn

2Z tanh
(
ωn

vp
lα

) , for α ∈ {r, l}. (62)

Here, we introduce

ψ+(τ) =
1

2

[
ψ′(x−J , τ) + ψ′(x+J , τ)

]
,

ψ−(τ) = ψ′(x−J , τ)− ψ′(x+J , τ),

and
K±,n = Kln ±Krn,
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and express the corresponding Euclidean action in terms of these variables as

SE
J [ψ+(τ), ψ−(τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

CJ

[
∂τψ−(τ)

]2
2

− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

]} dτ+

1

ℏβ

+∞∑
n=−∞

[∣∣∣∣ψ+,n +
1

2
K−1

+,nK−,nψ−,n

∣∣∣∣2K+,n +
1

4

(
K+,n −K2

−,nK
−1
+,n

)
|ψ−,n|2

]
, (63)

where ψ±,n are the Fourier components of ψ±(τ) in the spirit of equation (54). We proceed by
introducing ψ′

+,n = ψ+,n +
1
2
K−1

+,nK−,nψ−,n and integrate out the ψ′
+ degree of freedom to obtain

Z(β) = Z ′(β)Z+(β)

∫
D[ψ−(τ)]e

− 1
ℏS

E
−[ψ−(τ)], (64)

where

Z+(β) = lim
M→∞

M∏
n=−M

NM√
K+,n

, (65)

where NM are normalization constants needed to enforce the convergence of the product. Thus,
we obtain

SE
−[ψ−(τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

CJ

[
∂τψ−(τ)

]2
2

− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

)] dτ+
1

ℏβ

+∞∑
n=−∞

1

4
Kn|ψ−,n|2,

(66)
where

Kn = K+,n −K2
−,nK

−1
+,n =

2ωn

Z

[
tanh

(
ωn

vp
ll

)
+ tanh

(
ωn

vp
lr

)] . (67)

Until this point for model 2, we have not applied any approximations, i.e., the expression for
the action SE

−[ψ−(τ)] is exact. However, this action is challenging to utilize further in analytical
calculations since it is both non-Gaussian and non-local in imaginary time. The corresponding
low-temperature partition function is determined by the low-Matsubara-frequency contribution of
the non-local kernel Kn. To proceed, we expand this kernel in the vicinity of ωn = 0 as

Kn ≈ 1

lLl
+
Cl(l

2 + 3x2J)

3l
ω2
n. (68)

These terms correspond to an effective capacitance and inductance, induced by the resonator. Con-
sequently, we write a non-Gaussian action that is local in imaginary time as

SE
0 [ψ−(τ)] =

ℏβ∫
0

Ceff

[
∂τψ−(τ)

]2
2

+
ψ2
−(τ)

2Leff

− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

]} dτ, (69)
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where

Ceff = CJ +
Cl(l

2 + 3x2J)

6l
, (70)

Leff = 2lLl. (71)

Partition function, corresponding to this action, can be evaluated numerically by diagonalization
of the following Hamiltonian:

Ĥ0 =
Q̂2

−

2Ceff

+
ψ̂2
−

2Leff

− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(
ψ̂− + Φdiff

)]
, (72)

where [ψ̂−, Q̂−] = iℏ. This Hamiltonian has indentical form to that of the lumped-element unimon
and can be used to obtain a qualitative spectrum of unimon. However it is too inaccurate for any
quantitative analysis so we need to develop a better approximation.

To proceed, we rewrite the non-local kernel (67) as follows:

Kn(ωn) =

iωn

[
cos
(

2iωn

vp
xJ

)
+ cos

(
2iωn

vp
l
)]

Z sin
(

2iωn

vp
l
) . (73)

Importantly, Kn(ωn) has poles at frequencies of the λ/2 resonator modes ωn = ±iπkvp/(2l),

k ∈ Z+. The residues of these poles are equal to ±iπkv2p/(4l
2Z)

[
(−1)k cos

(
πkxJ
l

)
+ 1

]
. We

approximate the resonator with a set of M auxiliary modes with frequencies Ωk = πkvp/(2l),
inductively coupled to the non-linear oscillator described by ψ− degree of freedom. Thus we
consider a trial action of the form

SE
trial =

ℏβ∫
0

(
C[∂τψ−(τ)]

2

2
+
ψ2
−(τ)

2Lψ
− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

]}

+
M∑
k=1

{
C[∂tχk(τ)]

2

2
+
CΩ2

kχ
2
k(τ)

2
+ αkχk(τ)ψ−(τ)

} dτ =

ℏβ∫
0

(
C[∂τψ−(τ)]

2

2
+
ψ2
−(τ)

2Lψ
− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

]})
dτ+

1

ℏβ

M∑
k=1

∞∑
n=−∞

C
2

(
ω2
n + Ω2

k

) ∣∣∣∣∣χk,n + αkψ−,n

C(ω2
n + Ω2

k)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

− α2
k|ψ−,n|2

2C(ω2
n + Ω2

k)

 , (74)
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where {χk}Mk=1 are the flux variables of the auxiliary modes, χk,n is the nth Fourier coefficient
of χk(τ), and C, Lψ, and αk are coefficients used below to match the trial action with that in
equation (66). To this end, we define χ′

k,n = χk,n + αk/[(C(ω
2
n + Ω2

k)]ψ−,n and integrate out
variables χ′

k,n. We obtain an effective action for the variable ψ− as

SE
M =

ℏβ∫
0

(
C[∂τψ−(τ)]

2

2
+
ψ2
−(τ)

2Lψ
− EJ cos

{
2π

Φ0

[
ψ−(τ) + Φdiff

]})
dτ

− 1

ℏβ

+∞∑
n=−∞

M∑
k=1

α2
k|ψ−,n|2

2C(ω2
n + Ω2

k)
. (75)

The kernel of non-local part of the action also has poles in the frequency domain at ωn = ±iΩk.
The residues of the kernel at these poles are equal to ±iα2

k/(4CΩk). Thus it is natural to equate
the residues of the exact kernel Kn to the residues of this trial kernel as

α2
k

4CΩk

=
Ω2
k

4πkZ

[
(−1)k cos

(
πkxJ
l

)
+ 1

]
. (76)

We have two more free parameters, namely, C and Lψ which we choose for the second-order
Taylor expansion of the trial kernel to match with that of the exact kernel given in equation (68).
Consequently, we have

1

2Lψ
−

M∑
k=1

α2
k

2CΩ2
k

=
1

4lLl
, (77)

C

2
+

M∑
k=1

α2
k

2CΩ4
k

=
CJ

2
+
Cl(l

2 + 3x2J)

12l
. (78)

Finally, the spectrum of the unimon is given by the Hamiltonian

ĤM =
Q̂2

−

2C
+

ψ̂2
−

2Lψ
− EJ cos

[
2π

Φ0

(
ψ̂− + Φdiff

)]
+

M∑
k=1

(
q̂2k
2C

+
CΩ2

kχ̂
2
k

2
+ αkχ̂kψ̂−

)
, (79)

where [χ̂k, q̂m] = iℏδkm, [ψ̂−, Q̂−] = iℏ, and all other single-operator commutators are zero.

In model 2 of this work, we choose M = 2, i.e., we consider two lowest auxiliary modes.
Thus in general, we need to solve a 3D Schrödinger equation which is feasible with the modern
computational techniques. Note that if the unimon is symmetric (xJ = 0), the first mode is decou-
pled from the junction, i.e., α1 = 0. However, the second mode is strongly coupled to the junction,
and hence it cannot be neglected or treated perturbatively. In this case, the problem is reduced to
solving a 2D Schrödinger equation which is computationally convenient.
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Supplementary Methods II: Derivation of the theoretical model for a coupled unimon-resonator
system

Hamiltonian for the coupled unimon-resonator system
Here, we derive the Hamiltonian for a coupled system consisting of a unimon qubit and a λ/4 read-
out resonator using an approach extended from the theoretical model 1 presented in Supplementary
Methods I. In the derivation, we take into account the qubit mode of the unimon and the lowest-
frequency mode of the readout resonator. See Supplementary Fig. 5 for a schematic illustration of
the coupled system and a lumped-element circuit model of the coupling.

We begin by writing the Lagrangians of the different parts of the coupled system. Referring
to equation (38), we write the classical Lagrangian owing to the bare qubit mode m of the unimon
as

Lu =
C ′
m

2
ϕ̇2
m − ϕ2

m

2L̃′
m

− 1

2lLl
ϕm(Φdiff − ϕ0) + EJ cos[2π(ϕm − ϕ0)/Φ0], (80)

where as above C ′
m is the effective capacitance of the qubit mode m, ϕm is the flux across the

Josephson junction owing to the mth mode, L̃′
m is the effective inductance of the qubit mode, 2l is

the length of the unimon, EJ is the Josephson energy, ϕ0 is the flux across the Josephson junction
owing to the dc component, Ll is the inductance per unit length of the unimon, and Φdiff is the
half of the external flux difference. In the following, we assume that the coupling to the readout
resonator does not affect the mode envelope functions of the unimon.

To write the Lagrangian related to the capacitive coupling, we note that the flux at the cou-
pling location xg is related to the flux across the Josephson junction as

ϕm,g = ϕmum(xg)/(∆um), (81)

where um(xg) is the envelope function of the mth mode evaluated at the coupling location xg

and ∆um is the discontinuity in the envelope function ∆um = um(x
+
J ) − um(x

−
J ) across the

junction. Thus, the Lagrangian corresponding to the capacitive coupling between the unimon and
the resonator (see Supplementary Fig. 5) can be written as

Lg =
1

2
Cg

(
ϕ̇m

um(xg)

∆um
− ϕ̇r

)2

, (82)

where ϕr is the node flux of the readout resonator at the coupling location. Next, the Lagrangian
of the resonator is expressed as

Lr =
1

2
Crϕ̇

2
r −

ϕ2
r

2Lr

, (83)
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a b

Supplementary Fig. 5: Schematic diagram of a coupled unimon-resonator system. a,
Schematic illustration of a coupled system consisting of a unimon qubit and λ/4 readout resonator
together with symbols corresponding to the relevant circuit parameters. Here, 2l is the total length
of the unimon circuit, xJ is the junction location, EJ is the Josephson energy, CJ is the capacitance
of the junction, φ0 is the dc Josephson phase, ϕm is the flux difference across the junction owing
to the qubit mode m, xg is the location of the coupling capacitance, Cg is the coupling capacitance
between the unimon and its readout resonator, ϕm,g is the flux of the unimon center conductor at
the coupling location, Ll,r is the inductance per unit length of the readout resonator, Cl,r is the
capacitance per unit length of the readout resonator, and lr is the length of the readout resonator. b,
Circuit diagram corresponding to the coupling capacitance and the lumped-element approximation
of the readout resonator in a coupled unimon-resonator system. Here, ϕr is the flux at the end of
the readout resonator, and Cr and Lr are the effective capacitance and inductance of the readout
resonator.

where Cr and Lr are the effective capacitance and inductance of the readout resonator. For a
λ/4 readout resonator, we have Cr = Cl,rlr/2, and Lr = 8Ll,rlr/π

2, where Cl,r and Ll,r are the
capacitance and inductance per unit length of the readout resonator and lr is the length of the
readout resonator. Note also that the characteristic impedance of the lumped-element resonator
mode is Zr =

√
Lr/Cr = 4Ztr/π, where Ztr =

√
Ll,r/Cl,r. Thus, the total Lagrangian of the

qubit-resonator system is given by

L = Lu + Lg + Lr. (84)

23



To derive the Hamiltonian of the circuit, we first write the kinetic part of the total Lagrangian
in a matrix form as

T =
1

2

(
ϕ̇m ϕ̇r

)C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2
−Cg

um(xg)

∆um

−Cg
um(xg)

∆um
Cr + Cg

(ϕ̇m
ϕ̇r

)
=

1

2
ϕ̇TCϕ̇, (85)

where ϕ = (ϕm, ϕr)
T is a node flux vector and C is the corresponding capacitance matrix. With

the help of the matrix notation, we can express the conjugate charges in terms of the node fluxes
as

q =
∂L
∂ϕ̇

= Cϕ̇, (86)

where q = (qm, qr)
T is a vector containing the conjugate charges. Using the matrix notation, the

classical Hamiltonian can be written as

H = ϕ̇T ∂L
∂ϕ̇

− L =
1

2
qTC−1q + U(ϕ). (87)

We can approximate the matrix elements of C−1 as

C−1(1, 1) =
Cg + Cr[

C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2

]
(Cr + Cg)− C2

g
um(xg)2

(∆um)2

≈ 1

C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2

, (88)

C−1(1, 2) =
Cg

um(xg)

∆um[
C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2

]
(Cr + Cg)− C2

g
um(xg)2

(∆um)2

≈
Cg

um(xg)

∆um[
C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2

]
(Cr + Cg)

, (89)

C−1(2, 2) =
C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2[
C ′
m + Cg

um(xg)2

(∆um)2

]
(Cr + Cg)− C2

g
um(xg)2

(∆um)2

≈ 1

Cr + Cg

, (90)

where we have used the valid assumption that the coupling capacitanceCg is much smaller than the
effective unimon capacitance C ′

m and the resonator capacitance Cr. Inserting these approximations
to the Hamiltonian in equation (87), we obtain

H =

{
q2m(∆um)

2

2Cu,tot

+
ϕ2
m

2L̃′
m

+
1

2lLl
ϕm(Φdiff − ϕ0)− EJ cos[2π(ϕm − ϕ0)/Φ0]

}
+

{
qmqrCg

um(xg)

∆um
Cu,tot

(∆um)2
Cr,tot

}
+

{
q2r

2Cr,tot

+
ϕ2
r

2Lr

}
, (91)

where we have defined the total capacitance of the unimon as Cu,tot = C ′
m(∆um)

2+Cgum(xg)
2 =

2Cll + CJ + Cgum(xg)
2 and the total capacitance of the readout resonator as Cr,tot = Cr + Cg.

24



In the above equation, the first curly brackets correspond to the unimon, the second curly brack-
ets correspond to the coupling, and the third curly brackets correspond to the readout resonator.
Finally, we quantize the above Hamiltonian to obtain

Ĥ =

{
4Etot

C,mn̂
2
m +

1

2
EL,mφ̂

2
m + ELφ̂m(φdiff − φ0)− EJ cos(φ̂m − φ0)

}
+

{
4e2Cgum(xg)∆um

Cu,totCr,tot

n̂mn̂r

}
+

{
4Etot

C,rn̂
2
r +

1

2
EL,rφ̂

2
r

}
, (92)

where we have defined the charge operators as n̂i = q̂i/(2e) and the phase operators as φ̂i =

2πϕ̂i/Φ0 for i ∈ {m, r}. The charge and phase operators satisfy the usual commutation rela-
tion [φ̂i, n̂j] = iδij . Furthermore, we have defined the following energy scales for the mth mode
of the unimon Etot

C,m = e2∆u2m/(2Cu,tot), EL,m = Φ2
0/(2π)

2/L̃′
m, and EL = Φ2

0/(2π)
2/(2lLl).

For the readout resonator, we have defined the energy scales Etot
C,r = e2/(2Cr,tot), and EL,r =

Φ2
0/(2π)

2/Lr.

It is instructive to express the Hamiltonian in equation (92) using the eigenbasis of the uni-
mon, and the annihilation and creation operators of the resonator. The unimon part of the Hamilto-
nian can be diagonalized, e.g., in the phase basis to obtain the eigenenergies {ℏωj} and eigenstates
{|j⟩} of the bare unimon. When it comes to the resonator, the annihilation and creation operators
are related to the charge and phase operators n̂r and φ̂r as

n̂r = − i

2

(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4

(âr − â†r), (93)

φ̂r =

(
2Etot

C,r

EL,r

)1/4

(âr + â†r), (94)

which allows us to express the resonator Hamiltonian as

Ĥr = ℏωrâ
†
r âr, (95)

where ωr =
√

8Etot
C,rEL,r/ℏ.

Using equations (92)–(95), the Hamiltonian of the coupled unimon-resonator system can be
written as

Ĥ = ℏωrâ
†
r âr +

∑
j

ℏωj|j⟩⟨j| − 2ie2
Cgum(xg)∆um
Cu,totCr,tot

(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4

n̂m(âr − â†r). (96)
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In the eigenbasis of the unimon, we can express the charge operator n̂m further as

n̂m = −i
∑
i,j

⟨i|in̂m|j⟩|i⟩⟨j| = −i
∑
i,j

nij|i⟩⟨j|, (97)

where we have defined nij = ⟨i|in̂m|j⟩. If the eigenenergies and states of the unimon have been
solved in the phase basis, the matrix elements can be evaluated as

nij =

∫ ∞

−∞
Ψ∗
i (φ)

∂

∂φ
Ψj(φ)dφ, (98)

where Ψj(φ) = ⟨φ|j⟩ is the jth eigenstate of the unimon in the phase basis. Note also that
n∗
ij = ⟨i|in̂m|j⟩† = −⟨j|in̂m|i⟩ = −nji.

The qubit–resonator coupling term in the Hamiltonian can be simplified as

Ĥc = −2ie2
Cgum(xg)∆um
Cu,totCr,tot

(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4
−i

∑
i,j

nij|i⟩⟨j|

 (âr − â†r)

= 2e2
Cgum(xg)∆um
Cu,totCr,tot

(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4∑
i,j

(
nij|i⟩⟨j|â†r + n∗

ij|j⟩⟨i|âr
)

= ℏ
∑
i,j

(
gij|i⟩⟨j|â†r + g∗ij|j⟩⟨i|âr

)
, (99)

where the coupling strength gij is given by

gij =
2e2

ℏ
Cgum(xg)∆um
Cu,totCr,tot

(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4

nij

= 2ωr
Cgum(xg)∆um

Cu,tot

√
Zr,totπ

RK

nij (100)

≈ 2ωr
Cgum(xg)∆um

Cu,tot

√
4Ztr

RK

nij, (101)

where RK = h/e2 is the von Klitzing constant and Zr,tot =
√
Lr/Cr,tot is the effective impedance

of the resonator. In the simplifications, we have used the equation(
EL,r
2Etot

C,r

)1/4
1

Cr,tot

=
1

2
√
π

√
RKZr,totωr, (102)

and noted that Zr,tot ≈ Zr = 4Ztr/π for a λ/4-readout resonator.
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After all these simplifications, the Hamiltonian of the coupled system in equation (96) can
be expressed as

Ĥ = ℏωrâ
†
r âr +

∑
j

ℏωj|j⟩⟨j|+ ℏ
∑
i,j

(
gij|i⟩⟨j|â†r + g∗ij|j⟩⟨i|âr

)
. (103)

Approximation of the Hamiltonian in the dispersive limit
In this section, we derive an approximation for the coupled Hamiltonian in the dispersive regime
(|ω1 − ω0 − ωr| ≫ g01), which allows us to obtain an equation for the dispersive shift of the
readout resonator coupled to a unimon. Importantly, the Hamiltonian of the coupled system in
equation (103) is of identical form to the Hamiltonian used in Appendix B of Ref.4 in the derivation
of the dispersive approximation for a general qubit-resonator Hamiltonian. Thus, we apply the
results of Ref.4, and obtain the following dispersive approximation of the coupled Hamiltonian

Ĥdisp ≈ ℏωrâ
†
r âr +

∑
j

ℏ(ωj + Λj)|j⟩⟨j|+
∑
j

ℏχj â†r âr|j⟩⟨j|, (104)

where

Λj =
∞∑
i=0

χij, (105)

χj =
∞∑
i=0

(χij − χji), (106)

with

χij =
|gij|2

ωj − ωi − ωr

. (107)

If the dispersive Hamiltonian in equation (104) is projected to the lowest two levels of the
qubit, the Hamiltonian can be further simplified as

Ĥdisp ≈ ℏω′
râ

†
r âr −

ℏω′
01

2
σ̂z − ℏχâ†r ârσ̂z, (108)

where we have defined ω′
r = ωr + (χ0 + χ1)/2, σ̂z = |0⟩⟨0| − |1⟩⟨1|, ω′

01 = ω1 − ω0 + Λ1 − Λ0,
and the dispersive shift is given by

χ = (χ1 − χ0)/2. (109)

According to the dispersive Hamiltonian in equation (108), the frequency of the readout resonator
attains a frequency shift of ±χ depending on whether the unimon is in the ground state or in the
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excited state. Thus, we can use dispersive readout similarly to the conventional transmon systems
in order to measure the state of the qubit.

Let us then derive a useful approximate expression for the dispersive shift at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5.
At this sweet spot, the symmetry of the wave functions ensures that gi,i+2k = 0 = ni,i+2k, where
k ∈ Z. Furthermore, the parameter regime of the unimon ensures that |gi,i+1| ≫ |gi,i+2k+1|, where
k ≥ 1. Thus, it is a reasonably accurate approximation to only take into account the coupling
terms of the form gi,i+1 or gi+1,i and neglect the rest of the terms. Within this approximation, we
can simplify the equation of the dispersive shift by noting that

χ0 =
∞∑
i=0

(χi0 − χ0i) ≈ χ10 − χ01, (110)

and

χ1 =
∞∑
i=0

(χi1 − χ1i) ≈ χ01 − χ10 + χ21 − χ12. (111)

By inserting these results to equation (109), we obtain

χ ≈ χ01 − χ10 + χ21 − χ12 − (χ10 − χ01)

2

= |g01|2
(

1

ω01 − ωr

− −1

ω01 + ωr

)
+

|g12|2

2

(
−1

ω12 + ωr

− 1

ω12 − ωr

)
≈ |g01|2

ω01 − ωr

− 1

2

|g12|2

ω12 − ωr

= χ01 −
1

2
χ12, (112)

where we have discarded small terms inversely proportional to the sum of two angular frequencies.
Within this approximation, the equation for the dispersive shift is similar to that typically used for
transmons4 apart from the fact that the equation for gij is different for the unimon.

As illustrated in Supplementary Fig. 6, we compare the experimentally measured dispersive
shifts χ/(2π) to theoretical predictions based on equations (109) and (112). This allows us to make
the following observations: The best agreement with the experimental results is obtained with the
approximation in equation (112) and the experimentally measured transition frequencies ω01/(2π)

and ω12/(2π), in the case of which the theoretical predictions and experimental measurements
agree within 0–15% for qubits B–E and within 32% for qubit A. Secondly, we observe that the
theoretically predicted dispersive shift is overestimated if we use numerically computed transition
frequencies ω01/(2π) and ω12/(2π) based on the fitted circuit parameters presented in Table 1 of
the main text. This arises from the fact that the theoretically predicted anharmonicity is slightly
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Supplementary Fig. 6: Measured and theoretical dispersive shifts. Measured dispersive shifts
(blue circles) for the five qubits characterized in this work together with theoretical predictions.
The orange squares show the theoretical prediction based on the approximation in equation (112)
and experimentally measured frequencies ω01 and ω12. The yellow triangles show the theoreti-
cal prediction corresponding to the approximation in equation (112) and numerically computed
frequencies ω01 and ω12 based on the Hamiltonian in equation (40) and the fitted circuit param-
eters presented in Table 1 of the main text. The violet crosses present the theoretical prediction
corresponding to equation (109) and numerically computed frequencies ω01 and ω12 based on the
Hamiltonian in equation (40) and the fitted circuit parameters presented in Table 1 of the main text.
For all of the theoretical predictions, we use a coupling capacitance Cg estimated from the avoided
crossing of the unimon and the resonator.

higher than the experimentally measured anharmonicity as can be seen from Fig. 3(a) of the main
text. Furthermore, we observe that the theoretical predictions based on equation (109) and the
approximation in equation (112) agree within a few percent, thus validating the approximation in
equation (112).
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Supplementary Methods III: Theoretical models for the relaxation rate of the unimon

In this section, we provide models for estimating the relaxation rate of a unimon qubit due to
different noise sources. If a qubit is only susceptible to a noise source λ, the T1 decay rate of the
qubit can be described with an expression that is of the Fermi golden rule type5

Γ1 =
1

T1
=

|⟨0|∂Ĥm/∂λ|1⟩|2

ℏ2
Sλ(ω01), (113)

where Sλ(ω01) is the symmetrized noise power spectral density of the variable λ at the qubit fre-
quency ω01. The symmetrized noise power spectral density is defined as5

Sλ(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt(e+iωt + e−iωt)⟨λ(t)λ(0)⟩, (114)

where ⟨λ(t)λ(0)⟩ denotes an ensemble average over the noise realizations. In the calculations
below, we use the Hamiltonian Ĥm in Eq. (40) or its extensions, which means that that we employ
the theoretical model 1 derived in Supplementary Methods I. Below, we consider relaxation due to
flux noise (ohmic and 1/f ), dielectric losses, inductive losses, radiative losses, and Purcell decay
through the readout resonator. In the case where many uncorrelated noise sources are relevant for
the qubit, the T1 decay rates of each noise source simply add such that the T1 of the qubit is the
inverse of the sum of all different decay rates.

Flux noise
In the case of the unimon, flux noise is caused by fluctuations of the external flux difference.
Fluctuations of the external flux difference can be caused by current fluctuations in the flux line
or environmental flux noise. Current fluctuations in the resistive flux line can be described with
an ohmic power spectral density, whereas the environmental flux noise is often well-described by
1/f -type noise in superconducting circuits6.

Using equation (40), we evaluate the matrix element ⟨0|∂Ĥm/∂Φdiff |1⟩ needed to compute
the relaxation rate due to flux noise as

⟨0|∂Ĥm/∂Φdiff |1⟩ =
2πEL
Φ0

⟨0|φ̂m|1⟩. (115)

Note that the relaxation is caused by fluctuations at the qubit frequency and therefore, the dc
Josephson phase φ0 can be taken to be a constant.

To estimate the relaxation rate due to ohmic flux noise, we note that the current in the flux
line is related to the external flux bias according to Φdiff =MI , where M is the mutual inductance
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a b c

Supplementary Fig. 7: Circuit models for relaxation rate models. a, Lumped-element circuit
diagram of the unimon. b, Lossy capacitor can be modeled with an ideal capacitor in series with an
effective resistance. c, Lossy inductor can be modeled with an inductor in series with a resistance.
In (b) and (c), fluctuations in the voltage across the effective resistance can result in the relaxation
of the qubit.

of the flux coupling. In this case, the noise power spectral density of Φdiff can be written as

SΦdiff
(ω) =M2SI(ω) =

2M2ℏω
R

coth

(
ℏω

2kBT

)
, (116)

where R is the resistance of the flux line, kB is the Boltzmann constant, T is temperature of the
resistance, and we have utilized the noise power spectral density for the current in a resistor based
on the derivation of Ref.5. By combining equations (115) and (116), we obtain the following
equation for the relaxation rate due to Ohmic flux noise

ΓM1 =
8π2E2

LM
2ω01

Φ2
0ℏR

|⟨0|φ̂m|1⟩|2 coth
(

ℏω01

2kBT

)
. (117)

For the 1/f noise, the noise power spectral density is given by

SΦ(ω) =
2πA2

Φdiff

ω
, (118)

where the constant AΦdiff
yields the noise power spectral density at 1 Hz. By combining equa-

tions (115) and (118), we obtain the following equation for the relaxation rate due to 1/f flux
noise

Γ
1/f
1 = 8π3E

2
L

ℏ2
A2

Φdiff

Φ2
0

|⟨0|φ̂m|1⟩|2

ω01

. (119)

Dielectric losses
To estimate the relaxation rate due to dielectric losses, we assume that the capacitance C ′

m in the
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lumped-element circuit model of the unimon [see Supplementary Fig. 7(a)] suffers from losses.
These losses can be modeled with a series resistance RC = 1/(ωC ′

mQC) corresponding to a fixed
quality factor of QC as illustrated in Supplementary Fig. 7(b). Due to voltage fluctuations of the
effective resistance RC , an additional term is introduced to the Hamiltonian of the unimon such
that the Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ ′
m = Ĥm + 2eVRC

n̂m, (120)

where VRC
denotes the voltage across the effective resistance. We estimate the matrix element

⟨0|∂Ĥ ′
m/∂VRC

|1⟩ and obtain

⟨0|∂Ĥ ′
m/∂VRC

|1⟩ = 2e⟨0|n̂m|1⟩. (121)

By inserting equation (121) into equation (113), we acquire that the relaxation rate owing to di-
electric losses is given as

Γcap
1 =

16EC,m
ℏQC

|⟨0|n̂m|1⟩|2 coth
(

ℏω01

2kBT

)
, (122)

where we have used the fact that the noise power spectral density of the voltage across the effective
resistor can be written as

SVR(ω) =
2ℏ

QCC ′
m

coth

(
ℏω

2kBT

)
. (123)

Note that equation (122) resembles the dielectric loss rate of fluxonium qubits 7, 8.

Inductive losses
To model inductive losses, we assume that the inductor L̃′

m in the lumped-element circuit model of
the unimon is connected in series with a resistanceRC = ωL̃′

m/QL as illustrated in Supplementary
Fig. 7(c). Here, the inductor is assumed to yield a fixed quality factor of QL. Due to the presence
of the series resistance, the quadratic potential energy associated with L̃′

m is modified into the form
1/(2L̃′

m)(ϕ̂m−ϕR)2, where ϕR denotes the fluctuating flux across the series resistance. As a result,
we need to evaluate the matrix element ⟨0|∂Ĥm/∂ϕRL

|1⟩, which gives us

⟨0|∂Ĥm/∂ϕR|1⟩ =
Φ0

2πL̃′
m

⟨0|φ̂m|1⟩. (124)

The noise power spectral density for fluctuations of ϕR can be evaluated as9

SϕR(ω) =
1

ω2
SVR(ω) =

2ℏL̃′
m

QL

coth

(
ℏω

2kBT

)
, (125)
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where VR denotes the voltage across the effective resistor. By combining equations (124) and
(125), we obtain the following equation for the relaxation rate due to inductive losses

Γind
1 =

2EL,m
ℏQL

|⟨0|φ̂m|1⟩|2 coth
(

ℏω01

2kBT

)
, (126)

which resembles the inductive relaxation rate of fluxonium qubits 7, 8.

Radiative losses
The capacitive coupling to the drive line can also give rise to relaxation due to radiative losses. We
can modify an expression of the radiative relaxation rate for a fluxonium8 to obtain the following
result for the unimon

Γrad
1 =

ω01

Qrad

coth

(
ℏω01

2kBT

)
|⟨0|n̂m|1⟩|2, (127)

where Qrad is an effective quality factor associated with the relaxation to the drive line.

Purcell decay to the readout resonator
To estimate the Purcell decay to the readout resonator, we note that the Hamiltonian of a coupled
unimon-resonator system in equation (103) is similar to the Hamiltonian of a coupled transmon-
resonator system apart from different {ωj} and {gij}. Thus, we can approximate the Purcell decay
rate at a low temperature using a result similar to transmon qubits10

ΓP
1 = κ

|g01|2

(ω01 − ωr)2
, (128)

where κ/(2π) is the linewidth of the readout resonator in Hz.

Comparing frequency dependence of measured T1 to theoretical models

In Supplementary Fig. 8, we compare the measured T1 of the qubit B to theoretical pre-
dictions based on equations (116), (118), (122), (126), (127), and (128). We have scaled the
theoretically predicted relaxation times, apart from the Purcell decay, to coincide with the experi-
mental data at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5 in order to compare, which relaxation mechanism could explain the
measured data. Based on our analysis, the dielectric losses and Purcell decay appear to be the dom-
inating loss mechanisms for the qubit B. When considering the dielectric loss as the dominating
loss mechanism, a good fit to the data is obtained with a quality factor of QC = 3.5× 105.

Note that our analysis assumes that the quality factors QL, QC , and Qrad are independent of
the qubit frequency, which may be violated in practice. Namely, the flux mode envelope functions
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Supplementary Fig. 8: Measured T1 together with theoretical models. Measured T1 (blue
circles) for qubit B as a function of qubit frequency together with theoretical predictions based
on taking into account a single decay channel at a time as indicated. The theoretical predictions
are based on the following results: ohmic flux noise in equation (116), 1/f flux noise in equa-
tion (118), dielectric losses in equation (122), inductive losses in equation (126), radiative losses
in equation (127) and Purcell decay in equation (128). The theoretically predicted relaxation times,
apart from the Purcell decay, were scaled to coincide with the experimental data at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5

corresponding to f01 ≈ 4.5 GHz.

of the unimons are frequency-dependent, and thus, the electric field strengths in different parts of
the circuit vary with the qubit frequency.
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Supplementary Methods IV: More detailed schematic of the experimental setup

Supplementary Figure 9 presents a detailed schematic illustration of the experimental setup used
in the measurements of the unimon qubit devices studied in this work. See Methods in the main
article text for a discussion of the experimental setup.
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Supplementary Fig. 9: Experimental setup. Schematic experimental setup used in the mea-
surements of the unimon qubit devices. Electronics and components related to qubit drive, qubit
readout, and flux control are denoted with green, yellow, and black colors, respectively. The dashed
rectangles illustrate boundaries between the different temperature stages of the cryostat. Brief ex-
planations of the symbols are provided in the rightmost column of the figure. Note that the qubit
readout does not utilize any parametric amplifier.
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Supplementary Methods V: Targeted design values for the most relevant parameters of the
unimon devices

Supplementary Table 2 presents the targeted design values for the most relevant circuit parameters
of the five unimon qubit devices studied in this work.

Supplementary Table 2: Design values of the characteristic parameters of the five unimon
qubits. The design values listed in the table include the inductance Ll and capacitance Cl per unit
length of the center conductor of the qubit, the characteristic impedance Z of the transmission line
in the qubit, the coupling capacitanceCg and coupling strength |g01|/(2π) between the qubit and its
readout resonator, the coupling capacitance Cd between the qubit and its drive line, the dispersive
shift χ/(2π) of the qubit, the frequency fr of the readout resonator, the coupling capacitance Cκ
between the readout resonator and the readout transmission line, and the linewidth of the readout
resonator κ/(2π). Note that the coupling strength |g01|/(2π) is estimated by a simulation, in which
the resonator frequency is tuned on resonance with a linearized unimon circuit in order to measure
|g01|/(2π) from the frequency separation of the resonances in the formed avoided crossing.

Qubit Ll Cl Z Cg |g01|/(2π) Cd χ/(2π) fr Cκ κ/(2π)

(µH/m) (pF/m) (Ω) (fF) (MHz) (fF) (MHz) (GHz) (fF) (MHz)
A 0.83 83 100 10.4 53.2 0.083 0.89 6.0 16.8 0.89
B 0.83 83 100 10.4 53.2 0.083 0.58 6.3 12.8 0.58
C 0.83 83 100 14.0 69.4 0.083 2.48 5.7 29.6 2.48
D 0.83 83 100 14.0 69.4 0.083 1.44 6.0 28.1 1.44
E 0.83 83 100 14.0 69.4 0.083 0.94 6.3 21.5 0.94
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Supplementary Note I: Two-qubit gates for unimon

In order to implement universal quantum computation, one needs to implement entangling two-
qubit gates in addition to single-qubit gates. Here, we theoretically show that methods common
for conventional qubits such as transmons to realize two-qubit gates can be utilized for unimons as
well.

We focus on cross-resonant implementation of the CNOT gate11, 12 between two capacitively
coupled unimons shown in Supplementary Fig. 10(a). We drive both qubits coherently with the
frequency of the target qubit. The amplitudes and relative phases of the drive pulses are fine-
tuned in such a way that the unwanted transition between |00⟩ and |01⟩ states is suppressed. The
Hamiltonian of the two-unimon system reads as

Ĥ =
2∑
j=1

[
4ECjn̂

2
j +

1

2
ELjφ̂

2
j + EJj cos

(
φ̂j
)]

+ Ecn̂1n̂2, (129)

where ECj , ELj , and EJj are the capacitive, inductive, and Josephson energies of the j:th unimon,
respectively, Ec is the coupling energy, and we take the flux difference through the loops of each
unimon to be Φ0/2. Owing to the small but finite direct coupling Ec ̸= 0, the eigenstates of this
Hamiltonian deviate from the eigenstates of the uncoupled unimons. Consequently, we construct
the computational basis |00⟩, |01⟩, |10⟩, and |11⟩ from the eigenstates which have the highest
overlap with the respective bare qubit states.

To proceed, we apply a coherent drive pulse to the qubits described by the following operator

Ĥd = A e−
t2

τ2 sin(ω2t) (n̂1 − an̂2) , (130)

where τ is the duration and A is the maximum amplitude of the gate, ω2 is the angular frequency
between states |10⟩ and |11⟩, and the relative drive amplitude between of the first and the second
qubit is given by a = ⟨00|n̂1|01⟩/⟨00|n̂2|01⟩ in order to suppress transition between the states |00⟩
and |01⟩. The maximum amplitude is adjusted to

A =

√
πℏ

τ |⟨10|n̂1 − an̂2|11⟩|
. (131)

We define the gate as an evolution operator in the rotating frame of the two-unimon system pro-
jected onto the computational subspace as

ÛCNOT = eiĤ(tf−ti)/ℏ T exp

−i
tf∫
ti

[
Ĥ + Ĥd(t)

]
/ℏ dt

 , (132)
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Supplementary Fig. 10: Two-qubit gates for unimons. a, Lumped-element circuit diagram for
two capacitively coupled unimon qubits. b, Absolute values of the unitary matrix corresponding to
the temporal evolution arising from the cross-resonance CNOT gate as described in the text below.
Parameters of the unimons are equal to EC1/h = 0.318 GHz, EL1/h = 24.9 GHz, EJ1/h =

23.3 GHz, EC2/h = 0.297 GHz, EL1/h = 25.2 GHz, EJ2/h = 19.0 GHz, and Ec/h = 5 MHz
which correspond to the experimental parameters of the unimons A and B (see Table 1 of the main
text) and a much weaker coupling energy than that of the capacitive resonator–unimon coupling
implemented in our experiments. The characteristic duration of the gate is set to τ = 200 ns. We

estimate the fidelity of the CNOT gate as 1
16

∣∣∣∣Tr{Û †
idealÛCNOT

}∣∣∣∣2 = 0.996, where Uideal is the

ideal CNOT gate and UCNOT is that implemented with these parameters in the employed rotating
frame.

where ti ∼ −3τ and tf ∼ 3τ are the times of beginning and the end of the gate. Note that to high-
light the capabilities of two-qubit unimon gates in comparison to the state-of-the-art transmons,
we effectively cancel the residual ZZ coupling by the above choice of the rotating frame, justified
by the fact that the residual coupling can be suppressed by off-resonant drive fields which are not
included in our simulations for the sake of simplicity. As shown in Supplementary Fig. 10(b),
the temporal evolution according to the above two-unimon Hamiltonian augmented by the drive
Hamiltonian leads to a high-fidelity CNOT gate. Thus, we have theoretically demonstrated that
two-qubit gates are implementable in a multiqubit unimon processor. In the future, we aim to
study also tunable couplers for unimons and to focus on the most promising approaches for two-
qubit unimon gates.
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Supplementary Note II: Dispersive shift and critical photon number in qubit readout

In the usual dispersive qubit readout, its speed and fidelity are largely determined by the dispersive
shift χ/(2π) and the linewidth of the readout resonator κ/(2π)13, 14. This can be understood by
considering a semi-classical model, in which the readout resonator is treated as a classical damped
and driven oscillator, the frequency of which depends on the state of the qubit due to the dispersive
shift. In such a model, the state-dependent complex output response signal sg/e(t) can be derived
to be14

sg/e(t) ∝
κ

κ+ 2i∆g/e

[
1− e−t(i∆g/e+κ/2)

]
, (133)

where ∆g/e = ωd−ωr±χwith ωd being the frequency of the resonator drive. Based on this model,
the dispersive shift χ/(2π) determines the initial increase rate of the readout contrast sg(t)− se(t),
whereas the linewidth κ/(2π) accounts for the initial increase rate of the overall signal. Further-
more, an optimal readout contrast is achieved by designing the coupled resonator-qubit system
such that χ = κ/2. Thus, a large dispersive shift together with a correspondingly large resonator
linewidth are required for fast and high-fidelity single-shot readout. However, the increased res-
onator linewidth also brings about an increased Purcell decay according to Eq. (128), the effect of
which can be reduced by an appropriately designed Purcell filter15.

For the unimon that has anharmonicity exceeding that of the transmon but lying well below
the qubit angular frequency, the expression of the dispersive shift in Eq. (112) can be further
approximated as

χ ≈ |g01|2α
(ω01 − ωr)(ω01 − ωr + α)

, (134)

where we have invoked the assumption that g12/g01 = n12/n01 ≈
√
2, which holds within 5.2%

(11.0%) across all values of the applied flux difference for the parameters of qubit B (qubit A) as
illustrated in Supplementary Fig. 11(a). Note that the obtained approximation for the dispersive
shift is similar to the case of the transmon qubits10. In Supplementary Fig. 11(b), we illustrate
the dispersive shift based on the above approximation as a function of the qubit anharmonicity by
assuming that only the anharmonicity is changed while the circuit parameters are chosen such that
the unimon-resonator coupling g01 and the unimon-resonator detuning ω01 − ωr are fixed to the
values measured for qubit B at Φdiff/Φ0 = 0.5. From the figure, we observe that the dispersive
shift is drastically enhanced with increasing anharmonicity, which suggests that the high anhar-
monicity of the unimon may provide an advantage over transmon qubits with a low anharmonicity
in implementing fast and high-fidelity single-shot readout. On the other hand, an increase in the
qubit anharmonicity enables one to reach an equally large dispersive shift with a smaller coupling
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Supplementary Fig. 11: Dispersive shift and critical photon number in qubit readout. a,
Ratio of the charge matrix elements n12 = ⟨1|n̂m|2⟩ and n01 = ⟨0|n̂m|1⟩ as a function of the
external flux difference for the parameters of qubits A, B, and E (see Table 1 of the main text).
The ratio n12/n01 differs from that of a harmonic oscillator (n12/n01 =

√
2) by at most 5.2%

(11.0%) in the case of qubit B (qubit A) that has a sweet-spot anharmonicity of α/(2π) = +434

MHz (α/(2π) = +744 MHz). b, Dispersive shift χ/(2π) (blue colour) and critical photon number
ncrit (orange colour) as functions of the qubit anharmonicity for a coupling strength g01 and qubit-
resonator detuning ω01 − ωr set to the measured values of qubit B, i.e., g01/(2π) = 70.0 MHz
and (ω01 − ωr)/(2π) = −1.71 GHz. The solid blue line shows the dispersive shift based on
the approximate expression in Eq. (134), whereas the blue rectangle shows the experimentally
measured dispersive shift of qubit B. The solid and dashed orange lines show the critical photon
number computed using Eq. (135) for the ground state (j = 0) and for the excited state (j = 1),
respectively.

rate g01 or a larger detuning ω01 − ωr, which helps to reduce the relaxation rate due to the Purcell
effect while keeping the speed and fidelity of the readout essentially unchanged.

However, the increased anharmonicity may slightly lower the critical photon number of the
readout resonator coupled to the unimon. Under the approximation g12/g01 = n12/n01 ≈

√
2, the

critical photon number can be approximated using a similar expression as in the case of transmon
qubits4

ncrit =
1

2j + 1

(
|ω01 − ωr + jα|2

4g201
− j

)
, (135)

where j = 0 and j = 1 correspond to the qubit being in either the ground state or the excited state.
As illustrated in Supplementary Fig. 11(b), the critical photon number corresponding to j = 1

decreases with increasing anharmonicity, but the relative decrease of the critical photon number is
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much smaller than the relative increase of the dispersive shift.

An enhanced dispersive shift resulting from a high anharmonicity is not the only advantage
that the unimon may have in comparison to transmon qubits when it comes to the qubit read-
out. As a consequence of the cosine-shaped Josephson potential of the transmon, the transmon
has unbound states above the cosine potential, to which the transmon may be excited during a
high-amplitude readout pulse required for fast readout16, 17. Interestingly, the readout pulse may
cause resonances with the unbound states already at the few-photon level degrading the fidelity
and quantum-non-demolition properties of the readout with transmon qubits17. Owing to the con-
finement of the potential in the unimon, all eigenstates of the unimon are bound, implying that the
unimon should not suffer from the undesired effects arising from resonances with unbound states.
Naturally, this argument also applies to fluxonium qubits that also include an inductor shunting the
Josephson junction. However, the above analysis on the dispersive shift and critical photon number
does not necessarily apply to fluxonium qubits, for which the anharmonicity is on par or exceeds
the qubit transition frequency.
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