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The normally-ordered squeezing spectrum of the field output from a microwave cavity capacitively
coupled to a parametrically driven nanomechanical resonator has been calculated. Maximal squeez-
ing on cavity resonance was found to be possible at experimentally accessible driving strengths and
nanoresonator-cavity couplings. The experimental observation of nanomechanical squeezing will
require quantum-limited phase-sensitive amplification of the output microwave field.
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Squeezing of mechanical motion was first discussed in
the context of thermomechanical noise squeezing [1]. A
micromechanical cantilever was driven parametrically via
a coupled capacitor plate, and the motion of the can-
tilever was detected via a fiber-optic sensor. The thermal
noise of the cantilever in one quadrature was observed to
be reduced below the equilibrium value.

It has been shown that quantum squeezing [2] of the
motion of nanoresonators, analogous to the squeezing
of light by optical parametric amplification [3], is fea-
sible, though the detection of such states is problematic.
Many other schemes have been proposed for generating
squeezed states of nanoresonators based on control se-
quences applied to coupled qubits [4, 5, 6, 7, 8], or QND
measurement and feedback via a single electron transis-
tor [9] or coplanar waveguide [10].

Quantum squeezing is but one of a number of possible
inherently quantum phenomena that may be observed
in macroscopic mechanical systems [11]. Aside from the
possibility of allowing the direct study of quantum me-
chanics in a new regime, quantum squeezing could ulti-
mately allow for sensitivity in force and mass detection
beyond the standard quantum limit [12].

Here we propose a scheme for quantum squeezing of a
nanoresonator with detection via a microwave cavity, in
the form of a superconducting coplanar waveguide with
homodyne detection of the output. The nanoresonator is
driven parametrically. Using the input-output formalism
of quantum optics [13], the squeezing spectrum of the
field output from the microwave cavity was calculated.
Near-maximal squeezing was calculated for a range of
nanoresonator-cavity couplings and parametric driving
strengths that are believed to be experimentally accessi-
ble. Indeed, the mechanical motion of a nanoresonator
coupled to a coplanar waveguide has been detected re-
cently [14].

The nanoresonator-cavity system is represented in Fig-
ure 1. Suppose the cavity has resonant frequency ωc, and
the nanoresonator has resonant frequency ν and mass m.
The uncoupled cavity may be described by an equiva-
lent inductance L and equivalent capacitance C. The
capacitive coupling between the cavity and input trans-

FIG. 1: Schematic representation of nanoresonator capaci-
tively coupled to a microwave cavity.

mission line, as a function of nanoresonator position x(t),
is added in parallel to the equivalent capacitor and may
be approximated by C0(x) = C0 (1− x(t)/d) where C0

represents an equilibrium capacitance and d is the equi-
librium nanoresonator-cavity separation. Thus the cou-
pled cavity has an equivalent capacitance CΣ = C + C0,
such that ωc = 1/

√
LCΣ. The capacitive energy of the

system can then be given by Q2/2CΣ + (β/2dCΣ)x(t)Q2

where β = C0/CΣ.

The cavity is driven by the electric potential e(t) =√
2~ωcLε(eiωdt + e−iωdt). Parametric driving of the

nanoresonator at frequency Ω with strength χ is a mod-
ulation of the nanoresonator’s “spring constant” k(t) =
4mν

(
χ∗eiΩt + χe−iΩt

)
. Thus

H =
p2

2m
+

1
2
mν2x2 +

Φ2

2L
+

Q2

2CΣ

+
β

2dCΣ
x(t)Q2 + e(t)Q+

1
2
k(t)x2 (1)

where (x, p) are the canonical position and momentum
of the nanoresonator, and (Q,Φ) are the canonical co-
ordinates for the cavity (representing the charge on the
capacitor CΣ and flux through the inductor L).

Now we may quantize the Hamiltonian via [x̂, p̂] = i~
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and [Q̂, Φ̂] = i~. In the Schrödinger picture,

HS = ~ωca†a+ ~νb†b+ ~κ(b+ b†)(a+ a†)2

+~ε(eiωdt + e−iωdt)(a+ a†)
+~(χ∗eiΩt + χe−iΩt)(b+ b†)2 (2)

where

a =

√
ωcL

2~
Q̂+

i√
2~ωcL

Φ̂ (3)

b =
√
mν

2~
x̂+

i√
2~mν

p̂ (4)

κ = βωc

(
∆xrms
d

)
(5)

Note that ∆xrms = (~/2mν)1/2 is the ground state
nanoresonator position uncertainty.

Setting Ω = 2ν and transforming to an interaction
picture with respect to H0 = ~ωda†a + ~νb†b, ignoring
off-resonant terms, leads to

HI = ~δa†a+ ~κX (t) a†a
+~ε

(
a+ a†

)
+ ~

(
χ∗b2 + χb†2

)
(6)

where δ = ωc − ωd is the detuning between the cavity
resonance and the drive, and X (t) = be−iνt + b†eiνt.

The term proportional to κ represents a low frequency
modulation of the cavity resonance frequency, writing
sidebands onto the cavity spectrum (and so onto the drive
field) at multiples of the nanoresonator resonance. The
strength of the modulation depends on the displacement
of the nanoresonator, such that monitoring the sidebands
of the drive field provides information on the nanores-
onator displacement. Squeezing of the mechanical mo-
tion shall be coupled into squeezing of the field at the
sidebands.

Assuming both the the cavity and the nanoresonator
are weakly damped (at rates µ and γ, respectively), we
may use a quantum optics master equation [16]. This
leads to the quantum Langevin equations

ȧ = −iδa− iε− µ

2
a+
√
µain

−iκ
(
be−iνt + b†eiνt

)
a (7)

ḃ = −2iχb† − iκa†aeiνt − γ

2
b+
√
γbin (8)

where the thermal noise inputs are defined via correlation
functions of the form〈

a†in (t) , ain (t′)
〉

= nδ (t− t′)

〈ain (t) , ain (t′)〉 = 0
〈
a†in (t) , a†in (t′)

〉
= 0 (9)

with n being the thermal occupancy of the relevant bath
mode at the relevant system frequency.

Assuming that we are in the resolved sideband
regime (ν >> µ), solutions to these equations are well-
approximated by the forms

a(t) = a0(t) + a+(t)e−iνt + a−(t)eiνt (10)
b(t) = b0(t) (11)

where the subscripts + and − denote sidebands above
and below the (Schrödinger picture) drive frequency at
which a0 oscillates. Then we have

ȧ0 = −iδa0 − iε−
µ

2
a0 +

√
µao,in

−iκ(a+b
†
0 + a−b0) (12)

ȧ+ = −i(δ − ν)a+ −
µ

2
a+ − iκa0b0 +

√
µa+,in (13)

ȧ− = −i(δ + ν)a− −
µ

2
a− − iκa0b

†
0 +
√
µa−,in (14)

ḃ0 = −2iχb†0 −
γ

2
b0 +

√
γbo,in

−iκ(a†0a+ + a0a
†
−) (15)

If the cavity is driven on the first blue sideband of its
response, δ = −ν, the oscillation of the blue sideband
of the driving field is off-resonance, and we may neglect
a+(t). Assuming κ is relatively small in (12), we may
drop the last deterministic term and solve directly for
the steady-state expectation of a0, ᾱ0 = ε/ν. Then (14)
and (15), with the corresponding conjugated equations
and dropping the sideband subscripts, yield the quantum
Langevin equations

ȧ = −µ
2
a− igb† +

√
µain (16)

ȧ† = −µ
2
a† + igb+

√
µa†in (17)

ḃ = −γ
2
b− 2iχb† − iga† +

√
γbin (18)

ḃ† = −γ
2
b† + 2iχ∗b+ iga+

√
γb†in (19)

where g = |κᾱ0|. Taking the Fourier transform of this
system of equations, we obtain

−D


ain(ω)
a†in(−ω)
bin(ω)
b†in(−ω)

 = A


a(ω)
a†(−ω)
b(ω)
b†(−ω)

 (20)

where D denotes the damping matrix

D =


√
µ 0 0 0

0
√
µ 0 0

0 0
√
γ 0

0 0 0
√
γ

 (21)

and

A =


iω − µ

2 0 0 −ig
0 iω − µ

2 ig 0
0 −ig iω − γ

2 −2iχ
ig 0 2iχ∗ iω − γ

2

 (22)
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Henceforth, the column vectors in (20) shall be denoted
by ain(ω) and a(ω), respectively. Note that these fre-
quencies ω are defined relative to the Schrödinger picture
oscillation frequency of the operator in question. Further,
the output field operators may be calculated in terms on
the input operators using the boundary condition

aout(ω) = Da(ω)− ain(ω) = −
(
DA−1D + 1

)
ain(ω)

(23)
Now suppose the cavity is driven on the first red side-

band of its response. Again using the assumed solutions
(10) and (11), the oscillation of the driving field red side-
band is now off-resonance and we neglect a−(t). Under
the same assumptions as before, we solve for ᾱ0 = −ε/ν,
and obtain (again dropping sideband subscripts)

ȧ = −µ
2
a+ igb+

√
µain (24)

ȧ† = −µ
2
a† − igb† +

√
µa†in (25)

ḃ = −γ
2
b− 2iχb† + iga+

√
γbin (26)

ḃ† = −γ
2
b† + 2iχ∗b− iga† +

√
γb†in (27)

We can use the same boundary condition to obtain the
output field operators in terms of the input field opera-
tors, as per (23), but now with

A =


iω − µ

2 0 ig 0
0 iω − µ

2 0 −ig
ig 0 iω − γ

2 −2iχ
0 −ig 2iχ∗ iω − γ

2

 (28)

It should be noted that driving on the red sideband is ad-
vantageous from the perspective of cooling the nanores-
onator towards its quantum ground state, as has been
demonstrated in optomechanical systems [17].

The output field must be amplified for detection. For
a linear, phase-preserving amplifier with gain G, the out-
put signal will be

c(ω) =
√
Gaout(ω) +

√
G− 1d†(ω) (29)

where d(ω) specifies the noise at the auxiliary ampli-
fier input. Now G ≥ 2 will destroy quantum squeez-
ing, such that we would require quantum-limited phase-
sensitive amplification to observe the squeezed microwave
field output from the coplanar waveguide. A tunable
quantum-limited microwave phase-sensitive amplifier, in
the form of a Josephson parametric amplifier composed
of a transmission line resonator with the central conduc-
tor made from a series SQUID array, has recently been
demonstrated [18].

To observe squeezing, we are interested in the quadra-
ture amplitudes, defined through

c(ω) = eiθ/2(X1(ω) + iX2(ω)) (30)

FIG. 2: The negative of the squeezing of the output field
for (a) driving on the blue sideband and (b) driving on the
red sideband, as a function of the parametric driving χ and
effective nanoresonator-cavity coupling g, both scaled to µ.

where θ is the local oscillator phase in our homodyne
detection scheme. The squeezing spectrum in the X1

quadrature is given by the normally-ordered variance

S1(ω) = 〈: X1(ω), X1(ω) :〉

=
1
4
{
e−iθ 〈c(ω), c(ω)〉+ eiθ

〈
c†(ω), c†(ω)

〉
+
〈
c†(ω), c(ω)

〉
+
〈
c†(ω), c(ω)

〉}
(31)

With the definition (30), maximal squeezing in the X1

quadrature corresponds to S1(ω) = −0.25. Each of the
variances on the right hand side of (31) may be expressed
in terms of variances of input operators.

We now estimate experimentally accessible parame-
ters. The cavity resonant frequency will be ωc/2π =
6GHz and the nanoresonator frequency will be ν/2π =
20MHz. Assuming a nanoresonator mass of 10−15kg,
the ground state uncertainty in nanoresonator position
is ∆xrms ≈ 20.5fm. Approximating d = 80nm and
β = 0.002, according to (5), κ ≈ 19.3s−1. Microwave
cavities can be fabricated with Q ≈ 105 and nanores-
onators with Q ≈ 105, with corresponding damping rates
are µ = 3.77× 105s−1 and γ = 1.26× 103s−1. Note that
this puts us in the resolved sideband regime. Henceforth,
all rates will be scaled by setting µ = 1.

We consider the ranges g = 0 → 5 and χ = 0 → 5.
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FIG. 3: Negated squeezing spectra as a function of χ for g = 2 for (a) driving on the blue sideband and (c) driving on the red
sideband. Negated squeezing spectra as a function of g for χ = 1 for (b) driving on the blue sideband and (d) driving on the
red sideband. All parameters scaled to µ.

The couplings correspond to peak voltages of the order
of µV induced on the central conductor, while χ = 5 cor-
responds to a 12% change in the unperturbed nanores-
onator spring constant. Supposing the nanoresonator is
driven by a voltage V (t) = V0 + VpcosΩt across a ca-
pacitance Cc(x), the spring constant modulation is given
by k(t) = (1/2)C ′′c (x)(V (t))2 ≈ (Cc0/x2

c0)(V0VpcosΩt)
using a Taylor expansion of Cc(x) about Cc0 at xc0
and considering only the voltage signal at Ω. Assuming
Cc0 = 200aF , xc0 = 80nm, then V0Vp = 60.6V 2; sup-
posing V0 = 15V we require Vp = 4V . Thus the chosen
parameter range is considered experimentally accessible.
Optimal squeezing is obtained for local oscillator phase
θ = ±π/2, the sign determining in which quadrature the
squeezing appears. We shall adopt the choice θ = −π/2
such that squeezing appears in the X1 quadrature. Op-
timal squeezing is obtained for χ real.

First, consider the case of the cavity being driven on
the blue sideband. For the case of vacuum noise and
G = 1, S1(ω) is

8g2µ(γ − 2χ)
(4g2 − γµ+ 4µχ)2 + 4(8g2 + µ2 + (γ − 4χ)2)ω2 + 16ω4

(32)
Clearly, this is optimised at ω = 0. The dependence of
the magnitude of squeezing (at this resonance condition)
on g and χ is shown in Figure 2(a), and the squeezing
spectra as functions of χ and g are shown in Figures 3(a)
and 3(b), respectively.

For driving on the red sideband, vacuum noise and

G = 1, S1(ω) is

−16g2µχ

(4g2 + γµ+ 4µχ)2 + 4(−8g2 + µ2 + (γ + 4χ)2)ω2 + 16ω4

(33)
The dependence of the magnitude of squeezing (at res-
onance) on g and χ is shown in Figure 2(b), and the
squeezing spectra as functions of χ and g are shown in
Figures 3(c) and 3(d), respectively.

Considering Figure 2, we see that for driving of the
cavity on the blue sideband there is a threshold on χ,
while for driving the cavity on the red sideband there
is no such threshold. From (16)-(19), the coupling term
in the effective Hamiltonian for driving on the blue side-
band is ~g(ab + a†b†), while from (24)-(27), for driving
on the red sideband it is ~g(a†b+ ab†). The former term
generates excitations in both cavity and nanoresonator
modes, and thus introduces excess noise into the system.
A non-zero parametric driving is required to introduce
correlated excitations and restore the vacuum noise level.
The latter term simply transfers excitations between cav-
ity and nanoresonator modes, without introducing addi-
tional noise.

Considering the spectra of Figure 3, we observe a
squeezing bandwidth of the order of 10′s of kHz; this
is sufficient for detection. For driving on the blue side-
band, we observe squeezing maxima only on resonance.
However, for driving on the red sideband we observe local
squeezing maxima off-resonance in the limit g >> χ. The
coupling for red sideband driving may be expressed in
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terms of normal mode operators via a two-mode Bogoli-
ubov transformation as ~gα†α − ~gβ†β; that is, we now
have modes at ωc ± g. Under this transformation, para-
metric driving of the nanoresonator transforms to a term
(in the rotating wave approximation) ~χ

(
αβ + α†β†

)
,

giving squeezing in the normal modes.
Squeezing of the output field is degraded by thermal

noise on the nanoresonator, cavity and amplifiers. Ther-
mal noise on the cavity may be neglected due to the high
frequency and low temperatures attainable. A nanores-
onator thermal occupancy nc > 25 destroys the squeez-
ing, while maintaining squeezing even with G = 1.1 re-
quires na < 4.5 for the amplifier. Thus, the experimental
feasibility of this scheme rests on the development of cou-
pled quantum-limited phase-sensitive amplifiers.
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