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We propose a quantum description of the cooling of a micromechanical flexural oscillator by a
one-dimensional transmission line resonator via a force that resembles cavity radiation pressure.
The mechanical oscillator is capacitively coupled to the central conductor of the transmission line
resonator. At the optimal point, the micromechanical oscillator can be cooled near to the ground
state and the cooling can be measured by homodyne detection of the output microwave signal.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Micro- and nano-mechanical resonators have been an
interesting research topic due to their broad application
in technology and fundamental physics [1]. This includes
studies of ultrahigh precision displacement detection [2],
mass detection [3], gravitational-wave detectors [4, 5],
and attempts to observe quantum behavior of mechan-
ical motion [6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. Many of the applications
are fundamentally limited by thermal fluctuations, and
in order to reduce their effects, it is desirable to cool
the mechanical oscillators. Recently, various schemes
like the laser sideband cooling schemes developed for
trapped ions and atoms [11], have been proposed for
significantly cooling a mechanical resonator (MR) cou-
pled to a Cooper-pair box [12, 13, 14, 15], a flux qubit
[16, 17], a superconducting single-electron transistor [18],
quantum dots [19], trapped ions [20], and optical cavities
[21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35,
36, 37, 38]. On the experimental side, optomechanical
cooling schemes have been shown to be very promising
[21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27]: the MR can be cooled to
ultra-low temperatures via either photothermal forces or
radiation pressure by coupling it to a driven cavity. There
are two main optomechanical cooling schemes. The first
one involves an active feedback loop [24, 28, 29], and the
second one works via passive back-action cooling (also
called self-cooling) [22, 23, 25, 26]. A fully quantum-
mechanical description of cavity-assisted cooling schemes
has been given in Refs. [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36] (for a
review, see [37, 38]) and provides the basic description
for ground-state cooling experiments via passive cooling
schemes based on radiation pressure: A force on the mir-
ror is proportional to the light intensity inside the cavity.
A displacement of the mirror leads to a force that is either
parallel or antiparallel to the motion of the MR, depend-
ing on whether the effective detuning frequency between
the cavity field and input driving light field is negative
or positive.

More recently, other optomechanical-like cooling
schemes have been proposed to replace the optical
cavity by a radio-frequency (RF) circuit [39, 40] or
one-dimensional transmission line resonator (TLR) [41].
Compared with the optical cavity model, the RF circuit-
and transmission line resonator-assisted schemes have
some potential practical advantages: (1) they can be in-
corporated on-chip without involving the optical com-
ponent, (2) a strong coupling between the TLR (or RF
circuit) and the MR can be achieved.

However, the theoretical understanding of the cooling
schemes via a RF circuit [39, 40] or a transmission line
resonator [41] is based on a classical description of the
motion of the MR. A quantum-mechanical description of
the motion of the MR, in a similar system consisting of
a mechanical resonator capacitively coupled to a super-
conducting coplanar waveguide, was discussed recently
in Ref. [42], which focused on studying the entanglement
between the MR and TLR without considering the cool-
ing of MR. Most recently, Teufel et al. [43] considered the
cooling of a MR by applying directly the theoretical anal-
ysis of the cavity-assisted back-action cooling scheme [33]
to a superconducting microwave resonator in the weak-
coupling limit. They also presented experimental data
about the cooling effect on the MR due to the microwave
radiation field.

In this paper, we present a quantum-mechanical de-
scription and use it to investigate the passive cooling of
the MR when it is coupled capacitively to a driven TLR.
The Hamiltonian of the TLR-assisted model is also stud-
ied in Refs. [42, 43], and is very similar to that of a MR
coupled to a driven optical cavity via radiation pressure
coupling [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38]. We study the
TLR-assisted cooling of a MR in detail by using a quan-
tum Langevin description, which is different from that
in [43] (which considered the weak-coupling limit) and
works well both in the weak-coupling limit and beyond
the weak-coupling limit. We also show the MR can be
cooled close to its ground state.
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II. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

The system that we consider is shown schematically
in Fig. 1: a mechanical resonator that is fixed on both
ends (or a cantilever fixed on one end) couples capac-
itively to the central conductor of the TLR [44]. We
restrict the description to the fundamental flexural mode
of oscillation of the MR which is modeled as a harmonic
oscillator of frequency ωb and effective massm. The TLR
is driven by a microwave at a frequency ωd and can be
modeled as a single mode LC resonator with frequency
ω′
a = 2π/

√
LaCa (second harmonic), where La is the in-

ductance and Ca the capacitance.

FIG. 1: (Color online) Schematic diagram of a mechanical
resonator (MR) located at the center of a one-dimensional
transmission-line resonator (TLR). The external microwave
field enters from the left and drives the TLR. The signal at
the output on the right end can be used to measure the motion
of the MR via homodyne detection.

The Hamiltonian of the system reads

H = ~ω′
aa

†a+

(

p2

2m
+

mω2
b

2
x2

)

+
Cg(x)

2
V 2 + ~(εa†e−iωdt + ε∗aeiωdt). (1)

The first line describes the free Hamiltonian of the TLR
and the MR, respectively, with lowering (rising) operator
of the TLR mode a (a†), and the position (momentum)
operator of the MR x (p) which satisfy [a, a†] = 1 and
[x, p] = i~. The first term in the second line is the capac-
itive coupling between the TLR and MR with the voltage
V = Vrms(a

† + a) (where Vrms =
√

~ω′
a/Ca is the rms

voltage [44]) and the capacitor Cg(x) ≈ C0
g (1− x/d) (for

small displacement) depending on the position of the MR
along the x-direction (d is the initial equilibrium distance
without the coupling and C0

g the corresponding capaci-
tance). The last term describes the input driving by a
microwave field with the strength ε.

Usually, the fundamental oscillation frequency is of the
order of 2π× (103 - 106) Hz for micromechanical res-
onators and 2π× (107 - 109) Hz for nanomechanical res-
onators; the TLR frequency can be made to be of the
order of 2π × 10 GHz. Here we will focus on the case of
a micro-MR for which the condition ωb ≪ ω′

a is satisfied.
In the interaction picture with respect to ~ωda

†a and
neglecting the rapidly-oscillating terms, the Hamiltonian

reads

HI = ~∆0a
†a+

(

p2

2m
+

mω2
b

2
x2

)

− ~g0
2

(2a†a+ 1)x+ ~(εa† + ε∗a) (2)

where g0 := C0V
2
rms/(~d) is a real coupling constant;

∆0 = ωa − ωd is the detuning, and ωa = ω′
a + C0

gV
2
rms/~

is the modified frequency of the TLR shifted by the cou-
pling between TLR and MR.
This Hamiltonian resembles that used in cavity-

assisted cooling schemes [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36]. Thus,
the capacitive-coupling scheme can be used to cool the
MR like in the case of radiation pressure cooling in an
optical cavity.

III. QUANTUM LANGEVIN EQUATIONS AND

FLUCTUATION SPECTRUM

The dynamics is also determined by fluctuation-
dissipation processes that affect both the TLR and the
mechanical mode. They are taken into account in a fully
consistent way by the quantum Langevin equations [45]:

ẋ = p/m, (3a)

ṗ = −mω2
bx− γbp+

~g0
2

(2a†a+ 1) + ξ (3b)

ȧ = −(κ+ i∆0)a+ ig0ax+ ε+
√
2κain. (3c)

Here ain (a†in) is the noise operator due to the input
microwave, and ξ(t) denotes the quantum Brownian force
that the resonator is subject to. They satisfy [45]

〈

ain(t)a
†
in(t

′)
〉

= (N + 1)δ(t− t′), (4)

〈ξ(t)ξ(t′)〉 = ~γbm

2π

∫

dωe−iω(t−t′)ω(1 + coth
~ω

2kBT
),

(5)

where N = 1/[exp(~ωa/kBT ) − 1], kB is the Boltz-
mann constant, and T the temperature of the environ-
ment. For simplicity, we have assumed that both the
bath correlated to the input microwave field and the one
connected to the MR have the same temperature [42].
We now perform a similar calculation as that given in
Refs. [31, 35, 36, 46]. The steady-state solution of the
quantum Langevin equations (3) can be obtained by first
replacing the operators by their average and then setting
d 〈...〉 /dt = 0. Hence we can get the steady-state values
as

〈p〉 = 0, 〈x〉 =
~g0

(

|〈a〉|2 + 1
2

)

mω2
b

, 〈a〉 = ε

κ+ i∆
, (6)

where ∆ = ∆0 − g0 〈x〉 is the effective detuning. In
Eq. (6), we can also take |〈a〉|2 + 1

2 ≃ |〈a〉|2, since we
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will focus on the case |〈a〉| ≫ 1 which can be achieved by
controlling the input power of the microwave.
Rewriting each operator as a c-number steady-state

value plus an additional fluctuation operator, and ne-
glecting the nonlinear terms (since we have chosen
|〈a〉| ≫ 1), we obtain a set of linear quantum Langevin
equations:

δẋ = δp/m, (7a)

δṗ = −mω2
bδx− γbδp+ ~g0(δa

† 〈a〉+ h.c.) + ξ, (7b)

δȧ = −(κ+ i∆)δa+ ig0 〈a〉 δx+
√
2κain. (7c)

To solve these equations, we define the Fourier trans-
form for any operator

r(t) :=
1√
2π

∫ +∞

−∞

eiωtr̃(ω)dω, (8)

which leads to
〈

ãin(Ω)ã
†
in(ω)

〉

= (N + 1)δ(Ω + ω), (9)

〈

ξ̃(Ω)ξ̃(ω)
〉

= ~γbmω(1 + coth
~ω

2kBT
)δ(Ω + ω). (10)

After solving the linear quantum Langevin equations in
the frequency domain, we obtain

δp̃(ω) =
1

B(ω)
[C∗(−ω)ãin + C(ω)ã†in +D(ω)ξ̃], (11a)

δx̃(ω) =
δp̃(ω)

iωm
, (11b)

where B(ω) = (iω + γb − iω2
b/ω)D(ω) + 2i~|g0〈a〉|2 ×

∆/(mω), D(ω) = (κ + iω)2 + ∆2, and C(ω) =

~
√
2κg0〈a〉[κ+ i(ω +∆)].
To calculate the effective temperature of the MR, we

define the fluctuation spectra of position and momentum
[31, 35, 45] of the MR, which are given by the following
correlation function:

Sr(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞

e−iωτ 〈δr(τ)δr(0)〉s dτ, (r = x, p). (12)

Here, 〈...〉s denotes the steady-state average. Equiva-
lently, Sx,p(ω) can also be defined as

〈δr̃(Ω)δr̃(ω)〉s := Sr(ω)δ(Ω + ω), (r = x, p). (13)

According to Eq. (11a), the spectra of the MR can be
written as

Sx(ω) ≡ |χeff(ω)|2 [Sth(ω) + Sca(ω)] , (14)

Sp(ω) = (ωm)
2
Sx(ω), (15)

where Sth(ω) = ~γbmω[+ coth(~ω/2kBT )] is the ther-
mal noise spectrum due to the Brownian motion of the
MR; Sca(ω) = [(N + 1)|C(ω)|2 + N |C(−ω)|2]/|D(ω)|2
is the induced noise spectrum due to the capacitive

coupling to the driven TLR which has an input noise
source. The effective susceptibility is defined as χeff(ω) =
−iD(ω)/[ωmB(ω)] and can be simplified to

χeff(ω) ≡
1

m
[

(

ωeff
b (ω)

)2 − ω2 + iωγeff
b (ω)

] , (16)

where the effective vibrating frequency of the MR is

ωeff
b (ω) =

√

ω2
b −

2~ |g0 〈a〉|2 ∆(κ2 − ω2 +∆2)

m |D(ω)|2
, (17)

and the effective damping rate γeff
b (ω) = γb+γca(ω) with

the additional term

γca(ω) =
4~ |g0 〈a〉|2 κ∆
m |D(ω)|2

(18)

resulting from the capacitive coupling.
The effective temperature of the MR can now be calcu-

lated from the mean phonon number in the steady state

neff
b =

〈

δb†δb
〉

=
1

2

(

〈

δp2
〉

m~ωb

+
mωb

~

〈

δx2
〉

− 1

)

, (19)

where the variances of position and momentum are

〈

δr2
〉

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞

Sr(ω)dω, (r = x, p). (20)

Here, δb is the variance of the mechanical phonon low-
ering operator b: δb = b − 〈b〉 with b =

√

mωb/(2~)x +

i
√

1/(2m~ωb)p. This allows us to define the effective tem-
perature Teff by

neff
b ≡ 1

exp(~ωb/kBTeff)− 1
. (21)

IV. COOLING OF THE MR

In this section, we will consider the cooling of the MR
by discussing its effective temperature. The effective
temperature can be calculated directly by evaluating the
integral in Eq. (20) numerically and using Eqs. (19) and
(21). Equation (20) can also be evaluated analytically
using the approximation scheme described in the follow-
ing.
The effective mechanical damping γeff

b (ω) = γb+γca(ω)
can be significantly increased,

∣

∣γeff
b (ω)

∣

∣ ≫ γb, if g0 is
very large, see Eq. (18). Let us consider the most in-
teresting regime when the significantly increased effec-
tive mechanical damping is less than the mechanical fre-
quency: |γeff

b (ω)| < ωb, (that is, the effective quality fac-
tor Qeff

b = ωb/|γeff
b (ω)| > 1), and less than the TLR band-

width: |γeff
b (ω)| < κ [32, 33, 36, 47]. In this regime, the

effective frequency is unchanged ωeff
b (ω) ≃ ωb [48] accord-

ing to Eq. (17), and the effective susceptibility is peaked
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around the points ω = ±ωeff
b (ω) ≃ ±ωb. Then one can

get an approximate expression for the variance

〈

δx2
〉

≈ S′
th(ωb) + S′

ca(ωb)

2m2ω2
b

∣

∣γeff
b (ωb)

∣

∣

, (22)

where the effective thermal noise spectrum S′
th(ω) and

induced noise spectrum S′
ca(ω) are the symmetrized parts

of Sth(ω) and Sca(ω), respectively:

S′
th(ω) = ~γbmω coth

~ω

2kBT
,

S′
ca(ω) = (2N + 1)

|C(ω)|2 + |C(−ω)|2

2 |D(ω)|2
. (23)

Similarly, one can obtain

〈

δp2
〉

= (mωb)
2 〈

δx2
〉

. (24)

10 20 300

40

80

120

2
xd

b
w/D

FIG. 2: (Color online) Variance of position
˙

δx2
¸

in units
of ~/mωb as a function of effective detuning ∆. The dashed
lines are obtained by numerically evaluating the integral in
Eq. (20), the solid lines by using the approximate expressions
Eqs. (22,24). Here, m = 1.5 × 10−13 kg, T = 0.2 K, g0 =

3 × 10−5ωb

p

mωb/~, ωa = 2 × 104ωb, ε = 2.5 × 103ωb, γb =
0.25 × 10−4ωb, and κ = 0.5ωb .

Figure 2 shows the variance of position
〈

δx2
〉

as a
function of the effective detuning ∆. The dashed line
corresponds to a numerical evaluation of the integral in
Eq. (20). The solid line describes the approximate re-
sults obtained through Eq. (22) which can be seen to
agree perfectly with the exact numerical evaluation. We
checked that this is also the case for the variance of the
momentum

〈

δp2
〉

.
According to Eq. (22), the position variance (and cor-

respondingly also the momentum variance) of the MR
decreases drastically when the effective damping rate
is significantly increased γeff

b (ωb) ≫ γb (since usually
S′
ca(ωb) . S′

th(ωb) for typical values of the parameters
as discussed below). That means a significant cooling
of the MR can be obtained. However, this is not the
case when γeff

b (ωb) is negative and
∣

∣γeff
b (ωb)

∣

∣ ≫ γb (for
negative detuning ∆ < 0). That is because the stability
conditions given in Ref. [49] are satisfied only for positive
detuning [31, 46]. In fact, a negative effective damping

means the amplitude motion of MR will be amplified and
exhibit an instability [50, 51, 52]. In what follows, we will
focus on the case of positive detuning.
We now analyze the cooling of the MR quantitatively

by calculating its effective phonon number or effective
temperature in the case of positive detuning. According
to Eqs. (19,22,24), one has

neff
b =

γbnb + γca(ωb)nca

γb + γca(ωb)
, (25)

where

nb ≡
S′
th(ωb)

2~mωb

− 1

2
, (26)

nca ≡ 2N + 1

4ωb∆

(

κ2 +∆2 + ω2
b

)

− 1

2
. (27)

Here nb is the initial mean phonon number of the MR,
which can also be given as

nb =
1

exp(~ωb/kBT )− 1
. (28)

Actually, Eq. (26) is equivalent to Eq. (28) for an un-
cooled MR whose mean phonon number nb ≫ 1.

0.5

1
0.6

0.8

1

1.2

0

0.01

0.02

b
wk /

b
w/D

bb
nn /

eff

FIG. 3: (Color online) Average fluctuation phonon number
neff

b vs. effective detuning ∆ and decay rate κ of the TLR
(T = 1 K, for the other parameters see Fig. 2).

From Eq. (25), one can get an effective phonon number
neff
b lower than the initial phonon number nb when nb >

nca. That means the cooling of the MR happens. The
average fluctuation phonon number neff

b is plotted as a
function of the effective detuning ∆ and the decay rate
κ of the TLR in Fig. 3. Lower values of neff

b correspond
to lower effective temperatures. From Fig. 3, one can
obtain a significant suppression of the mechanical motion
of the MR in the positive detuning range ∆ ≃ ωb. In this
positive detuning range, the optimal cooling is obtained
for κ < ωb, which agrees with other radiation-pressure
(or radiation-pressure-like) papers [22, 23, 25, 26, 41]. In
fact, one can also get cooling in the case κ > ωb, but its
cooling efficiency is less than that when κ < ωb [25].
In Fig. 4, the ratio of final effective temperature Teff

to bath temperature T is plotted as a function of the
effective detuning ∆ for different initial bath tempera-
tures for a MR with the frequency ωb = 4 MHz. The
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b
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Ratio of effective temperature Teff to
bath temperature vs. effective detuning ∆ for three initial
temperatures: T = 0.01 K (dotted lines), T = 0.1 K (solid
lines), T = 300 K (dashed lines). The circle in the inset
corresponds to the ground-state cooling of the MR with neff

b ≈

0.16. Here, κ = 0.1ωb. For the other parameters see Fig. 2.

ratio of effective temperature Teff to bath temperature is
about 1/2000 for initial temperatures in the range from
room temperature (300 K) to 0.1 K. Even if the initial
temperature is as low as 0.01 K, which can be realized
experimentally by using a dilution refrigerator, the ra-
tio is still of the order of 1/600. That means we have
obtained a significant cooling of the MR.
When the initial temperature of the MR (whose fre-

quency is ωb = 4 MHz) is T = 0.01 K, the corresponding
initial mean phonon number nb is much larger than 1:
nb = 1/[exp(~ωb/kBT )− 1] ≃ kBT/~ωb ≫ 1. Using the
cooling method presented here, one can obtain a very low
effective mean phonon number neff

b ≈ 0.16 (Teff ≈ 0.15
mK) (as seen from the circle in the inset of Fig. 4 or in
Fig. 5(a)). Thus, we can cool such a MR close to the
ground state, e.g., a MR with frequency of 4 MHz at an
initial dilution refrigeration temperature of 0.01 K.
According to Eq. (25), one can always obtain cool-

ing of the MR when nb > nca, but there is a limit:
neff
b → nca, which happens when γca(ωb) ≫ γb. In the

classical limit when the initial temperature is so high
that N ≈ kBT/(~ωa) ≫ 1, the minimal value of nca

in Eq. (27) becomes nca = N at the optical detuning
∆ = ωb and κ2 ≪ ω2

b . Correspondingly, the limit of
effective temperature Teff can be obtained as

Teff

T
→ nca

nb

=
ωa

ωb

, (29)

which is also given in Ref. [30].
In this paper, we will focus on the quantum limit when

T is very low (e.g., T < 1 K for the TLR frequency
ωa = 8 × 1010 Hz) in order that N ≪ 1, and nca in
Eq. (27) becomes

nca =
κ2 + (∆− ωb)

2

4ωb∆
. (30)

Choosing the optimal detuning as ∆ =
√

ω2
b + κ2 leads

to the minimal value

nca =
1

2

(
√

1 +
κ2

ω2
b

− 1

)

, (31)

which reduces to

nca ≈ κ

2ωb

> 1 (32)

when ω2
b ≪ κ2; or reduces to

nca ≈ κ2

4ω2
b

< 1 (33)

when κ2 ≪ ω2
b .

According to the analysis presented above, it is clear
that one can get a better cooling efficiency in the sec-
ond case κ2 ≪ ω2

b , which corresponds to the case of
sideband cooling [22, 23, 25, 26, 41]. In this case, the
MR can be cooled to the ground state since the effec-
tive mean phonon number can be much less than 1:
neff
b → κ2/(4ω2

b ) ≪ 1 with the corresponding effective
temperature limit

Teff ≡ ~ωb

kB ln[1 + (neff
b )−1]

≈ ~ωb

kB ln(4ω2
b/κ

2)
. (34)

On the other hand, if the initial temperature T is less
than the limit temperature in Eq. (34), the MR cannot
be cooled in both cases.
Our calculation of the cooling limit is related to that

given in the cavity-assisted optomechanical back-action
cooling scheme in Refs. [32, 33] or in the similar system
consisting of a mechanical resonator capacitively coupled
to a superconducting microwave resonator in Ref. [43].
We would like to emphasize that the results presented

in Figs. 3 and 4 are based on the approximate expressions
Eqs. (22,24), where the weak-coupling limit (|γeff

b (ω)| <
κ) [33, 43] is used (e.g., for the circle in the inset of
Fig. 4, γeff

b (ωb) ≈ 0.06ωb < κ = 0.1ωb). When going be-
yond weak-coupling limit, the results of the approximate
expressions Eqs. (22,24) are not valid any more and the
integral in Eq. (20) has to be calculated numerically.
Figure 5(a) shows the optimal effective mean phonon

number for an initial temperature T = 0.01 K obtained
by numerically evaluating the integral in Eq. (20), or us-
ing the approximate expression in Eqs. (22,24) as a func-
tion of κ (for a MR with the frequency ωb = 4 MHz).
The approximate treatment is valid in the weak-coupling
limit γeff

b (ωb)/κ < 1, but ceases to be valid outside of
the weak-coupling limit. Beyond the weak-coupling limit
(e.g., when κ/ωb < 0.1, see Fig. 5(b)), the numerical
evaluation of the integral in Eq. (20) also predicts the
possibility of ground-state cooling with a maximal cool-
ing efficiency of the same order as in the weak-coupling
limit.
The cooling discussed above can be measured by a ho-

modyne detection method like that given in the scheme
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FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) Optimal effective tempera-
tures obtained by numerically evaluating the integral in
Eq. (20) (dashed line) or using the approximate expression
in Eqs. (22,24) (solid line) as a function of κ at the optimal
detuning ∆ = ωb. (b) Logarithm of the ratio of the corre-
sponding effective damping rate γeff

b (ωb) to κ as a function of
κ. Here, T = 0.01 K, for the other parameters see Fig. 2. The
meaning of the circle is the same as in Fig. 4.

of cavity-assisted pressure-radiation cooling of a MR
[31, 53]. The motion of the MR can be detected by
monitoring the output microwave signal (e.g., the phase
or amplitude field quadrature) of the TLR (as seen in
Fig. 1) since the measurement of the output spectrum

corresponds to a faithful measurement of the MR motion
[54].

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have studied the self-cooling of a
mechanical resonator that is capacitively coupled to a
transmission-line resonator. The discussion was based
on a linearized quantum Langevin equation. The cooling
method presented here is similar to the self-cooling of a
MR coupled to an optical cavity by radiation pressure.
We discussed the cooling limits of the MR in both the
classical and quantum cases. In the quantum limit, we
found that ground-state cooling is possible in the side-
band case κ2 ≪ ω2

b for optimal positive detuning ∆ ≃ ωb

in the weak-coupling limit.
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