arXiv:2203.00631v1 [quant-ph] 1 Mar 2022

Asymmetry-Based Quantum Backaction Suppression in Quadratic Optomechanics

Vincent Dumont,![f| Hoi-Kwan Lau,?> Aashish A. Clerk,® and Jack C. Sankey'

! Department of Physics, McGill University, Montréal, Québec H3A 2T8, Canada
2 Department of Physics, Simon Fraser University, Burnaby, British Columbia V5A 186, Canada
3 Pritzker School of Molecular Engineering, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA
(Dated: March 2, 2022)

As the field of optomechanics advances, quadratic dispersive coupling (QDC) promise an increas-
ingly feasible class of qualitatively new functionality. However, the leading QDC geometries also
generate linear dissipative coupling, and an associated quantum radiation force noise that is detri-
mental to QDC applications. Here, we propose a simple modification that dramatically reduces this
noise without altering the QDC strength. We identify optimal regimes of operation, and discuss
advantages within the examples of optical levitation and nondestructive phonon measurement.

Introduction.— The field of optomechanics [1] explores
the forces exerted by light, and increasingly accesses the
quantum regime with an eye toward sensing, information,
and fundamental tests of macroscopic quantum motion.
To date, the vast majority of experimental breakthroughs
— room-temperature generation of broadband squeezed
light [2], measurement near the Heisenberg limit or be-
low the standard quantum limit [3, [4], quantum infor-
mation transduction [5], and creation of exotic quantum
motion [6], to list just a few — have been achieved in sys-
tems having so-called linear dispersive coupling (LDC),
wherein an optical resonance frequency depends linearly
on the displacement of a mechanical element. As the field
advances, systems exhibiting purely quadratic dispersive
coupling (QDC), wherein the optical frequency depends
on the square of mechanical displacement, promise a wide
and increasingly feasible range of applications that are
qualitatively different, such as quantum nondemolition
(QND) readout of phonon number [7HI] or shot noise
[10], generation of exotic quantum states [IIHI3] or en-
tanglement [I4], non-reciprocal photon control [I5], pho-
ton [I6] or phonon [I7] blockade, and stable center-of-
mass [I8] T9] or torsional [20] optical traps for geometry
tuned [21I] and ultrahigh-Q mechanical systems.

QDC optomechanical systems can mostly all be
mapped onto the ‘membrane-in-the-middle’ (MIM) [7] [9]
paradigm, wherein a partially-reflective membrane splits
a Fabry-Perot cavity into two identical sub-cavities, such
that their LDC mutually cancels, producing purely QDC
to leading order. This configuration has been success-
fully realized with a membrane in a macroscopic [7] or
microscopic [22] cavity, on-chip [23] 24], levitated [25], or
with atomic clouds [26]. Importantly, this quadratic dis-
persive coupling is always accompanied by a linear dissi-
pative coupling [27H34], thereby introducing detrimental
quantum radiation force noise (QRFN) [35H37] that can
place strict limits on what is possible, especially in the
quantum regime [35H37]. As such, understanding and
mitigating this noise is of paramount importance.

Here we propose an optomechanical geometry that can
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dramatically reduce QRFN without compromising the
strength of QDC. Specifically, our system exploits two
non-identical sub-cavities, a situation that can be real-
ized, e.g., by simply displacing the membrane in conven-
tional MIM setups. A previous classical wave analysis
showed that this configuration can exhibit reduced lin-
ear dissipative coupling [38], suggesting the possibility
of suppressing QRFN in the quantum regime. Here we
present a full quantum analysis to verify this conjecture
and quantify its limits. We first derive the equations
of motion, revealing the quantum mechanical origin of
QDC, then quantify the QFRN with full consideration
of fundamental sources of quantum noise. In the ideal
regime of negligible internal loss and a single-port cavity
(i.e., where one mirror is perfectly reflective), we show
that QFRN can be suppressed by many orders of mag-
nitude by reducing the length of one sub-cavity. When
internal loss is non-negligible, our analysis identifies the
optimal configuration that minimizes QFRN, achieving
more than two orders of magnitude suppression in a re-
alistic system. We then discuss how this can be applied
to cavity-assisted optical levitation, achieving noise be-
low that of free-space traps (and MIM systems), and to
improving the resolvability of QND phonon number read-
out.

Quantum model.—For illustrative purposes, we focus
on the membrane-cavity geometry shown in Fig. (a); a
detailed derivation including similar expressions for gen-
eral systems can be found in the supplementary mate-
rials [39). Our setup consists of a cavity of length L
partitioned into two sub-cavities by a membrane with
(field) transmission |t,,| < 1. Including the quantum
mechanical displacement of the membrane Z, the length
of the sub-cavities 1 and 2 are respectively L + & and
Ly — &, where Ly and L, = L — Ly are chosen such
that the sub-cavity frequencies are degenerate at fre-
quency wo = Nyme/L1 = Name/Ls for some integers
Ny and Ni. The Hamiltonian of the sub-cavity pho-
tonic fields is given by Hope = Hy + Hz + H., where,
at the leading order of %, the photonic energies are
Hj = h(aJo—l—.ﬁ(—l)jWQ/LJ‘) d;d] for j = 1,2, with a;
being the photon annihilation operator. The transmis-
sive membrane couples the two sub-cavities via H. =
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FIG. 1. Membrane-cavity system. (a) Fabry-Perot cavity
asymmetrically split by a membrane (blue) of transmission
|tm| into two sub-cavities of lengths L;. The sub-cavities are
coupled to each other through the membrane at rate J. Drive
and detection are conducted through the external coupling at
rates K?Xt7 while photons are lost at rates Hijm. (b) Cavity
transmission for varied membrane position Az and drive de-
tuning A = wi, — wo. In this example, [t,|? = 7 x 10* ppm,
mirror 1 transmission |, \2 = 6 x 10* ppm, back mirror trans-
mission |tg\2 = 4 x 10* ppm, and asymmetry Li/Lo = 100.
Grey dashed lines show the uncoupled (J = 0) sub-cavity
frequencies win = w; = wo (1 + (—1)’ Az/L;); orange dashed
lines show eigenfrequencies w4 .

—hJ (a{ag + a;al) at a rate J = cltm|/(2v/I1Ls) [39).

In contrast to a MIM setup, the LDC of photonic eigen-
modes is non-vanishing when Ly # Lo. To obtain purely
QDC, the mean position of the membrane needs to be
slightly displaced to a quadratic point (Fig. b)) To
illustrate the idea, we first define the membrane’s quan-
tum motion Z around the classical displacement Az, i.e.
Z = Az + 2 where Az < L;. The photonic Hamiltonian
can be generally re-written as

Hopt = f{p + épopt 3 (1)

where ﬁp involves only photonic fields, and

is the radiation force [40].

At any Az, the eigenmodes of flp can be expressed
succinctly as a4 (Az) = cos(04)aq +sin(f4)aq, where the
amplitudes satisfy cot(201) = £LwoAx/v/ L1 Lac|ty,|. In
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terms of the eigenmodes, I;Tp = thr&LdJr + hw,&t&,,
with eigenfrequencies
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The radiation force can also be expressed in terms of
the eigenmodes as Flp; = h+di&+ + hc(&i&, +alal)+
h,did,, where coefficients hy,he,h_ depend on the
composition of eigenmodes, and thus Az. The disper-
sive optomechanical coupling in Eq. is generally lin-
ear (i.e., the adiabatic eigenfrequencies mostly depend
linearly on position to leading order), with the exception
of the “quadratic points”

C‘tm‘ L1 — L2 (4)
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where the frequency of one eigenmode exhibits QDC to
leading order in £ (i.e., hy = 0 at Azy). For simplicity,
we focus on Az hereafter, since the physics of interest is
identical for Axz_. The leading coherent optomechanical
effect on a4 will be a tunnelling with a_, but, due to the
gap of eigenfrequencies in Eq. (3)), a_ can be adiabatically
eliminated, and the dynamics of G, is governed by a pure

QDC:
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Importantly, our derivation shows that the overall QDC
strength is determined by the cavity length L but not
individual sub-cavity lengths L; and Lo, in agreement
with classical calculations.

Force noise from dissipative coupling.—While the
effective adiabatic Hamiltonian in Eq. is purely
quadratic in Z, the full dynamics give rise to linear dissi-
pative backaction. In particular, the cavity is coupled to
an external environment for control and readout, and is
also subjected to internal loss. In the membrane-cavity
setup, the external coupling and internal loss rates are,
respectively,

R = ety 2/(2Ly) R =cTi/L) . (6)

where ¢; is the end-mirror field transmission, and 7; is
the round-trip internal photon loss fraction for each sub-
cavity. These environmental couplings create fluctuation
in the sub-cavity fields that generates QRFN, with power
spectral density Spp(w) = [e“!(0F (t)6F(0))dt (where
§F = Fopt — (Fopt> is the optical force fluctuation [41])
we will now quantify.

Ideal single-port cavity.—To illustrate the potential
for improvement, we first consider a single-port cavity
(ki* = k§¥* = 0). In the presence of a drive, Spp(w) can
be calculated using the linearized Heisenberg-Langevin
equations of motion [41]. If G4 mode is driven through



mirror 1 at frequency wi,, the QRFN power spectral den-
sity becomes

2
_ w
Spr(w) =h?|ay |k L (Lliq) X

|Lox11(w) + 4Ly x5(0) X1 (w)|°
\VI1 +ivIzdx2(0)]

where |a, |? is the mean photon number in the G, mode,

Kj = m;?"t + ﬁij“t is the total loss rate of sub-cavity j,

Xj(w) = [—i(win —wo+ (-1} woAzy /L +w)+K;/2] 71
is the susceptibility, and x;,, are matrix elements of the
eigenmode susceptibility

- 1 Xy (W) i )

X\Ww) = —= - . _ . (8
O e i i) ©

In the ‘large-gap’ limit 2¢|t,,|/L > k1, K2, |w|, and when

the drive is resonant with a4 (win = w4 ), Eq. reduces

to

(7

9)

Spp(@) 2L\ * W2y |2w?  wiky
w)= =4
e L Altm|? w? + k2 /4

where the Gy decay rate ky(Axy) = k1L1/L. The ad-
vantage of our setup is now clear: when the membrane is
positioned near the back mirror, (Ly < L; ~ L), QRFN
is suppressed by a factor (2Ly/L)%. In a centimeter-scale
cavity with wavelength-scale membrane-mirror separa-
tion [38], this suppression factor can reach (2Ly/L)? ~
10~® when compared to the MIM geometry. We stress
that the quadratic coupling in Eq. remains unchanged
in this limit.

Lossy cavity.—Practical photonic resonators suffer
from internal losses that play an important role. While
loss in sub-cavity 1 simply rescales x; in Eq. @, the loss
in sub-cavity 2 (i.e. k2 # 0) leads to QRFN spectral
density

h?|ay 2w Ly 4L1k—w? + L% ko
SFF(OJ) = 02|tm|2 2 w2 + “3—/4

, (10)

where the dissipation rate of a4 and a_ modes are, re-
spectively, k4 = K1 L1/L + koLo/L and k_ = k1 Lo/L +
Hng /L

In a modified form of the resolved-sideband
regime, wherein the mechanical frequency £ >

#iy\/Lka/4L1k_ [39], the force noise in Eq. (10) then

simplifies to
hQ |a,+ |2w8 L1L2
Altm|? L2

SFF(Qm) =4 K_. (11)
Because k9 scales inversely with Ly (due to the changing
round-trip time) in Eq. @, force noise cannot be sup-
pressed indefinitely by shrinking the second sub-cavity.
Instead, Spp(2ar) reaches a minimum at an optimal first
sub-cavity length

>+ T

L min — L. 12
b L2+ T1 + |22 + T2 (12)
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FIG. 2. Force noise Spr(€m) for varied configurations. For
each set of parameters, the force noise is normalized by the
MIM value, i.e. when L; = L/2. System parameters cor-
respond to a “typical” optomechanical setup: cavity length
L = 10 c¢m, membrane transmission |t,|> = 10* ppm [42],
[t2|? = 0, mirror loss 7; = 1 ppm [43} @4], and mechanical fre-
quency 2, = 27 x 240 kHz, with a wide range of input trans-
missions |t1|%. The solid (dashed) curves are in the resolved
(unresolved) sideband regime, i.e. Qy > Ky (2 < K4). The
markers indicates the optimal membrane position derived in
Eq. . Inset: optimal reduction of force noise relative to
the MIM setup. The orange shaded area indicates the unre-
solved sideband regime, and the dotted line corresponds to
the resolved-sideband approximation in Eq. (T4).

Notably, this is also where the sub-cavities have equal
dissipation (k1 = k2). At quadratic points near this op-
timal position,

R2|ay|?wd (| + T1)(|t2]? + T2)
cLltm> [P+ T+ [t?+ T2

SER () =2 (13)

When comparing with the force noise of the MIM setup
(L1 = L/2), the noise is then suppressed by a factor

PR P+ T)(tl+T) AT

= . (14
SMIM ™ P ([ 2+ Th + [t22+ T2)2  [ta]? (14)

where the last step is in the typical near-single-port limit
[t1]?2 > T1,Ts,|t2|* [45]. Eq. (14) is our main result:
even with internal loss, QRFN can be significantly sup-
pressed by simply placing the mechanical mirror away
from the mid-point, without reducing the QDC strength
(c.f. Eq. ().

For completeness, we note that the force noise in
Eq. can also be minimized outside the resolved side-
band regime, yielding

1+ 4BQ2, /k2

h?|ay | *wg
14492 /K%

where B = (|t + T1)/(|t1]? + T1 + [t2|> + T2).



To get a sense of the practical performance of our
scheme in realistic laser cavities with dielectric mirrors,
Fig.[2|shows these results for a variety of parameters. Im-
portantly, this setup can suppress QRFN by more than
two orders of magnitude relative to the conventional MIM
configuration. Our scheme is most advantageous in the
single-port limit, with diminishing returns as the system
enters the deeply unresolved sideband regime.

This main result directly benefits all QDC applications
requiring low force noise; in the remaining text, we dis-
cuss this within the illustrative examples of optical levi-
tation and QND phonon measurement.

Optical levitation.— By placing a minimally supported
reflector inside a cavity at a quadratic point, the reflec-
tor’s motion collinear with the cavity axis can be opti-
cally trapped. For a resolved-sideband cavity driven at
frequency wi, = wy = wyp, the dispersive optical spring
constant at Az, is

hw”|d+|2 s iwinpcirc 7 (16)

tm|
where w" /2 = 2w3 /c|t,, | L is the QDC strength in Eq. (5).
This spring constant is identical to that of a standing
wave in free space for the same circulating power P.ire.
However, a free space trap’s QRFN S’g% = 8hwinpin/02,
meaning our optimal membrane-cavity system has a rel-

ative force noise (from Eq.

SEE@n) _ 1 (P +T)(LP+T) (o
Sty 2/tm[? [t1]2 + T + [t2]?> + T2
|t2|2+7§
e B — 1

where the last expression is in the nearly-single-port
limit. This means that, as long as most of the back-
cavity light leaves through the membrane (i.e. |t;,|? >
[t2]?, T2), QRFN can be significantly suppressed relative
to free space (and MIM, as per Fig. |2] and Eq. )
Furthermore, P in a cavity system is achieved with
much less input power, making it far easier to realize a
quantum-limited light source that actually reaches this
limit.

QND phonon measurement.— In the resolved-
sideband regime, QDC naturally measures the time-
averaged mechanical energy, enabling quantum nonde-
molition (QND) readout of phonon number [7, @, B9],
which is usually proposed assuming a near-single-port
cavity. We quantify the quantum-limited performance of
such measurements with the ratio of measurement rate
Ineas to backaction rate 'y, p, [35], a figure of merit that
exceeds one when it is possible to resolve phonon number
state n before QRFN causes a jump. For our setup, when
a4+ mode is driven on resonance, this ratio becomes (again
assuming the large-gap limit, and a modified resolved-
sideband limit Q,,, /54 > /(g1 + g2)k2/(4g2r—) [39])

1_\meas _ 64 l: 9192 :l <H?Xt Ll) — $3pf (19)
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FIG. 3. Resolvable fluctuation zZ, for QND phonon mea-
surement of the ground state (n = 0). Our scheme exhibits
clear advantage for a wide range of front mirror transmission
[t1]? (black and purple), and provides additional improvement
when optimizing [t1]2,; (red). Further reducing |¢;|* provides
no benefit due to reduced collection efficiency. In all cases,
the system parameters are 71 = 72 = 1 ppm, [tz|*> = 0 ppm (a
loss-limited Bragg stack), |t,,|? = 10* ppm, and L = 10 cm,
win = wy in the resolved-sideband limit. The dotted vertical
line indicates Ly = L/2.

where g; = wo,pi/L; is the single-photon optomechani-
cal coupling rate for sub-cavity j, and z,,f = \/i/2mQ,,
is the zero-point fluctuation of the membrane (mass m).
We also define a “resolvable variance” z2., which is the

value of xgpf the membrane must have in order to achieve
unity FmeaS/Fba,n~

The parenthetical factor k$** L/, L captures the cav-
ity mode’s input coupling efficiency, while the brack-
eted factor \/g192/K_ k4 characterizes the single-photon
strong coupling in our asymmetric system.

For single-port approaches, Eq. (19) yields dramatic
improvements over the MIM approach, as shown in
Fig. B] 1In fact, this improvement is again the same
large ratio that controls the force noise suppression in
Eq. ; this is not surprising, since I'papn o Spr, and
the quadratic coupling strength is independent of posi-
tion. We emphasize the practical benefits of perform-
ing these measurements with larger |¢;|?, notably boost-
ing the collected signal above detector noise and easing
the laser-lock process. In systems operating far from the
single-port regime, our analysis also identifies an optimal
input mirror transmission [39]

[t1]25e = VTL(Ti + T2 + [t2]?). (20)

that is neither single-port nor balanced. This further
improves z2,, as shown by the red curve in Fig.
Summary.—We propose an optomechanical setup that
dramatically reduces quantum radiation force noise with-
out affecting the quadratic dispersive coupling strength.
For the illustrative membrane-cavity geometry, this is im-



plemented by simply relocating the membrane toward
the mirror with higher reflectivity. Our full quantum
analysis identifies optimal configurations, and we demon-
strate its advantage in optical levitation and nondemo-
lition phonon measurement. Owing to its ease of imple-
mentation and our universal desire to control noise, we
expect this proposal will immediately impact all optome-
chanical experiments aiming to exploit quadratic disper-
sive coupling, moving forward.
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Supplementary Information

Appendix A: Backaction Model

Here we derive the expressions for the quantum radiation pressure force noise (QRFN) in an asymmetric cavity
optomechanical system. We begin with the general optical equations of motion, eigenmodes, and quadratic coupling
in Sec. then focus on geometries having purely quadratic dispersive coupling in Sec. showing that asymmetry
can lead to a large reduction of force noise in Sec. at the optimal membrane position. Finally, we discuss quadratic
optical trapping (Sec. , and quantum non-demolition (QND) mechanical energy measurement Sec. both of
which benefit from reduced force noise.

1. Equations of Motion, Eigenmodes, Dissipation and Optomechanical Coupling

General Equations of Motion: To model the optical dynamics, we first write down the input-output equations
of motion [41] for sub-cavity operators a; and ao in the frame rotating at an external drive frequency w;,. These are

A _ ~ ~in . ~int
() A () R () R (5‘}3m> (A1)
az az as day
I:[E <—(A—G1A{L‘) —iHl/Q —J ) (A2)

—J —(A — GQA.I) — iHQ/Q
__(VEST 0
= (5 o
int
n_<v 0 ) (Ad)
0 VR

where dijn is the external drive applied to sub-cavity j, /@?Xt is the associated (power) coupling rate, /Qijnt is the sub-

cavity’s internal loss rate, x; = H;Xt + I{ijnt is the total sub-cavity decay rate, G is the sub-cavity’s optomechanical
coupling, and A = wy, — wg is the drive’s detuning relative to the frequency wg at which modes a; and ay are
degenerate, which we define to occur at mechanical displacement Az = 0.

Optical Eigenmodes: The system’s eigenfrequencies

Gy + G Gy — G ?
we (AZ) = wo + %m T \/<221A:¢> + J2, (A5)
are obtained by diagonalizing the Heisenberg equations of motion (&j = —% [a, ﬁopt]), and have associated eigenmodes

that can be written succinctly as
a4 (Az) = a1 cos(04[Ax]) + ag sin(f4[Ax]), (A6)

where the amplitudes satisfy

cot(201 [Ax]) = :I:GQQ;JGle. (A7)

Dispersive Couplings: When G; # G3, the eigenfrequencies of Eq. exhibit an avoided crossing structure,
with linear dispersive coupling (LDC)

Gwi(Aa:) :Gl + G2 (G1 — G2)2

T Ax (A8)
Oz 2 2\/472 4 [(G1 — Go)Aa?

which, if G; < 0 and G5 > 0, becomes zero at “quadratic points”

J(G2 + G1)
(G — G1)V—=G1Gsy

Axi:i



The frequencies at these extrema are

V—=G1Gs

wi(Azs) = wo F2J Go G, (A10)
corresponding to an avoided gap 4Jv/—G1G2/(G2 — G1). The quadratic dispersive coupling is generally
82wi(Aa:) . 2J2(G1 — G2)2 (All)
oxr2 =+ 9\ 3/2’
(4J2 +[(G1 — G2)Ad] )
which, at Ax4, simplifies to
a2w:|: 1 (*G1G2)3/2
— =F2-— A12
dz? Az=Ax4+ i J G2 - Gl ( )

The expressions (as with others involving G; and J in this document) still represent a general system with two
optical modes linearly coupled to one mechanical mode. For a membrane in a cavity, where G; = (—1)’wg/L; and
J = c|tm|/2/L1Ls (see Appendix 7 with sub-cavity length L; and membrane (amplitude) transmission t,,, this
becomes

82w:|:
0z

2
4 wg

— L K0 (A13)
Azx=Axi ‘tm‘ cL

where L = L1 + Lo is the total cavity length. .
Eigenmode Decay Rates: Combined with the sub-cavity (power) losses k; = Ii;nt + H;Xt (note these exclude J),
the amplitudes attached to d; and as in Eq. [A6] permit the calculation of power decay rates

ki (Az) = k1 cos?(A+[Az]) + ko sin?(0L[Ax]). (A14)

_rr Gi-Glar (A15)

VA2 + (G — Gy AL

for eigenmodes a4, where & = (k1 + k2)/2 and Ak = (k1 — k2)/2. At the quadratic points,

o Gz + G
:“Ei(Al’+) =K Zl: A/ﬂ:m (A].G)
_ Go + Gy
Az_) = Ar———+. Al
ke(Az_)=FRTF KG27G1 (A17)

For the case of a membrane-cavity system, we can write these (choosing Az,) in terms of the end mirror power
transmissions |tj|2 and sub-cavity round-trip power losses 7;:

ki (Azy) = i(|t1|2+7'1+|t2|2+7'2) = ko (A18)
c L3(|t1]* + T1) + L3(|t2]? + T2
h(ay) = 3/t 121L21(| 2| 2)7 (A19)

where we have used /<;ijnt = cT;/2L; and /s‘;"t = c|t;|?/2L;. At this location, r is identical to the empty cavity decay
rate ko due to the fact that sub-cavity circulating powers are identical. This is true for any quadratic point we choose.
Dissipative Coupling: From Eq. the linear dissipative coupling is

(Gy — Go)Ak
(4J2 (G — Gl)A:c]2>

ks (Az) = F4J? (A20)

3/2°

which, at the quadratic point, becomes

_ 3/2
Opkit(Azy) = j:4ﬁ( G1Gs)

T (Ga—GE (A21)



with corresponding single-photon strong coupling parameter

B 1 (= 3/2
Bi(Azy) = upt Outrs = 42— (=G:1Go)

— Ly A22
e, T Ga(Ga— G (422)

in the single-port limit (k2 — 0). We can now see that this coupling can be greatly reduced in the limit |G| > |G4].
For a single-port membrane-cavity, e.g.,
4 wo L2

Yoo, o A23
|t'm,| c prf ( )

Bi<A$i) — *

which diminishes as Lo/L, suggesting a commensurate reduction of QRFN achieved by simply moving the membrane
toward the back mirror.

Equations of Motion at Quadratic Point: Finally, we write down the equations of motion for the eigenmodes
G+ themselves at a quadratic point Ax = Az . First, defining

o =sin(fy [Azy]) = cos(0_[Axy]) = (1 — Go/Gy) /2 (A24)
B = cos(fy [Azy]) = —sin(f_[Azy]) = (1 — G /Ga) "2 (A25)

for convenience, the equations of motion in the eigenmode basis (Egs. become
iy =— (—i6+ + %ﬂz + %ag) iy — afARG_ + B/ KT 4 ay/KSEaY + B/ KiMA + ay/kiPtal (A26)
P i§ K1 o K2 5o 1 ~ Axd ext Ain ext ain int sint int sint
a_ =— —Z++?a —}—76 +Z@J G- — afAkay + ay/ 67 — B/ K65 ay + ay/ kAT — B/ kAR,
(A27)

where §; = wi, —wy = A+ 2Jaf is the detuning from the “+” resonance, and Ax = (k1 — k2)/2 (as above). These
reduce to those of Ref. [36] when |G| = |G|, or, equivalently, when @ = 8 = 1/2. On the other hand, for highly
asymmetric coupling |G| > |G1| (|G1| > |G2|), we find 8 — 1 and @ — 0 (@« — 1 and 8 — 0), such that the
eigenmodes effectively decouple from one of the inputs, a behavior of central importance in suppressing measurement
backaction.

2. Measurement Backaction with Quadratic Dispersive Coupling

Optical Susceptibilities: In the frequency domain, the equations of motion in the original sub-cavity basis a;

(Eq. can be written
() =iwr i [ree (A1) e (009 . (a25)

where I is the identity matrix, and &ij“ comprises any drive and / or fluctuations (including thermal). We can define
a susceptibility matrix

x(w) = (—iwl + iﬁ)_l
_ 1 o t(w) iJ
TG @)+ ( i x11<w>> (A29)

_ ()Zn(w) >212(W)>

— \Xe1(w) Xez(w)
where
Xj ' (w) = —i(A - G;Az + w) + k; /2 (A30)

is the optical susceptibility of the uncoupled (J = 0) sub-cavity j, and X;; is shorthand notation for the matrix
elements. At the quadratic point Ax = Az, the sub-cavity susceptibilities become

T (@) = =i (34 — Ja/B+w) + Ki/2 (A31)
Xa (W) = —i (64 — JBJa+w) + Ka/2. (A32)
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Radiation Force Noise: At the quadratic point Az, the optical force operator Fopt = —dﬁopt /dx reduces to

Fop(t) = =1 (Gra] (D (1) + Gaab (D (1)) (A33)
The corresponding power spectral density can be written as [41][46]
Spr(w) = — [ <5FT (W)IE, t(w')> d (A34)
2 . opt op ’

where §F,pi(w) is the Fourier transform of the fluctuations §F,py(t) = Fypi(t) — (Fopt) about the mean (i.e. time-
averaged) (Fypy). Similarly, expressing a;(t) = a; + 6G;(t) in terms of fluctuations da,;(t) about the mean a;, we can
linearize the optical force operator for small da;, yielding

(5Fopt(t) ~ —h(Gl(iIé&l(t) + nggédg(t)) + c.c., (A35)
such that (similar to Ref. [36]) its Fourier transform becomes

SFope(w) = Z( KA (w)0a (w) + H?XtA;f(—w)(Sdijn’T(w)—i—1/,‘{;“‘“.,4]-(0.))5&;”((41)—}— m}“tA;(—w)éd;nt’T(w)>

j=1,2
(A36)
with coefficients
A = =1 (Gix11(w)ag + GaXar(w)ay) (A37)
Az = = (Gixi2(w)a] + GaXaz(w)az) , (A38)

where X, are the matrix elements of the optical susceptibility x (Eq. [A29). Assuming the usual input noise
correlators [41]

(0™ (w)dai (W) = (54, (w)da (@) = 0 (A39)
(0ai (w)oa (W) = 2m6;;0(w + w') (R + 1) (A40)
(0T (w)dalR (w')) = 21850 (w + ') (A1), (A41)

where ﬁ;“ is the mean thermal occupation of the input port bath; the same relations hold for the noise operators of
the loss channels by changing subscript “in” — “int” throughout (though these ports are considered purely thermal).
If the baths are in their ground state (7" = ﬁ}nt ~ 0), the force noise simplifies to

Spr(w) = k1AL (W)|* + ka|Az(w)]?. (A42)

In this work, we are particularly interested in the force noise when one eigenmode, having purely quadratic dispersive
coupling, is driven by a single port. For example, if Az = Az and the system is driven by a}* (with ai* = 0), the

steady-state amplitudes simplify to
ar = x11(0)y/r§at? (A43)

@y = X21(0)y/K$al. (A44)

Together with Eq. the ratio a;/as now allows us to express a; in terms of a4 as

1

P a A45
a1 ﬂ n ’LO[JXQ (0) a+ ( )
_ iJx2(0)

=227 A46
a‘2 ﬂ_’_zaJXZ(O)a‘JF? ( )

which, finally, allows us to write the force noise (Eq.[A42) in terms of |a, |*:
1 - . AN - . * (1)
Spi(w) = B P —————— (m G1¥n1 (@) — iG2I X5 (0)er (@) + K2 |G1Xaa(w) = iGa T x3(0)Ra2 () )
1B +iax2(0)]

(A47)
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In the large-gap limit, where 4Ja >> K1, Ka, |w], |04], such that only the “4+” mode is involved, at zero detuning this
simplifies to

G%GQ 4W2G2I€7 + (GQ - Gl)ﬁilig

S = h’|a|? A48
FF(W) |a+| 4J2(G2*G1)2 w2+1£3_/4 ( )
If we instead consider a single-port cavity (k2 = 0 and k1 = '), Eq. becomes
ext —1 2.\ % 2
Spr(w) = a0 |0 ) GG 0] (A49)
B +iadx2(0)]" | X1~ (Wxa (W) +J
which reduces to
_R2aL 12 3 25 2
SFF(W) _ |a+| H+G1G2 ( + + w) (A50)

T2(Gy—G1)2 (0, +w)? +r2/4

in the large-gap limit. This expression agrees with the force noise calculated from the simple assumption of dissipative
coupling [27] when B is given by Eq.

3. Force Noise Reduction

To see how asymmetric sub-cavity LDC can reduce quantum radiation force noise (QRFN), we now consider a
membrane-cavity style system. In the large-gap limit, the QRFN (Eq. is

~ RPay Pwd Ly ALk w® + LK% kg

S = A51
Pr() Altm? L2 w?+r3/4 (A51)
with decay rates
Ly Lo
oy = R + T2 (A52)
L L
K_ = fzm + flnsz, (A53)
at the quadratic point Az, . At the mechanical frequency 2,,, this be rewritten
h2|ay 2w Ly Lko/(Lik—) +4Q2 /K2
Qm =4 — m Ab4
Spr(Qm) EITER T (A54)

This expression can be minimized with respect to L; for fixed cavity length, by substituting the expressions for the

decay rates (Egs. and |A19)), yielding

min R?|ay | Pw? 1+ 4BQ2, /K2
SEp (m) =2 L|:m|20(|t2|2+7—2)1+T?n/l€2:7 (A55)
where we defined
t 2
B= 1> + 71 (A56)

2+ T+ [t + T
noting B € [0, 1] with B = 1 corresponding to the “single-port” limit, where [t1|> + 77 > |t2]? + T5. This minimum is
found a distance

Ly min = BL (A57)

from the input mirror.
“Modified” resolved-sideband limit: In the limit ,, /K4 > \/Lka/4L1k_ and ,,,/k4 > 1/2 — both of which
are succinctly captured by \/Eﬂm > K4 at Ly min — the minimal QRFN reduces to
h?la [*wg
cL|tm|?
Single-Port h2|a+|2w§
cL|t,|?

SERRS(Q,,) =2 B([ta]? + T2) (A58)

(t2|* + T2), (A59)
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where the second line is evaluated for small but finite |ta|? + 75 < [t1]2 +T1 (B ~ 1). In the latter case, the QRFN is
limited simply by the distance between the lossless back mirror and its closest quadratic point (wavelength scale).

“Modified” fast-cavity limit: In the limit Q,,/x; < \/Lks/4L1k_ (and Q,, /K4 < 1/2) — captured succinctly
by Q,, < k4 at Lq min — the minimal QRFN reduces to

min h2|a’ |2w2
SERFC(Q) = 27 L (o + 7o) (A60)
which is a factor
min,FC
M = l >1 (A61)
min,RS =
SFF i (Qm) B

larger than that of the resolved-sideband case.

4. Application: Optical Trapping

The optical spring generated at a quadratic point has the same strength as a free-space trap [47] per watt incident
on the membrane, though with significantly less input power due to the cavity enhancement. As discussed below, our
scheme realizes this with lower QRFN than can be achieved in free space (or with a MIM system).

If we write the optical Hamiltonian in the “4” mode basis, and expand its frequency w; to second order in
mechanical displacement z, we find

. e 10%wy 5\ .+ .
Hope = hwy (z)alay ~ b <w+(0) T3 ax; x2> alar, (A62)

which allows us to directly identify the spring constant

820J+

Pwy 4 hwg
0z2

@y ? = - —Da, |, (A63)

koot = h
pt |tm| cL

where we have substituted in the quadratic dispersive coupling 92w, from Eq. and considered (for the time being)
only the non-dynamical part of the spring (i.e., d+ &~ a@4). The optical spring can then be expressed as a function of
the (mean) circulating power

c

Pcirc = Mwin 27, |@+|2 (A64)
as
3 winPCirc
kopy = — ——< A65
pt |tm| 2 ( )

using wi, &~ wp, which is the same expression as for a free-space trap with a retro-reflected beam [47].
When approaching the single-port limit (|t2|? + 72 < [¢t1]? + 71), the minimal force noise at the optimal membrane
position is

_ SPrpll?+ T

min Qm — ; A
SFF ( ) 9 |tm|2 ( 66)
regardless of whether the system is sideband-resolved, where
hwin —
Sg% ~8 2 Fie, (A67)

is the force noise associated with a free-space trap in the limit |t,,,|> < 1. SIF,% can be obtained noting that, for a highly
reflective membrane, the force applied to each side is F & 2P, /c, yielding a force noise of Spr = 4Sp,,, p,,../c?. For
shot noise, the power spectral density is Sp...p.,.. = Awin Peire and since shot noise is uncorrelated at each side of the
membrane, it adds in quadrature, yielding the above equation. Importantly, Eq. [A66] shows that the force noise can
be improved by a factor 2|t,,|?/(|t2|* + T2); together with the comparative ease of realizing shot-noise-limited input
light at lower powers, our approach presents a significant advantage over free-space traps.
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5. Application: QND Measurement

Here we present the potential advantages our technique provides within the context of quantum nondemolition
(QND) phonon number measurements.

a. Backaction Rate

The rate at which Spp adds or removes a phonon from a mechanical oscillator containing n phonons is [10}, 41]

2
xzpf

Than = 2 (1 +n)Spr(—Qm) + nSpr(+Qn)]. (A68)
With a resonant drive (64 = 0) and in the resolved sideband regime (2, > x4 ), this is
G1G3

Tpan = (2n 4 1)x) ¢lay [Pk NE (A69)

(G2 — G1)*’
where we assume (Go — G1)ka/(4G2k_) < Q2 /k% . [48]

b. Measurement Rate

In a quadratically-coupled optomechanical system, phonons each produce a shift in the resonant frequency of the
optical mode [7H9]. In a resonantly driven cavity, this will produce a shift in the phase of the reflected light. Here
we derive the phonon measurement rate for an asymmetric optomechanical system with quadratic dispersive coupling
using homodyne detection.

Input-Output Relations

To quantify how the phase of the reflected light depends on phonon number, we first relate the mean reflected
output field a$"* to the mean input field ai® (assuming we only address sub-cavity 1) using the standard input-output

relation [41]
d(l)ut — a’lln _ /H?(tdl

= [1—x11(0)s5*] &, (A70)

where a@; is the mean field in sub-cavity 1; the second line is obtained from Eq. In the large gap limit, where
4Jaf > K1, Ka, |w|, |0+], which simplifies the value ¥1; given by Eq. this becomes

@out — i5+ — "{+/2 + 62"{?“ —in
1 ’L(S_;,_ — /{_;,_/2 1
= Ae”%ai", (AT1)

where, in the second line, we defined the (real) amplitude reflection coefficient

62 2 .ext 2 2
A= ++(52 K 2‘f"‘f+/ ) (AT2)
0% + K7 /4
and the (real) reflected phase
5, 825
= arct . AT73
¢ = arc an{(si 24— PP, )2 (AT3)
For a resonant drive frequency wi, (detuning §, = 0), this phase changes as
d d _ A2, ext
e (AT4)
dw.,. 54=0 d5+ 54=0 I€+/4*ﬂ K1 Ii+/2
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We can also relate the mean field in the “+” mode to the input field using Eqs. [A6] and [A44}
_ 1o + ﬂX_l(O) ext =in
iy = ————3 2~ [e$tal, (AT5)
J?+x1 (0)x; (0)
so that the output field (Eq.|A70) can be written in terms of “4+” mode as

gont = 2 X0 1(0) — kx5 1(0) Ay
! iad + Bx;(0) NG

(A76)

In the large-gap limit, this reduces to

a
a9 = (kg /2 — BIRE) (AT7)

/ 2Htixt :
Measurement Rate with Homodyne Detection

To derive the measurement rate, we consider an ideal homodyne measurement (all the photons are collected, the
laser is shot-noise limited, and the detection scheme has identical arms) where a local-oscillator (“LO”; mean optical
power PY9) is combined at a beamsplitter with a measurement beam leaving the cavity (mean power P{"*) with the
aim of resolving its fluctuating phase d¢(t). Specifically, suppose one beamsplitter input has classical LO field E*© =
V2PLO cos(wint + A¢p) with some fixed phase A¢, and the other has the signal field E" = /2P cos(wint + 6¢(t)),
both oscillating at frequency wi,. The homodyne signal, obtained by subtracting the photocurrents measured at each
of the beamsplitter outputs, is then

SI(t) = 24,/ PLO PO sin(56(t) — Ad), (A78)

where A is a gain relating optical power to photocurrent. Tuning the LO phase to maximize the sensitivity to phase
(e.g. A¢ =0) and Taylor expanding sin yields

56(1) ~ <2A, /pout,lpw) ) (A79)

At the same time, the combined shot noise power spectral density S§} from the two (subtracted) photocurrents
provides a noise floor

Spo = (44?PP™PLO) 1S5y, (A50)
and, for large LO (PLO > Pput))
S35 s A% hw;y PO, (A81)

Furthermore, since a frequency fluctuation dw, of the cavity produces phase §¢ ~ (d¢/dw; )dws (dp/dw, derived as

above), the frequency noise floor
do \ 2 1 do \ 2
o, = — =——— | — , A82
Sy = Ss (dw+> 4fagt|? <dW+> (A52)

where, in the last step, we substituted in Egs. and expressed the mean signal power PP" = Aw,|asvt|? in
term of the reflected photon rate |a$"*|?, in accordance with Ref. [41].

To convert this result to the measurement time 0,5 required to resolve a frequency shift Aw,, we compare the
noise floor to the frequency shift, requiring

S
tinons > &, A
Z (Aw,)? (A83)

in order to resolve the frequency shift with unity signal-to-noise ratio. For a single phonon jump, the induced frequency
shift is

2
d°wy o

szpfa (A84)

ALU+ =
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yielding a measurement rate

1 ontro [ Ao dPw ?
Pheas = Fimons = 4|a1 t|2 (de;xgpf> . (A85)

In the large gap limit, using Eq. for d*w, /dz?, and Eqs. and derived in Sec. to substitute d¢/dw,
and Goyt,1 respectively, this measurement rate simplifies to

16)a, 2 B2k (dPwy 5 \°
Fineas = P K dz2 Typt (A86)
64la 2 02, ext 1 -GG 3
_ |a’+| B K1 - ( 1 2) ,’E;l . (A87)
K4 K4 J2 (GQ - G1)2 P

The correction term 3%k /K, accounts for the proportion of photons in the “+” mode leaving through the input

port.
For the case of a truly single-port cavity (ko = 0 and k1 = k$**), the measurement rate is

16|Zt+|2 dQUJ+ 2 2
Fmeas = ) xzpf
Kt dz

_ Gdlai ] (-GiGa)®

ke TGy — G2t

(A88)

Note for a membrane-cavity system, sy, 02wy, and thus I'peas, do not depend upon at which quadratic point the
membrane is positioned, allowing one to tune the ratio G;/Go without affecting the measurement rate.

c. Backaction-Limited Number State Resolution

The measurement rate, which is derived in Sec. below, is

o G4ay? BRT 1 (=GhGa)®
meas KR4 K4 J2 (G2 — G1)2 zpt?

(A89)

yielding a figure of merit

1_\meas _ 64 9192 BQK?Xt
Ihan n+1k_Ky Ky

: (A90)

describing how well a phonon number state n can be measured before backaction causes a jump, where we define the
usual optomechanical coupling rate g; = x,p¢|G;|. In the single-port cavity limit (k2 = 0), this ratio becomes

Fmeas o 64 (92 + 91)2 _ 64 é
Than 2n4+1 k2 2n41k%°

(A91)

The advantage of our approach becomes clearer if we consider a membrane-cavity system in which the membrane is
a distance Lj from the first mirror and Lo from the second (total length L = Ly 4+ Lg). If the sub-cavity crossing
frequency wg = Nymwe/Ly; = Name/Lg where N; = 2L;/\ is the (integer) mode index of each sub-cavity at wavelength
A, and the coupling rates G = —wg/L1 and Gy = 4w/ La, the ratio becomes

Fmeas o 64 WoLzpf ?
Fba,n T o +1 Lok

64 o\ [ L\
= —_— A92
2n+1 ( Ko ) 2L, (492)
with o being the empty cavity power decay rate (Eq.|A18]). The second line is expressed in terms of the half-cavity

single-photon optomechanical coupling rate for the MIM system g = 22,p1wo/L to facilitate a direct comparison:
by reducing Ly (moving the membrane toward the back mirror), the usual strong coupling requirement gnv/ko > 1
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for measuring a state before QRFN destroys it [36] is relaxed by a factor L/2Ls, which can be as large as ~ L/ at
the quadratic point nearest the back mirror.

For fixed mirror losses (round trip power loss 7; = T, say) we can improve the fidelity by a less dramatic factor,
and there is some advantage to be gained by bringing |¢1 |2 closer to 7. To calculate the optimal L min and ¢ opt, we
first substitute the expression for the decay rates (Egs. and [A19)), and optomechanical coupling g; = ,ptwo/L;
in the ratio Eq. [A90} the optimal membrane position is then

>+ T

L min = A93
T P T+ [P+ T (A93)
where the force noise is minimal and the ratio
Deas| 256y s (A94)
Toan gy 2041 @ (P + T (P + T ([0 + T + [P+ T5)’

is maximal; L1 min is the same as before (Eq. |A57) since the measurement rate is independent of the membrane
position within the cavity. We can also compare with the same ratio for the membrane-in-the-middle,

chas 1024 ngﬁpf |t1‘2
T - 2 2 2 37 (A95)
ban e 20+l e ([ + T+ [t2? + T2)
finding our approach yields an improvement
I'm I'm 1 (Jt1]? to|? 21 P
eas / eas :7(| 1‘ 2+71+| 2‘2+75) oz |21| ) (A96)
Fba,n L1 min 1—‘ba,n L/2 4 (|t1| + 7—1)(‘t2| + 7-2) 4 |t2| + T2

As expected, this is the same improvement as we found for the force noise.
With the membrane at the optimal L1 min, we can also calculate the the optimal input mirror transmission

1300 = VTt + T + Ta), (A97)

that maximizes the ratio, yielding

Fmeas o 256 w(%xgpf |t2|2 + 27-1 + 7-2 - 2\/7-1(‘t2|2 + 7-1 + 7—2) (A98)
| Lt mimlt1 25 n+1 2 (|t2|2 +T2)3 .
This optimized QND “fidelity” is a factor
Fmeas Fmeas
/ —946 4 72<1+272> (A99)
Fba,n L1 min,|t1]2 Fba’" L1, min,matched |t2| |t2| |t2|

opt

larger than that of a traditional matched cavity (|t1] set equal to |t2]). Equation can be viewed as a prefactor
that generalizes the existing “standard quantum limit” [35] to the case of asymmetric systems. The largest gains
occur in systems maximing the back-mirror reflectivity, which is just a statement that one needs to open the input
mirror enough to get a reasonable fraction of the cavity light out, and up to 3 dB improvement can also be achieved
with transmission-dominated mirrors (7 < |t;]?), though this assumes we ignore the information in the light leaving
the back mirror.

For a fair comparison with MIM systems, it is also possible to calculate the optimal transmission

lt1 Ren = (t2]* + T2 + T2)/2 (A100)
maximizing the measurement rate to backaction rate ratio for the membrane-in-the middle (Eq.[A95)), yielding a ratio

Timeas _ 4096 wizgy 1 (A101)
Doan |njojie,, 272n+1) ¢ (o> + 71+ T2)?
and which is a factor
Fxnea:;
22 | L i 1125 _ 277 (|t2|2 + T+ 7-2)2(|t2‘2 +2T1+ T2 — 2\/7-1(|t2|2 + 7T+ 7-2)) (A102)
Toan L/2)|t1|§/IIM

lower than at the optimal membrane position.
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FIG. 4. A Fabry-Pérot cavity comprising a left-hand and right-hand mirror with field reflection coefficients r1 and r2, split into
two sub-cavities of length L; and Ly by a membrane with field reflection (transmission) coefficients ry (tm). A; indicate the
right moving fields and Bj the left moving fields just outside the membrane surfaces.

Appendix B: Hopping Rate for a Membrane-in-Cavity

In this section, we derive the classical equations of motion for the electric fields for a cavity with a membrane inside
it, extending the formalism of Refs. [49H51]. This allows for a simple derivation of EOMs and direct access to the
hopping rate J between two sub-cavities separated by a partial reflector.

Consider the Fabry-Perot cavity in Fig. 4] comprising two end mirrors of field reflection (transmission) coefficients
r;j (t;) partitioned by a third mirror (membrane) having field reflection (transmission) coefficient r,, (¢,,), such that
the sub-cavity lengths L; sum to total length L = Ly + Lo. The right-moving field amplitude A, just to the right of
the membrane at a time ¢ is related to the left and right incoming amplitudes A; and By as

As(t) = 1 Ba(t) + tm Ay (), (B1)

Following this wave a round-trip time 7o = 2Ly /c later in sub-cavity 2 (c is the speed of light), we find a returning
field

By(t 4 7o) = roe™in™ Ay(t), (B2)
in a frame rotating at the laser frequency wi,. Substituting Eq. in Eq. we obtain
By(t + 72) = rpree’™ =™ By(t) + ty,ree™=T Ay (t) (B3)
For small 7[52], we can approximate the time derivative of By as

Bg(t —+ 7’2) — Bg(t)

Bg(t) ~
T2
1 — ror,,etwinT tmroetvinT
= 2mT  By(t) 4+ =2 Av(t). (B4)
T2 T2
Following the same method for the left sub-cavity field, we find
. 1— Tl ez’w;nn tinT eiwinn
Ay (t) ~ ! nl )Al(t) + 171 By(t). (B5)

As a matter of convention, we then rescale the fields as

ay(t) = /L1 A (t) (B6)
as(t) = +v/LaBa(t) (B7)

such that |o;|? represents the number of photons in sub-cavity j. In a matrix form, these coupled equations then
become

iwin T1

(mm) _ <—221(1 S et ShE ) (m(t)) (B8)
iwin T2 )

alt AT

in agreement with the more careful derivation of Ref. [53].



18

To recover the equations obtained from input-output theory, we make additional approximations. First, for sim-
plicity, we now make a common unitarity preserving choice for the phase on all the coefficients, such that r,, = —|r,]|
and t,,, = i|t;n|. We furthermore assume that the end mirrors have high reflectivity such that r; ~ —1 + [¢;]?/2, and
write the laser frequency as

win = A +wj(Az) — GjAz, (B9)

where A = wi, —wyp is the detuning from the crossing frequency (defining Az = 0), w;(Ax) is the resonant frequency
of sub-cavity j, and G; = O,wj; is the usual linear dispersive coupling. Note that, by definition, the sub cavities have
an integer N; = 2L/\; half wavelengths, such that w;(Az)7; = 2rN;. Again that the detuning is much smaller than
the round-trip rate of each sub-cavity (|A| ~ k; < 1/7;), that the membrane is displaced by much less than a half
Wa\;elength (Az < A\/2, or, equivalently, |G;Az| < 1/7;), and keeping only the terms to leading order in |t,,], |t1]?,
|t2| ) and Aa

(dl(t)> _ <¢(A — G1AT) — k1 /2 iyl ) (al(t)> 7 (B10)

do(t) izl (A — GoAz) — ko2 ) \2(t)

with x; = c|t;|?/(2L;). Most importantly, we can immediately identify the off-diagonal elements as the hopping rate

_ Cltm| _ C‘tm‘\/—Gng
2\/ L1L2 2&)0 '

(B11)
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