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We demonstrate the generation of a strong mechanical squeezing in a dissipative optomechanical
system by introducing a periodic modulation in the amplitude of a single-tone laser driving the
system. The mechanical oscillator is quadratically coupled to the optical mode, which contributes
to a strong squeezing exceeding the 3-dB standard quantum limit. The Bogoliubov mode of the
mechanical oscillator also cools down to its ground state due to sideband cooling. We further
optimize this ratio of sideband strengths to introduce enhanced squeezing. We also compare our
results with the analytical (under adiabatic approximation) and the exact numerical solution.
Even for a thermal occupancy of 104 phonons, mechanical squeezing beyond 3 dB and a strong
optomechanical entanglement is observed.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the amount of research on macroscopic
quantum systems for the generation of nonclassical states
such as squeezed and entangled states has increased
manifold [1–6]. Such states have numerous applications
in the development of quantum technologies for quantum
computation [7], quantum information processing [8, 9],
and quantum-enhanced force sensing [10, 11]. In the past
decades, micro-mechanical systems relying on position
measurements have been extensively used to sense,
store and process information. However, the precision
of position-measurements of a mechanical oscillator is
limited by its zero-point fluctuations [12]. In addition
to that, measuring the mechanical position may itself
induce noise into the system. In fact, most position
measuring systems have noise contributions that exceed
the standard quantum limit (SQL) of 3 dB [13]. To
circumvent this, the motion of the mechanical oscillator
can be squeezed beyond the SQL, by reducing the
variance in one of its quadratures at the expense of
increased variance in the other quadrature [14]. Also,
the preparation and control of a mechanical element in
a quantum state of motion at a mesoscopic level allows
us to test quantum mechanics’ fundamental hypotheses
at the quantum-classical boundary [15]. A suitable
platform to generate such quantum states is a cavity
optomechanical system [16]. Such a system relies on
the radiation-pressure interaction of a mechanical system
with the electromagnetic radiation inside a cavity. The
high sensitivity of the phase of the cavity photons to
small displacements of the mechanical oscillator makes
them an ideal candidate for force-sensing applications
and are routinely used in interferometric detectors such
as the ones in LIGO [17], and VIRGO [18] experiments.

Recently, many optomechanical models have been
proposed to induce squeezing below the 3 dB level by
using squeezed light [19, 20], two-tone driving [4, 13, 21],
reservoir engineering [22–25] and frequency modulation
[5]. It has also been shown that periodically modulating
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the amplitude of the external field can induce a high
degree of mechanical squeezing and optomechanical
entanglement in a cavity optomechanical system [24]. A
prerequisite of such a scheme is the ground-state cooling
of the mechanical mode, usually achieved by sideband
cooling. Dissipative optmechanical systems, where the
mechanical mode modulates the decay rate of the cavity
mode [26] enables this in the unresolved sideband limit
[26–30]. Such a scheme can be thought as an example
of reservoir engineering [31] where the cavity acts as a
reservoir whose force noise is squeezed.

Most schemes implemented to achieve mechanical
squeezing using reservoir engineering technique are based
on two-tone driving [5, 6, 13, 21]. Only recently,
Bai et. al. [1] proposed a scheme to squeeze
the mechanical position using single-tone driving in a
standard optomechanical system. In this work, we
study the dissipative generation of mechanical squeezing
in a quadratically-coupled optomechanical system by
periodically modulating the driving amplitude and show
that along with a robust squeezing, a high degree of
optomechanical entanglement can be produced. We
also show that the steady-state squeezing generated
using this scheme is sensitive to the ratio of the cavity
drive amplitudes. The paper is organised as follows.
In Sec. II, we introduce the membrane-in-the-middle
cavity optomechanical system driven by a amplitude-
modulated single-tone laser, analyzing the dynamical
behavior of the system with and without the rotating-
wave approximation (RWA). In Sec. III, we present the
squeezing in the position quadrature of the mechanical
mode and discuss the squeezing effect as a competing
behaviour between two conflicting tendencies, and obtain
an optimal ratio of the sidebands to maximize squeezing
by balancing these effects. In Sec. IV, we derive
an analytical solution for squeezing of the mechanical
position under adiabatic approximation, and compare it
with the exact numerical solution. We then examine the
robustness of the squeezing achieved and the behaviour of
entanglement between the optical and mechanical modes
in Sec. V. Finally, we summarise our paper in Sec. VI.
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II. SYSTEM AND DYNAMICS

FIG. 1. A membrane-in-the-middle optomechanical system,
driven by an amplitude-modulated external laser.

The system under consideration is illustrated in Fig.
1. An optomechanical system is driven by an external
laser (frequency ωl) whose amplitude εl is periodically
modulated. The optical mode (frequency ωo) is coupled
to the mechanical mode (frequency ωm) via a radiation-
pressure interaction of strength g. In a frame rotating at
the frequency ωl, the system Hamiltonian takes the form
(in units of ~) [16]

H = ∆0a
†a+ ωmb

†b− ga†a
(
b† + b

)2
+iεl

(
a† − a

)
+ ηωm

(
b† + b

)
, (1)

where ∆0 = ωo − ωl is the detuning of the optical
cavity and a (b) is the annihilation operator of the
optical (mechanical) mode. Here, the first and the second
terms represent the individual energies of the optical
cavity and the mechanical membrane. The third term
is the optomechanical interaction energy with quadratic
coupling. The fourth term represents the time-dependent
laser whose driving amplitude is such that εl(t) = εl(t+
τ) =

∑n=∞
n=−∞ εne

−inΩt, where τ is the modulation period
with Ω = 2π/τ , and εn’s are the sideband modulation
strengths.The final term represents a constant impulsive
force of η~ωm acting on the mechanical membrane.

The time evolution of the mode operators of the system
follow the Heisenberg equations of motion [12]. Taking
into account the dissipation of the cavity mode (rate κ)
and the decay of the mechanical resonator (rate γ), along
with the effect of the vacuum and thermal fluctuations
entering the system, we obtain the quantum Langevin
equations (QLEs) given by [32]

ȧ = −i∆0a−
κ

2
a+ iga

(
b† + b

)2
+ εl +

√
κain, (2a)

ḃ = −iωmb−
γ

2
b+ 2iga†a

(
b† + b

)
− iηωm

+
√
γbin. (2b)

Here, ain and bin are the noise operators associated
with the vacuum and thermal fluctuations, which are
assumed to have a Gaussian nature, given as [15, 33]

〈a†in(t)ain(t′)〉 = naδ(t− t′), (3a)

〈ain(t)a†in(t′)〉 = (na + 1)δ(t− t′), (3b)

〈b†in(t)bin(t′)〉 = nbδ(t− t′), (3c)

〈bin(t)b†in(t′)〉 = (nb + 1)δ(t− t′), (3d)

where na and nb are the thermal occupancies of the
optical and mechanical modes respectively, given by nj =
{exp[~ωj/(kBT )]− 1}−1 for j ∈ {a, b} at temperature T .

For sufficiently strong drive amplitudes, the QLEs
obtained in Eqs. (2) can be approximated using
a linearized description by assuming that the mode
operators (O) are equal to the sum of their classical
expectation values and their quantum fluctuations, i.e.,
O = 〈O〉+ δO [12]. This gives us the classical equations
for α = 〈a〉 and β = 〈b〉 as

α̇ = −i∆0α−
κ

2
α+ igα (β∗ + β)

2
+ εl, (4a)

β̇ = −iωmβ −
γ

2
β + 2ig |α|2 (β∗ + β)− iηωm, (4b)

and their quantum counterparts (δO → O)

ȧ ≈ −i∆a− κ

2
a+ 2igα (β∗ + β)

(
b† + b

)
+
√
κain,(5a)

ḃ ≈ −iωmb−
γ

2
b+ 2ig

(
α∗a+ αa†

)
(β∗ + β)

+2ig |α|2
(
b† + b

)
+
√
γbin, (5b)

where, the effective detuning of the linearized dynamics
is given by ∆ = ∆0 − g(β∗ + β)2.

As the primary contribution of the modulated drive
comes from the offset strength and the first-order
modulations, for our analysis, we assume that εl(t) ≈
ε−1e

iΩt + ε0 + ε1e
−iΩt. Then, according to the

Floquet theorem, at a long-time limit, the cavity mode
and the mechanical mode amplitude would show the
same behaviour as the modulated external field, i.e.,
limt→∞ α(t) = α(t + τ) and limt→∞ β(t) = β(t + τ)
[1, 2, 24]. We therefore redefine these classical amplitudes
as

α = a−1e
iΩat + a0 + a1e

−iΩat, (6a)

β = b−1e
iΩbt + b0 + b1e

−iΩbt. (6b)

A. Dynamics under RWA

We now analyze the dynamics of the slowly varying
fluctuations in the rotating frame of their oscillations. We
rewrite the fluctuation operators and their corresponding
input noises as a = ãe−i∆t, b = b̃e−iωmt and ain =
ãine

−i∆t, bin = b̃ine
−iωmt respectively. Setting the

effective cavity detuning at ωm and the external driving
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frequencies at 2ωm, for a weak optomechanical coupling
strength, we obtain the linearized QLEs as

˙̃a = iG0b̃+ iG1b̃
† − κ

2
ã+
√
κãin, (7a)

˙̃
b = iG0ã+ iG1ã

† + iG̃0b̃+ iG̃1b̃
† − γ

2
b̃

+
√
γb̃in, (7b)

where,

G0 = 2g {2a0b0 + (a−1 + a1) (b−1 + b1)} , (8a)

G1 = 2g {a0 (b−1 + b1) + 2a1b0} , (8b)

G̃0 = 2g
(
a2

0 + a2
−1 + a2

1

)
, (8c)

G̃1 = 2ga0 (a−1 + a1) . (8d)

In doing so, we have ignored the highly oscillatory
terms under RWA. Using the quadrature fluctuation
operators for the optical (mechanical) modes as X̃ =

(ã†+ã)/
√

2 (Q̃ = (b̃†+b̃)/
√

2) and Ỹ = i(ã†−ã)/
√

2 (P̃ =

i(b̃† − b̃)/
√

2) and their corresponding noise operators

as X̃in = (ã†in + ãin)/
√

2 (Q̃in = (b̃†in + b̃in)/
√

2) and

Ỹin = i(ã†in − ãin)/
√

2 (P̃in = i(b̃†in − b̃in)/
√

2), Eqs. (7)
can be written in a compact form as

˙̃u = M̃ũ + ñ, (9)

where the vector of fluctuations ũ = (X̃, Ỹ , Q̃, P̃ )T , their

noises ñ = (
√
κX̃in,

√
κỸin,

√
γQ̃in,

√
γP̃in)T and

M̃ =


−κ2 0 0 −G−
0 −κ2 G+ 0

0 −G− −γ2 −G̃−
G+ 0 G̃+ −γ2

 , (10)

with G± = G0 ±G1 and G̃± = G̃0 ± G̃1.

B. Dynamics without RWA

If we do not ignore the fast-rotating terms under
RWA, the time evolution of quadrature fluctuations can
be written as u̇ = Mu + n, where u is the vector of
quadrature fluctuations for mode operators a and b, and
n their corresponding noises. The drift matrix is then
given by

M =


−κ2 ∆ −8gαIβR 0
−∆ −κ2 8gαRβR 0

0 0 −γ2 ωm
8gαRβR 8gαIβR −ωm + 4g |α|2 −γ2

 ,(11)

where αR (βR) and αI (βI) are the real and imaginary
components of α (β) respectively.

The correlations between the position and momentum
quadrature fluctuations can then be written in terms
of the correlation matrix Vkk′ = 〈ukuk′ + ukuk′〉/2.

These correlations obey the equation of motion V̇ =
MV + VMT + D, where D = Diag[κ(na + 1/2), κ(na +

1/2), γ(nb + 1/2), γ(nb + 1/2)] is the noise matrix.
The diagonal elements V33(t) and V44(t) represent the
variance of the position and momentum quadrature of
the mechanical mode, respectively.

It can be noted here that the eigenvalues of M̃(t) have
to be negative and real for the system to be stable. To
do this, we follow the Routh-Hurwitz criteria [34] and
obtain the following inequalities for system stability to
hold:

γ + κ > 0,(12a)

1

4

(
γ2 + 4γκ+ κ2

)
+ 2G−G+ + G̃−G̃+ > 0,(12b)

G̃−G̃+κ+

(
1

4
γκ+G−G+

)
(γ + κ) > 0, (12c)

κ2

16

(
4G̃−G̃+ + γ2

)
+G2

−G
2
+ +

γκ

2
G−G+ > 0.(12d)

III. GENERATION OF MECHANICAL
SQUEEZING

FIG. 2. (Color online) Time-evolution of the variance in (a)
position fluctuation (Q) and (b) momentum fluctuation (P )
with RWA (solid red) and without RWA (solid blue). The
dashed black line denotes the standard quantum limit. The
parameters used are [1] ∆ = ωm, g = 10−4ωm, Ωa = Ωb =
2ωm, κ = 0.1ωm, γ = 10−6ωm, a0 = 2.0, a±1 = 0.8, b0 = 100,
b−1 = 25, b1 = 62.5, na = 0 and nb = 10.

Fig. 2 shows the time-evolution of the variances of
the position and momentum quadrature fluctuations in
the presence of drive amplitude modulation. Without
RWA, steady-state squeezing of the quadrature occurs
in the long-time limit, with a period determined by the
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modulation frequencies Ωa and Ωb. This is in agreement
with Eqs. (6). Under RWA, the variance in the position
quadrature falls below the standard quantum limit. In
both these cases, the maximum amount of squeezing
achieved in the position quadrature is the same.

Next, we seek to understand the effects of the
nonresonant terms without RWA more succinctly by
analyzing the Wigner function distribution of the
mechanical quadratures in the phase space. Given the
Gaussian nature of the quantum noise, our linearized
system can represented by a single mode Gaussian
Wigner function in the steady-state as [35]

W (ub) =
1

2π
√

det [Vb]
exp

[
−uTb V

−1
b ub
2

]
, (13)

where ub = (Q,P )T is the vector of the mechanical
fluctuations and Vb is the covariance matrix for the
mechanical mode.

In Fig. 3, we plot the Wigner function distribution
of the mechanical quadratures in the long-time limit i.e.
ωmt→ 1000. We note that the direction of the squeezed
quadrature rotates in the phase space due to the presence
of the fast-rotating terms. The period of this rotation
τ is in accordance with the Floquet theorem mentioned
in Sec. II. Under RWA, the Wigner function does not
display any rotation due to the absence of the fast-
rotating terms. Also, the shape of the Wigner function
in Fig. 3 is preserved in both of these cases, indicating
that the magnitude of squeezing is the same.

A. Squeezing as a Result of Competing Dynamics

We now present an intuitive way of understanding the
steady-state squeezing generated in our system. For
equal values of G0 and G1, the cavity is coupled to
the mechanical quadrature Xb. When G0 6= G1, the
coupling between the cavity and the mechanical modes
can be visualized using the Bogoliubov mode operator
β = cosh rb̃ + sinh rb̃† where tanh r = G1/G0 [21]. The
QLEs in Eqs. (7) become,

˙̃a = iGβ − κ

2
ã+
√
κãin, (14a)

β̇ = iGã− γ

2
β +
√
γβin

+i

{(
G2

0 +G2
1

G2

)
G̃0 −

2G1G0

G2
G̃1

}
β

+i

{(
G2

0 +G2
1

G2

)
G̃1 −

2G1G0

G2
G̃0

}
β†, (14b)

where G =
√
G2

0 −G2
1 is the effective coupling between

the cavity mode and the Bogoliubov mode and βin =

cosh rb̃in + sinh rb̃†in is the corresponding noise operator.

In Fig. 4(a), we observe a good amount of squeezing
in the mechanical position for a wide range of the ratio

G1/G0. However, as its value approaches unity, the
occupancy of the Bogoliubov mode shoots up (refer Fig.
4(b)), resulting in very low amount of coupling G between
the modes. This in turn results in the mechanical
squeezing to suddenly drop and thus, the corresponding
variances exceed the SQL.

To ensure stability, from Eqs. (12) we can reduce the
constraint to G1 < G0. Substituting the Bogoliubov
operator in the linearized Hamiltonian, the interaction
part of the resultant Hamiltonian takes the following
form

H = −G
(
ã†β + ãβ†

)
(15)

This is the well known beam-splitter Hamiltonian which
describes the energy-exchange between the mechanical
and the cavity mode. It is widely applied to implement
optomechanical sideband cooling of the mechanical mode
[36, 37]. Thus, the Bogoliubov mode β undergoes
ground-state cooling by interacting with the cavity
mode ã. The squeezing parameter r = tanh−1[G1/G0]
increases with an increase in G1 for a given G0.
This causes the squeezing of the mechanical mode to
be enhanced, which is clear from Fig. 4(a). The
enhanced coupling rate between the optical field and the
mechanical oscillator is now given by G =

√
G2

0 −G2
1.

With an increase in G1, this value steadily decreases
and finally becomes zero. At this point the Bogoliubov
cooling can no longer happen, which is shown by the
sharp increase in its occupancy β†β in Fig. 4(b) as
G1/G0 → 1. After this stage, the effects of thermal noise
kick in, making it impossible to achieve high degree of
squeezing. This is shown by the abrupt fall in the value of
〈Q̃2〉 almost competing with the rise in occupancy of the
bogoliubov mode. Thus, there is an optimum value of the
sideband ratio G1/G0 for which the squeezing achieved
in maximum.

B. Optimal ratio of the sideband strengths

It can be seen from Fig. 4(a) that for a certain value
of the sideband ratio, the mechanical squeezing in the
position quadrature is maximum. Also, it is well known
that the degree of squeezing obtained is also a function
of the dissipation of the cavity mode κ [21]. We now seek
to optimize this ratio G1/G0 by plotting it as a function
of the dissipation strength κ.

In Fig. 5(a), we show that the minimum quadrature

variance 〈Q̃2〉min for a specific value of the sideband ratio
increases with an increase in κ only up to a certain
threshold. This can be explained from the fact that the
cooling of the Bogoliubov mode is enhanced, as the cavity
dissipation κ increases, for a specific sideband ratio. As κ
is increased further, the magnitude of squeezing decays.
In Fig. 5(b), we numerically optimize the sideband
ratio G1/G0 by plotting its value corresponding to the
highest degree of squeezing obtained in Fig. 4(a) with
respect to κ. This behaviour is demonstrated by the
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Wigner function distribution of the mechanical mode at specific time intervals with (top panel) and
without (bottom panel) RWA. System parameters are same as in Fig. 2.

FIG. 4. (Color online) Behaviour of (a) variance in

the position quadrature 〈Q̃2〉 and (b) occupancy of the
Bogoliubov mode 〈β†β〉 with variation in the ratio of the
sideband coupling strengths G1/G0 for nb = 10 (solid blue)
and nb = 1000 (solid red). Here, we have used (b−1 + b1) ∈
[0, 600.0] with b1/b−1 = 2.5. Other parameters are same as
in Fig. 2. The dotted black line in (a) denotes the SQL and
the region under the dotted black line in (b) corresponds to
cooling of the Bogoliubov mode (〈β†β〉 < 1).

tendency of G1/G0 to increase to a value close to 1, which
corresponds to the maximized squeezing in Fig. 5(a) and
then gradually decrease for higher values of dissipation.

One must note that, with an increase in the phonon

number, the maximized 〈Q̃2〉 decreases, due to the effect
of thermal noise. For our system, we show that for
a hundred-fold increase in the thermal occupancy, the
amount of squeezing obtained remains significantly above
the SQL. This claim is further bolstered in Fig. 7, where
we can see that the robustness of this scheme is much
better than the results obtained so far [1].

FIG. 5. (Color online) (a) Maximum squeezing in the position
quadrature and (b) optimal sideband ratios plotted with
variation in the coupling strength of the sideband G0 for
nb = 10 (solid blue) and nb = 1000 (solid red). Other
parameters are same as in Fig. 2.
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IV. ANALYTICAL AND NUMERICAL
SOLUTIONS

A. Analytical Solution

In the weak optomechanical coupling limit (i.e. κ �
G), the cavity photons decay much faster than the
optomechanical interaction. The cavity field therefore
follows the mechanical motion adiabatically. Using this
approximation to eliminate the cavity mode, i.e., setting
˙̃a = 0 [3], we solve for the variance of the position
quadrature of the mechanical mode at the steady state
of the cavity mode,

ã =
2iG
κ
β +

2√
κ
ãin, (16a)

β̇ = −hβ +
2iG√
κ
ãin +

√
γβin

+i

{(
G2

0 +G2
1

G2

)
G̃0 −

2G1G0

G2
G̃1

}
β

+i

{(
G2

0 +G2
1

G2

)
G̃1 −

2G1G0

G2
G̃0

}
β†, (16b)

where h = 2G2

κ + γ
2 . From here, we obtain the steady-

state solution of the variance in the position quadrature
as (refer Appendix A for detailed derivation)

〈Q̃2〉s =
he−2r

2
(
G̃2
− − h2

){γ (nb +
1

2

)(
G̃−G+

G−h
e−2r − e2r

)

−4G2

κ

(
na +

1

2

)(
1 +

G̃−G+

G−h

)}
, (17)

B. Numerical Solution

To verify the accuracy of the analytical form derived
under the adiabatic approximation, we explore the
numerical solution for the steady-state position variance
〈Q̃2〉. In the Fourier domain, Eq. (9) can be written as

ũ(ω) = (iωI + M̃)−1Ñ(ω). (18)

This gives us the expression for the position fluctuation
of the mechanical mode,

Q̃ = A(ω)X̃in +B(ω)Ỹin + E(ω)Q̃in + F (ω)P̃in.(19)

The first two terms in the above expression arise
from the vacuum noise in the cavity mode, and the
last two terms arise from the thermal noise in the
mechanical mode. We can then obtain the steady-state
variance of the position quadrature 〈Q̃2〉s by integrating
its fluctuation spectra SQ̃(ω) within the whole spectral

domain (refer Appendix B for detailed derivation),

〈Q̃2〉s =
1

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

dωSQ̃(ω). (20)

In Fig. 6, we plot the numerically obtained steady-
state position variance with respect to the sideband ratio
alongside the analytical solution obtained in Eq. (17) for
thermal phonon number nb = 10. It is evident from
the figure that the behaviour of the analytical (from Eq.
(17)) as well as the numerical solution (from Eq. (20))
match very well with the one shown in Fig. 4(a).

FIG. 6. (Color online) Behaviour of squeezing in the position

quadrature 〈Q̃2〉 with variation in the sideband ratio G1/G0

for nb = 10 obtained using the approximate solution Eq.
(17) (solid blue) and the numerical solution of 〈Q̃2〉s =
1
2π

∫∞
−∞ dωSQ̃(ω) (solid red). Other parameters are same as

in Fig. 4.

V. ROBUSTNESS OF SQUEEZING AND
ENTANGLEMENT

The thermal occupancy and the accompanying
position fluctuations of the mechanical mode is
substantially higher than that of the cavity photons, even
at a relatively low temperature. To this end, we check the
robustness of the mechanical squeezing by plotting 〈Q̃2〉
obtained using Eq. (10) as a function of the thermal
phonon occupation number nb in Fig. 7(a). A strong
mechanical squeezing is achieved for a low occupancy of
the thermal bath and is robust upto a few thousands of
thermal occupancies.

Alongside squeezing, it is important to present the
entanglement between the optical and mechanical modes
of our system. To quantify the degree of entanglement,
we use the standard logarithmic negativity measure EN
[38] (refer Appendix C for its implementation). In
Fig. 7(b), we plot this measure for different thermal
occupancies and cavity linewidths. Similar to the
behaviour of squeezing, we see that the entanglement
between the modes is robust upto a few tens of thermal
photons. However, the value of observed entanglement
is very small for smaller values of G1/G0 and greatly
enhances when the ratio is close to unity.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) Steady state variance in position

quadrature 〈Q̃2〉s and (b) entanglement between the optical
and mechanical modes EN with varying occupancy of the
mechanical mode nb for κ ∈ {0.1, 1.0}ωm. (c) Nature of
entanglement EN with change in sideband coupling strength
G1/G0 for different values of κ. Other parameters are same
as in Fig. 2. The dotted black line in (a) denotes the SQL.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the present work, we have demonstrated the
combined effect of pump modulation and cavity
dissipation for generation of mechanical squeezed states
in a optomechanical membrane-in-the-middle system. By
introducing a periodic modulation in the amplitude of
the external laser field, we observed that the coupling
between the mechanical and the optical mode takes a
form which contributes to the ground-state cooling of the
Bogoliubov mode. We investigated the time evolution
of the squeezed position quadrature of the mechanical
mode, both with and without considering the RWA. We
then concluded from its Wigner distribution that we can
safely ignore the fast-oscillating terms using the RWA
given that the degree of quadrature squeezing remains

the same in both cases, besides a phase space rotation for
the latter case. Then we analyzed how the magnitude of
squeezing depends on the ratio of the coupling sideband
and numerically optimized this ratio to obtain maximum
squeezing for a value of G1/G0 → 1. Next, we found the
analytical and numerical solution to obtain the steady-
state quadrature variance, which matched quite well
with our previously obtained results. A key outcome of
our study is the robustness of the degree of mechanical
squeezing and optomechanical entanglement which stays
well above the SQL even for a high occupancy of the
thermal bath. It is worth noting that this scheme
successfully avoids parametric instability which might
result from two driving tones by using a single-tone
laser driving. The scheme presented here may thus
be very useful for designing instruments that carry
out ultraprecise measurements based on mechanical
squeezing (e.g., the gravitational-wave detectors) or even
detecting quantum effects at a macroscopic scale.
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Appendix A: Analytical Solution of Position
Squeezing

The fluctuation in the quadrature operators in the
Bogoliubov Mode can be calculated from Eq. (16b) as

Ẋβ = −hXβ −
2√
κ
GỸ in(t) +

√
γXin

β

−
(G+

G−

)
G̃−Yβ , (A1a)

Ẏβ = −hYβ +
2√
κ
GX̃in(t) +

√
γY inβ

+
(G−
G+

)
G̃+Xβ . (A1b)

Here, we can assign the terms − 2√
κ
GỸ in(t),

√
γXin

β

and
√
γY inβ to F1(t),F2(t) and F3(t) respectively, where

Fi are the effective quantum langevin forces, whose
correlations are given as

〈F1(t)F1(t′)〉 = (− 2G√
κ

)2(na +
1

2
)δ(t− t′), (A2a)

〈F2(t)F2(t′)〉 = γe2r(nb +
1

2
)δ(t− t′), (A2b)

〈F3(t)F3(t′)〉 = −γe−2r(nb +
1

2
)δ(t− t′). (A2c)
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At steady-state, taking 〈Ẋ2
β〉 = 〈Ẏ 2

β 〉 = 0,

〈X2
β〉s =

2G2

κh
(na +

1

2
) +

γ

2h
e2r(nb +

1

2
)

−
( G+

G−h

)
G̃−〈Y 2

β 〉s, (A3a)

〈Y 2
β 〉s =

2G2

κh
(na +

1

2
)− γ

2h
e−2r(nb +

1

2
)

+
( G−
G+h

)
G̃+〈X2

β〉s. (A3b)

The coupled equations in Eqs. (A3a) and (A3b) can be
solved to obtain 〈X2

β〉. The analytical solution for the
variance in position quadrature at steady-state in Eq.
(17) is obtained from 〈Q̃2〉s = e−2r〈X2

β〉s.

Appendix B: Numerical Solution of Position
Squeezing

The coefficients in Eq. (19) are,

A(ω) = − 8G+
√
κG̃−(κ− 2iω)

(κ− 2iω)2
(
−4G̃−G̃+ + (2ω + iγm) 2

)
+ 8G−G+(2ω + iκ) (2ω + iγm)− 16G2

−G
2
+

, (B1a)

B(ω) =
4G−
√
κ (−4G−G+ + (2ω + iκ) (2ω + iγm))

(κ− 2iω)2
(
−4G̃−G̃+ + (2ω + iγm) 2

)
+ 8G−G+(2ω + iκ) (2ω + iγm)− 16G2

−G
2
+

, (B1b)

C(ω) =
2(κ− 2iω)

√
γm (4G−G+ + (κ− 2iω) (γm − 2iω))

(κ− 2iω)2
(
−4G̃−G̃+ + (2ω + iγm) 2

)
+ 8G−G+(2ω + iκ) (2ω + iγm)− 16G2

−G
2
+

, (B1c)

D(ω) = −
4G̃−(κ− 2iω)2√γm

(κ− 2iω)2
(
−4G̃−G̃+ + (2ω + iγm) 2

)
+ 8G−G+(2ω + iκ) (2ω + iγm)− 16G2

−G
2
+

. (B1d)

The fluctuation spectrum of the position quadrature of
the mechanical mode Q̃ can be written as

SQ̃(ω) =
〈Q̃(Ω)Q̃(ω)〉+ 〈Q̃(ω)Q̃(Ω)〉

4πδ(ω + Ω)
. (B2)

Using the correlations between the noise operators
Õina(b)(ω), the fluctuation spectrum takes the form,

SQ̃(ω) = [A(−ω)A(ω) +B(−ω)B(ω)](na +
1

2
)

+[C(−ω)C(ω) +D(−ω)D(ω)](nb +
1

2
).(B3)

Appendix C: Measure of Entanglement

The bipartite entanglement between the optical and
mechanical mode is obtained numerically by writing the
correlation matrix in the standard form

V(t) =

(
A(t) C(t)
CT (t) B(t)

)
, (C1)

where A(t), B(t) and C(t) are 2×2 matrices. The degree
of entanglement is then quantified by the logarithmic
negativity metric as [38]

EN (t) = max
[
0,− ln

(
2ν−(t)

)]
, (C2)

where ν−(t) = 2−1/2{Σ(t) −
√

Σ2(t)− 4 det [Vbc(t)]}1/2
with Σ(t) ≡ det [A(t)] + det [B(t)]− 2 det [C(t)].
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