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Design of a tabletop interferometer with quantum amplification
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The sensitivity of laser interferometers is fundamentally limited by the quantum nature of light. Recent the-
oretical studies have opened a new avenue to enhance their quantum-limited sensitivity by using active parity-
time-symmetric and phase-insensitive quantum amplification. These systems can enhance the signal response
without introducing excess noise in the ideal case. However, such active systems must be causal, stable, and
carefully tuned to be practical and applicable to precision measurements. In this paper, we show that phase-
insensitive amplification in laser interferometers can be implemented in a tabletop experiment. The layout
consists of two coupled cavities and an active medium comprised of a silicon nitride membrane and an auxiliary
pump field. Our design relies on existing membrane and cryogenic technology and can demonstrate three dis-
tinct features: (i) the self-stabilized dynamics of the optical system, (ii) quantum enhancement of its sensitivity
in the presence of the amplifier, and (iii) optical control of the amplifier gain. These features are needed to
enhance the sensitivity of future interferometric gravitational-wave and axion detectors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Improvements in the performance of gravitational-wave
(GW) detectors continue to stretch the known boundaries of
precision measurement. Ever since the first discovery of grav-
itational waves [1], there has been a concerted effort to en-
hance both the sensitivity and bandwidth of these detectors.
These allow us to capture a wider range of astrophysical phe-
nomena whose detection is only possible due to their GW
emission, such as merger events between black holes [ 1], neu-
tron stars [2], or both [3]. The current pinnacle of sensitivity is
achieved by the Advanced LIGO [4] and Advanced Virgo [5]
detectors and is limited over much of the spectrum by fluctu-
ations brought about by the quantum nature of light [6]. Im-
provements beyond previous quantum-induced limitations in
interferometric systems have been implemented already, rang-
ing from changes to detector configuration (such as the in-
troduction of signal recycling [7, 8]) to implementing direct
quantum-noise suppression techniques (such as the squeezed
states of light [9—13]). However, there are reasons for fur-
ther enhancements in the sensitivity and bandwidth of GW
detectors. Continuous improvements in detector sensitivity
will provide us with deeper and better localization [14, 15].
Existing performance improvements have led to a faster grow-
ing catalog of GW sources [ 16—18], which allows us to obtain
population statistics [19]. Further increases in detector band-
width can lead to the observation of high-frequency phenom-
ena, such as remnant collapse, aloowing us to probe neutron
star physics [20-22], and core collapse supernovae [23-25].

There is ample motivation for increasing the sensitivity and
bandwidth without sacrificing either or, ideally, improving
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both. The limits on these two properties are imposed by the
quantum fluctuations of the light field itself [26, 27], com-
bined with the response of the detector’s optical cavities. It
is difficult to achieve simultaneous improvements in both due
to the constraints imposed by the Mizuno limit [28], which
shows an inverse relationship between the peak sensitivity and
bandwidth of the optical system. One of the key insights into
this limit is the generation of positive dispersion by the op-
tical cavities present in the system. Several proposals have
been made for enhancing the detector performance beyond
the standard quantum-imposed constraint using an optome-
chanical filter cavity [29-35]. This system has been variously
analysed as a bandwidth-broadening device [30], a white light
cavity [35] and a phase-insensitive filter [36]. Proposals con-
sider the implementation of the filter as an auxiliary cavity
attached to existing detectors [30], or as a conversion of the
existing signal-recycling cavity [32]. A mathematically anal-
ogous system has also been proposed that consists of a purely
optical implementation [37]. Many of these proposals con-
sider an unstable system, requiring further active stabilization.
In recent studies [34-36], it has been argued that alternate con-
figurations of the filter cavity and the signal read-out scheme
can result in a stable system, which still retains sensitivity en-
hancement beyond the Mizuno limit.

We propose the tabletop layout that can verify the validity
of quantum amplification models [32, 35, 37]. In a scaled-
down system analogous to the analysis in Ref. [35], which
was applied to a contemporary GW detector, we make use of a
coupled-cavity scheme that augments one cavity with a phase-
insensitive amplifier. The amplifier performs a transformation
of its input field a according to the equation [38]

b =Ga+ Kn, (D

where b is its output mode, 7 is the filter noise, G is the ampli-
fier gain [39], and K is the noise coupling coefficient related
to G according to the equation |K| [>= |G[>*~1 in order to make
the transformation unitary.
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The effect relies on the ratio between the optomechanical
coupling rate (between the filter cavity and the mechanical
resonator) and the optical coupling rate (between the two cav-
ities) being close to unity. Since the latter increases as the
main cavity length decreases [21], a straightforward down-
scaling of the kilometer-size design analyzed in [35] to a table-
top experiment is not possible. Such an experiment, however,
is essential for developing deeper understanding of the fun-
damental physics underlying the parity-time-symmetric quan-
tum filtering before it can be applied to GW detectors. Other
technical challenges of the tabletop configuration include ac-
counting for the thermal noise introduced by the mechanical
resonator, stabilizing the resonant frequency (locking) of the
coupled cavity system, and providing effective mode match-
ing between the small beam waist size for the optomechanical
interaction and larger beam size required for the stability of a
meter-scale setup.

We show how the challenges listed above can be overcome
in a tabletop setup with an appropriate choice of parameters.
The proposed interferometer implements an optomechanical
interaction of the signal field with a Si;N4 membrane, which
can achieve high mechanical quality factors of up to 10° [40]
at cryogenic temperatures (10 K). The main goals of the pro-
posed experiment are to (i) demonstrate the stability of the
optical system with the quantum filter, (ii) measure the prop-
agation of the signal and noise fields in the system (iii) prove
that phase-insensitive filtering can improve the sensitivity of
quantum-limited interferometric detectors. We outline the
theory of quantum amplification in optical interferometers in
Section II and find the optomechanical parameters suitable for
tabletop demonstration in Section III. We discuss the quantum
performance of the setup in Section IV.

II. DYNAMICS OF THE PROPOSED SYSTEM

Our design consists of a coupled-cavity interferometer with
a resonant mode, wy, as shown in Fig. 1. The optimised ex-
perimental parameters are listed in Table I. The signal field
at frequencies wy + w; is produced inside the high-finesse
main cavity and is further amplified inside the filter cavity.
The amplification is achieved by a membrane with a mechan-
ical mode at w, and an auxiliary pump field at frequency
Wy +wp = Wo + Wy, + wos, Where wos is the frequency shift of
the mechanical oscillator due to an optical spring in the filter
cavity [35].

Our layout is similar to a contemporary GW detector with
the auxiliary signal recycling cavity tuned to broaden the an-
tenna response at the expense of the gain at DC: the carrier
field at the frequency wy is resonant in the arm cavity but
anti-resonant in the signal recycling cavity. Our main cav-
ity and filter cavity can be identified with the arm cavity and
signal recycling cavity of the canonical GW detector, respec-
tively. The distinguishing feature of our layout is the sili-
con nitride (Si3zN4) membrane embedded in the filter cavity.
Among a vast diversity of optomechanical oscillators [41], we
choose the membrane because it can support relatively large
beam sizes (~ 1 mm) and can exhibit high mechanical fre-

TABLE I. Experimental parameters.

Parameter Symbol Value
Main cavity length Ly 4.1m
Main cavity input coupler transmissivity To 30 ppm
Main cavity loss € 10 ppm
Filter cavity length Ly 2m
Filter cavity bandwidth vrl2n 30kHz
Filter cavity input coupler transmissivity T 0.5 %
Filter cavity loss € 2000 ppm
Membrane eigenmode Wy /21 300kHz
Motional mass M 40ng
Membrane thickness h 50nm
Membrane transmissivity Tn 0.8
Membrane temperature T 10K
Input pump power Piy 70mW
Filter cavity power Py 34W
Pump frequency offset w, /21 303 kHz

quencies (~ 300kHz) with a sufficiently high intrinsic ten-
sion. These properties make the technology readily applicable
to the km-scale Advanced LIGO detectors without changing
the g-factors of their signal recycling cavities.

In [35], the mechanical resonator was coupled to the filter
cavity as a reflective component. However, the reflectivity of
silicon nitride membranes is typically low (~ 0.2). This fact
makes their use as a reflective component in the filter cavity
impractical due to the high added optical loss. In this sec-
tion, we show how a pumped membrane dispersively coupled
to the coupled-cavity system (i.e. using the membrane-in-the-
middle technique [42]) leads to the phase-insensitive amplifi-
cation of the signal field. In the analysis, we consider standard
equations for field propagation and interaction at an optical
component. The quantum amplification occurs when an opti-
cal field interacts with the membrane which is driven by the
radiation pressure force from the beat of the pump and signal
fields. The optical fields are defined in Fig. 1.

Interference on the input test mass in the main cavity is
given by the equations

ar(t) = roax(t — 7/2) + toxap(t — 74/2)
ag(t) = —roxagp(t — 75/2) + toax(t — 7/2),

where 7 and 7 are the round-trip times in the main and filter
cavities, ry and # are the field reflectivity and transmissivity
of the input mirror of the main cavity, and y = ¢, where 0 is
the relative carrier phase delay across the filter cavity, tuned to
n/2 to achieve the signal recycling. We keep y as a parameter
in the following analysis to maintain generality and cover the
detuned signal recycling case in future studies.

Microscopic motion of the main cavity causes a small frac-
tion of the static field, A, in the main cavity to convert to
a time-dependent field near the end mirror according to the
equation

2)

a() =a(t—1/2) - 2iA%x(t), 3)

where x is the displacement of the end mirror and c is the
speed of light. The field returning to the membrane from the
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FIG. 1. Layout of the proposed experiment. It consists of the two coupled main and filter cavities. The setup includes control of the pump
power for the filter cavity. The silicon nitride membrade embedded in the filter cavity implements the quantum amplification. The pump field
is derived from the main laser with two acousto-optic modulators (AOMs). The driving frequency of AOM 2 is offset from the one of AOM 1
by the required offset between the pump and probe beams (303 kHz for our experiment).

main cavity is given by the equation
ap(1) = xas(t —75/2). “4)
The pump field in the filter cavity at frequency wo + wp

converts to frequencies around the carrier field at wg according
to the equations

. ; wo+w,
tmaf4(t) + rmtfain(t) - 21Aplelw”rrm%y(t)

apmp(t) =
2 1 —rpry

ap(t) = rrap(t) + trai(0) ®)

. i WOt Wp
ap3(t) = tpap (1) — rpap(t) + 2iA e’ rmTy(t),

where y(7) is the oscillator motion, ry and ¢, are the field re-
flectivity and transmissivity of the input mirror of the filter
cavity, and r,, and f,, are the field reflectivity and transmis-
sivity of the membrane. The equations above imply that the
membrane and the input filter mirror form a low-finesse cav-
ity with an eigenmode at wy. The oscillator is driven by a
thermal force (Fy,) and back-action force from the beat of the

pump with the signal fields (Fy,q) as given by the equation

1
Y9+ wpy = 32 (Fa+ Fra), (©6)

where M is the mass of the oscillator and y is its damping
rate. The thermal force adds an unwanted noise to the system
as discussed in Sec. I'V. The radiation force helps achieve the
quantum amplification and is given by the equation

1 . ) .
Frag = E(Aflatfl (e + A}laﬂ (e "“r'+

* iwyt * —iw pl _
Apan (e + Afzafg(t)e i %

Apas (e’ — A;3af3(t)e_i“’"t—
Apgag, (e — A;4af4(l)€_iw"l).
The terms A j__y4 refer to pump fields in the filter on both

sides of the membrane (the numbering is consistent with the
signal fields ayi__y4 shown in Fig. 1) and are related to the



input pump field A, according to the equations

I
An = Api
A Fetm + Tt/ (1 + rpp) b
2u
Ap = |rm+ —2 As
12 ("m 1+ i’m/l) f1 (8)
tm
Ap = A
Boay Pl f1
Apa = pA s,

where ¢ = exp(—iw,7s) determines the additional phase ac-
cumulation of the pump field relative to the carrier field.
Solving the equations above in the frequency domain leads
to the input-output relationship between as; and ag of the
form given by Eq. (1), where the vacuum fields at frequen-
cies around wy + 2w, play the role of an additional amplifier
noise n. The exact expression for G is quite complicated, but
it can be well approximated as
ap(w) 2i g wnTy
aga(w)

G(w) = 1+ €))

w? - iyw — W%
In the above formula, w is related to the signal sideband fre-
quency, €, through w = Q — w,. The constant g quantifies
the optomechanical coupling strength between the signal field
and the membrane, and it is approximately equal to

12
rmt,znwao

gz(ﬂ—quMdW%

(10)

Here, Py is the optical power of the pump field inside the cav-
ity formed by the membrane and the input mirror and dom-
inates over the optical power on the other side of the mem-
brane. Guided by the analysis in this section, we present our
choice of experimental parameters in the following section.

III. EXPERIMENTAL PARAMETERS

The quantum amplification is optimal and stable when the
Hamiltonian of the full optomechanical system is parity-time
symmetric in the single-mode approximation [34]. The con-
dition is fulfilled when the coupling strength, g, equals the
coupled-cavity resonant frequency, w., given by the equa-
tion [21]

Cc T()
=< , 1
Y= 2\ LoL, (b

The equation above highlights the complexity of the table-
top demonstration of the quantum phase-insensitive amplifi-
cation: for meter-scale cavity lengths, Ly and Ly, the coupled-
cavity resonance is in the tens of kHz range. Therefore,
the optomechanical coupling strength, g, must be larger for
smaller scale experiments than for km-scale ones.

In practice, g is chosen to be slightly smaller than w. to
maintain a practical stability margin, as the system becomes
unstable for g > w.. We choose

g~ 09w,, (12)
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FIG. 2. Plot showing the effect of offsetting the pump frequency
on the signal response. The signal response is maximised when the
offset is equal to the optical spring frequency shown in Eq. (14).

which is used in the subsequent sensitivity analysis, as this
is the highest value of g we confirmed to work in numerical
simulations. However, g can be optically tuned over the full
range of interest (from O to above w,.), which gives us the
ability to experimentally explore the margin of stability and
the sensitivity enhancement in more detail.

The mechanical eigenmode frequency must satisfy the con-
dition given by the equation

Wy > V5. (13)

Since the filter cavity bandwidth, v, must be larger than the
highest signal frequency (y; > wy), we choose y; and w,, as
shown in Table I. The relatively low finesse of the filter cavity
is similar to that of the Advanced LIGO signal recycling cav-
ity and helps mitigate the negative consequences of the optical
losses.

The pump field must be tuned to the resonant frequency
of the membrane in the presence of the optical fields. The
fields stiffen the mechanical oscillator due to the optical spring
effect, which results in a shift of the resonant frequency, given
by the equation

2,2
Tl 8" Wm

40 =12+ W)

Awos = (14)

and is approximately equal to 3.0 kHz for our set of param-
eters. Such a frequency offset is crucial for both improving
the sensitivity and maintaining the stability of the system. In
Fig. 2, we illustrate its effect on the signal response, which is
normalized to unity at low frequencies for clarity. In Fig. 3, we
follow Ref. [35] and show the Nyquist plot—a parametric plot
of the imaginary and real part of the determinant of I + Mo
with I being the 2 X 2 identity matrix and Mo, the open-loop
transfer matrix for the signal field and the idler field. Phys-
ically, the frequency offset of the pump field, w,, is tuned
with a pair of acousto-optical modulators (AOMs) as shown
in Fig. 1.

Before measuring the quantum sensitivity, the interferome-
ter must to tuned on resonance at wy. We propose to stabilise
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FIG. 3. Figures showing the Nyquist plots of the system. The left
(right) figure shows the case without (with) offsetting the pump fre-
quency. The contour does not enclose the origin after we offset the
pump frequency by the optical frequency, which implies a stable sys-
tem.

TABLE II. Optical gains in arbitrary units of the sensors in response
to the excitation of the main and filter cavities.

Demodulation frequency Main cavity Filter cavity
75 MHz 1 -1/3
10 MHz -1 0

the filter and the main cavity relative to the probe field (shown
in red in Fig. 1) using the Pound-Drever-Hall scheme. Simi-
lar to the Advanced LIGO detectors [4], we can stabilise the
detector by resonating radio-frequency sidebands in the filter
cavity. The resonance is needed to diagonalise the coupled
longitudinal degrees of freedom: the filter and main cavities.
Our parameter choice implies that the first radio modulation
frequency (equal to the free spectral range c¢/(2Ly) of the fil-
ter cavity) should be 75 MHz. For our set of parameters, we
get 600 mW of carrier power in the main cavity and 5uW of
carrier power in the filter cavity for the input carrier power
of 1 mW. The second modulation frequency is set to 10 MHz
to avoid resonances in either cavity. Therefore, we can diag-
onalise the two degrees of freedom according to the sensing
matrix as shown in Table II.

Stabilisation of the main cavity relative to the pre-stabilised
laser can be achieved by demodulating the 10 MHz sideband
and actuating on the laser frequency in a high-gain feedback
loop. High bandwidth is required to keep stability of the loop
when we introduce the pump field. The 75 MHz signal is used
to stabilise the filter cavity through actuation on the input fil-
ter mirror with a bandwidth of 100 Hz. The pump field leads
to the amplification in the filter cavity and increases the op-
tical gain of the detector in the 100 Hz-20kHz band. There-
fore, feedback servos are used to maintain stability across both
regimes—with and without the pump field.

IV. QUANTUM SENSITIVITY

In this section, we show that improvements in the quantum-
limited sensitivity can be achieved with current technology. In

the GW detectors, complex seismic isolation systems are in-
stalled to suppress ground vibrations, whereas such advanced
systems are not present in our design. In the table-top experi-
ment, we thus tune w, and the other experimental parameters
discussed in Sec. III to achieve the quantum-limited sensitiv-
ity improvements at 100 Hz—20kHz. This is a crucial design
choice to avoid coupling of the ground vibrations to the ex-
periment. As a result, the setup is limited by the thermal noise
of the membrane and vacuum fields from the interferometer’s
open ports: the input port and loss channels in the filter and
main cavities.

The effect of the amplification can be classically demon-
strated by measuring the transfer function from the main cav-
ity end mirror motion to the readout photodetectors. However,
the amplification of the optical gain can be canceled by the
noise amplification if the optical and mechanical parameters
are not chosen carefully. Our proposal to avoid this excess
noise amplification uses a high-quality-factor Si3;N; mem-
brane operated at a cryogenic temperature, which has been
recently used in quantum-limited measurements [40, 43].

Fig. 4 shows the sensitivity of the same system under con-
sideration for different levels of thermal noise, specified by the
ratio T/Q,,. Given this result, it is possible to see real sensi-
tivity improvements for a 7/Q,, ratio as large as 1.0 x 1077 K.
A significant improvement in the sensitivity can be achieved
for T/Q,, < 1.0 x 1078, With a reasonable temperature of
10K, this implies a constraint of Q,, > 1.0 x 10°. This pa-
rameter regime is achievable with the state-of-the-art SizNy
membranes.

Optical losses in the main cavity come from scattering and
absorption of the laser beam on the optical coating. For our
metre-scale setup, optical losses as small as 5 ppm per mirror
are routinely achieved by commercially available superpol-
ished mirrors [44]. We follow the formalism discussed in [45]
and find the noise level imposed by the loss € in the main
cavity:

4
—€, 15
,Teﬁ_fo (15)

Sow) =
where the noise’s power spectral density (PSD) S is normal-
ized to the DC level of the noise PSD in the absence of the
pump field (i.e. the one provided by the shot noise only), and
T 1s the effective power transmissivity of the compound mir-
ror formed by the central mirror, the membrane, and the input
mirror.

The filter cavity, similar to the recycling cavities in Ad-
vanced LIGO, witnesses larger optical losses due to a larger
number of mirrors, the anti-reflective coating of the main cav-
ity input coupler, and mode mismatch between the two cavi-
ties. However, the filter cavity loss, €y, is also less important
at low frequencies. If we keep the lowest order to the filter
cavity loss, its contribution to the noise level is approximately
given by:

2(75 + wz)‘r

S<(w) =
! T et Yo

€, (16)

where yg = 7¢/(27) is the bandwidth of the main cavity.



Optical-loss-induced dissipation is analogous to the sen-
sitivity limit from the mechanical dissipation. The thermal
noise can be mapped to an equivalent optical loss in the main
cavity by using the following equation [45]:

k T
€l = _EZVZO (Q—) . (17)

With the parameters listed in Tablel, 7/Q,, ~ 108K corre-
sponds to around 70 ppm loss in the main cavity.

Fig. 4 shows the total noise of our proposed experiment. It
includes additional quantum noise from the optical loss in the
main cavity and filter cavity. As we can see, given a realis-
tic level of optical loss and 7'/Q,, ratio of 108K, we could
observe a factor of two suppression in the noise level com-
pared to the pump-off case, which is comparable to the quan-
tum noise improvement from squeezed states of light.

The state-of-the-art membranes can achieve even lower val-
ues than we need, T/Q,, < 107'° K, if positioned in a di-
lution refrigerator [460]. However, the optical absorption and
low thermal conductivity of silicon nitride will increase the
membrane temperature [47, 48] above mK temperatures. We
estimate the thermal resistance of a membrane heated by an
optical beam at its center as

JRe L1 s
w 2rh a(T)
where R, /w = 2.5 is the ratio of the membrane radius to
the beam size on the membrane, a(7) is the temperature-
dependent coefficient of thermal conductivity, and & is the
membrane’s thickness. The membrane temperature is then
given by the equation

T ~ RP,, (19)

where P, is the power absorbed by the membrane. We com-
pute the power according to the equation

P, = ABPy, (20)
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FIG. 4. Figure showing the thermal noise contribution of the mem-
brane at different environmental temperature. As a reference, the
dotted curve shows the quantum noise level when the pump power
on the membrane is turned off. All the curves are normalised with
respect to the low frequency (below 100 Hz) noise level in the pump-
off case.
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FIG. 5. Figure showing the noise budget of our proposed experiment
for the quantum demonstration with realistic optical loss both in the
main cavity and the filter cavity. The thermal noise from the mem-
brane is also included. The “input vacuum noise" arises from the
vacuum fluctuation at the input; it is the lowest quantum noise level
when the optical loss and thermal noise are absent.

where A = 10ppm is the membrane absorption computed
using the imaginary part of the film refractive index, k =
1073 [49], and B ~ 6 x 1073 is the ratio of the power on the
membrane to the maximum filter power. Similar to [50], we
propose to minimise B by positioning the membrane at the
node of the cavity field.

Solving Eq. 18 and 19 relative to the membrane temperature
T and approximating @ = 0.23+0.032(7T —-T) W/(mK) around
To = 10K [48], we get the minimum possible membrane tem-
perature of T = 8.6 K with the parameters listed above and in
Table. I. Therefore, we can assume the membrane temperature
of T = 10K in our estimations of the thermal noise shown in
Fig. 4.

V. CONCLUSION

Active parity-time-symmetric and phase-insensitive quan-
tum amplification stands as a promising method of enhancing
the quantum-limited sensitivity of interferometric devices. We
propose an experiment that has the potential to demonstrate
quantum amplification using existing technology on a tabletop
scale. This is a crucial step towards embedding the technol-
ogy in devices such as gravitational-wave and axion detectors.
The technology has the potential to increase the reach of the
detectors by an order of magnitude [35].

We optimise the experiment to demonstrate quantum am-
plification with a pair of coupled high-finesse and low-finesse
optical cavities. The quantum amplification of the signal field
can be achieved with an Si3;N4 membrane at 10K and a prop-
erly tuned pump beam. Our design targets the suppression of
quantum noises around 100 Hz—20 kHz to avoid noises related
to ground and acoustic vibrations.

We explore the stability of such a system in terms of the
optomechanical coupling strength, the pump-field frequency,
and maintenance of the cavities’ operating point. To this



end, we lay out the methods for control of the pump-field
frequency using a dual AOM approach, and for the cav-
ity length control using two radio-frequency sidebands in a
Pound-Drever-Hall locking scheme. We thus specify a practi-
cal solution for the stable control of such a system. Through
the setting of the pump-field amplitude (optical control), we
are have the ability to alter the amplifier gain in real-time with-
out disrupting operation.

We show that quantum noises from realistic optical losses
in the main and filter cavities do not negate the positive ef-
fect of the quantum amplification. The choice of the mechani-
cal oscillator (Si3;N4 membrane) lets us avoid significant clip-
ping losses in the filter cavity. Moreover, SizN4 membranes
have applications beyond tabletop experiments in km-scale

gravitational-wave detectors.
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