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We study the effective stochastic dynamics of a semiclassical probe induced by linear optome-

chanical interactions with a quantum oscillator.

Quantum fluctuations lead to state-dependent

non-equilibrium noise, which is exponentially enhanced by wavepacket delocalization. For the case
of nanoparticles coupled by the Coulomb interaction such noise can imprint potentially measurable
signatures in multiparticle levitation experiments. Quantum-induced optomechanical fluctuations
hold strong analogy to quantum gravitational wave noise and interconnect stochastic thermodynam-
ics, graviton physics and the detection of gravity-mediated entanglement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum theory does not predict its own limit of va-
lidity. In principle, a system of any given mass can
exhibit quantum behavior, as beautifully displayed by
matter-wave interference experiments of molecules with
increasing numbers of atoms [1, 2]. As the system’s size
grows, however, so does its coupling to the environment.
This typically leads to decoherence and the emergence
of classicality, making it in practice very hard to witness
quantum effects with macroscopic massive objects [3]. To
overcome this challenge, optically levitated nanoparticles
have surfaced as a promising system [4, 5]. Levitation
provides extreme isolation and a high degree of control
[6], enabling ground state cooling in cavity [7, 8] and free
space environments [9, 10], multiparticle interactions via
optical and electrostatic mechanisms [11-14], hybrid and
compact trapping [15-17], strong light-matter coupling
[18, 19] and large expansion of the motional mechanical
state [20, 21]. Altogether, these developments motivate
the main question of our work: can we use optically lev-
itated nanoparticles as a platform to study the interac-
tions between a mesoscopic massive quantum system and
a classical probe?

The question of quantum-classical (QC) interactions is
at the core of fundamental physics. Intuitively, quantum
fluctuations induce noise in an interacting classical sys-
tem, producing an effective stochastic dynamics. As we
will see, this noise explicitly depends on Planck’s con-
stant () and its origin can be traced down to the entan-
glement formed between the probe and the unobserved
quantum system before taking the semiclassical approx-
imation. Due to the existence of a ground state and
the quantization of energy, we can expect this quantum-
induced noise to be out-of-equilibrium [22, 23]. Hence
the study of quantum-induced noise can be investigated
from the viewpoint of stochastic thermodynamics [24—
26], extending mesoscopic non-equilibrium optomechani-
cal experiments [27-29] to the realm of quantum-induced
stochastic processes.

Moreover, QC interactions play a central role in gravi-
ton physics [30, 31] and tabletop quantum gravity pro-
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(a) (b) (c)
FIG. 1: Different quantum-classical optomechanical in-
teractions. (a) Quantum light influencing a classical par-

ticle. (b) Quantum particle influencing classical light. (c)
Quantum particle influencing a classical particle.

posals [32-35]. Within the effective field theory descrip-
tion of gravity, it has been recently suggested that quan-
tum gravitational waves (GWs) can imprint detectable
signatures in GW interferometers [36-39]. Detection of
non-classical GW noise would provide a stepping stone
to the debate on the need for a quantum theory of grav-
ity [40-45]. However, given how little is known about
potential sources of quantum GWs and how these states
affect classical matter [46], measuring gravitational noise
is a daunting objective and experimentally probing anal-
ogous effects in levitated optomechanics might lead to
new paths forward. In addition, measuring the stochas-
tic dynamics of a classical test particle induced by the
Coulomb field of a highly delocalized quantum particle
is warm up to the more difficult task of measuring the
effects of electromagnetic and gravitational-mediated en-
tanglement [47-51].

Here we investigate three ways in which levitated
nanoparticles might be used to probe QC dynamics and
quantum-induced noise. First, we consider a classical
nanoparticle interacting with a quantum mechanical cav-
ity via the linear optomechanical coupling, as conceptu-
alized in Fig. 1(a). We take coherent scattering (CS)
as the prototypical light-matter interaction in levitated
optomechanics [7]. Since the linear optomechanical in-
teraction is symmetric with respect to the two modes,
we can extend our investigation to the case of a clas-
sical optical mode interacting with a quantum particle,
as depicted in Fig 1(b). We then analyse the case of a
quantum and classical particles coupled via the linearised
Coulomb interaction as in Fig. 1(c). At this point, we
can use the analogy between the Coulomb and Newto-
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nian potentials to comment on the gravitational field of
a delocalized source. In all three cases, we derive the ef-
fective stochastic semiclassical dynamics induced by the
quantum system using the formalism of double path inte-
grals [52] and the Feynman-Vernon influence functional
[53, 54].

Following recent work on quantum GWs [36-38], we
study how the effective stochastic dynamics is affected
by the state of the quantum system, in particular the
ground, squeezed-coherent and squeezed-thermal states,
all achievable in laboratory experiments. Despite the in-
teraction of a GW with a detector being governed by a
cubic derivative Hamiltonian [38], in principle very dif-
ferent from the linear optomechanical coupling, we find
strong similarities between both cases. This reinforces
the analogy between optomechanics and quantum GWs
[36, 46, 55]. Likewise in the case of GWs [37], squeezing of
the quantum state exponentially enhances the quantum-
induced noise and adds a non-stationary noise compo-
nent. While we see that quantum-induced noise is very
small for the linear light-matter interactions achieved in
current levitated optomechanics experiments, a delocal-
ized quantum particle might imprint significant fluctua-
tions in the position of a semiclassical particle interact-
ing via the Coulomb potential. Combined with efforts
to delocalize the wavefunction of a nanoparticle [56-58],
quantum-induced stochastic dynamics could be signif-
icantly enhanced to an observable level in near-future
multiparticle experiments.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il we im-
port double path integrals and the method of Feynman-
Vernon influence functionals to the context of linear op-
tomechanical systems. We show how to calculate the
influence functional and stochastic path integral propa-
gator for different quantum states in the case of a single
mode field, notably the vacuum, squeezed-coherent and
squeezed thermal states. In Sec. III we extend these
methods to sum over the modes of an optical cavity and
treat the problem of a trapped nanoparticle as a semi-
classical probe of quantum light. Sec. IV deals with the
converse problem, of a semiclassical cavity as a probe of
a quantum particle, while V treats the case of a classical
and quantum particles interacting via the Coulomb po-
tential. The reader who might wish to skip the technical
details concerning path integrals and focus on possible
experimental implications and a discussion of the analo-
gous gravitational effects can go directly to Sec. V. Fi-
nally, in section VI, we conclude with a brief discussion
of the results and directions for future work.

II. PATH INTEGRAL FORMULATION OF
LINEAR OPTOMECHANICAL SYSTEM

A. Hamiltonian

We consider a linear optomechanical system consisting
of a levitated nanoparticle of mass m and frequency wy,

coupled to an optical cavity mode with frequency w. The
total Hamiltonian of the system reads

H=H.+H, +H; (1)
where the free cavity and mechanical Hamiltonians are

H./h = wd'a (2)
Hy/h = wpb'b (3)

and the interaction reads
Hy/h= gq(t)X(t) (4)

Here, ¢(t) and X (t) denote the dimensionless mechanical
position and cavity mode amplitude quadratures, respec-
tively. In terms of creation and annihilation operators
these quantities are ¢ = b+ b’ and X = a + af. To re-
cover the dimensionful position we multiply by the zero
point fluctuation,

a4 = gog = qo(b+b") (5)

where g = \/A/2mw,y,.

Following [37-39, 53], we are interested in studying
how state-dependent quantum fluctuations of one oscil-
lator affects the semiclassical dynamics of the other via
the interaction Hjy. To this end, we will construct a path
integral expression for the system’s density matrix and
employ the theory of Feynman-Vernon influence func-
tionals. In doing this, we introduce coherent state path
integrals, a convenient resource for when the Hamiltonian
is expressed in terms of bosonic creation and annihilation
operators [59].

B. Density matrix

We start with the reduced mechanical density matrix
operator in the position basis,

placdit) =1 [ @5GBIUMU 4 B)  (0)

where |¢/, 5) = |¢') ® |5) is an element of the position-
coherent state product bases with a similar definition for
its dual, 8 is the coherent state amplitude variable, U
is the unitary evolution of the system generated by (1)
and po is the initial optomechanical joint density matrix,
assumed to be a product state pg = pg,q ® pop. We will
denote ¢; = q(t) the forward position variable, while ¢; =
q'(t) will be referred to as the backward position vari-
able. Inserting complete bases + [ dqgod?Bo|qo, Bo) {40, Bo
of joint position-coherent state states we can rewrite the
reduced density matrix in terms of coherent state prop-

agators,

1
ol ) = =5 [ dBdandaiouc
<K (g, B3 90, Bo) (q0, Bolpolao, Bo) K™ (ar, B3 a0, By)  (7)



where,

K(qt, 8590, 80) = {at, B8 U |qo, Bo) (8)
K* (¢, 840, 85) = (a0, B0l U Ig}, B) (9)

These propagators can in turn be written as the path
integral [59],

qt B
K (qt, Blqo, Bo) = / DqDa

q v Bo
welo” i} (@a”—a® @)~k (He(oa )+ Hi(ge0”)~La)]  (10)

where H.(a,a*) and H;(q, «, a*) denote the optical and
interaction Hamiltonians in Eqgs. (2) and (4) with the
substitutions a — a,a’ — a*, and Lq is the Lagrangian
of the mechanical oscillator,

1
Lq=5m (& —wna’) (11)

The conjugate propagator K*(qi, 3;4q),3)) is obtained
from Eq. (10) by complex conjugation.

For a separable initial joint state {(qo, Bolpolq, By) =
00.0(Bo, 85)po.s(qo, q) and we may write the reduced me-
chanical density matrix as

pb(qt,qéat)=/dqodq6po,a(qo,qé)J(quqélqo,qé% (12)

where we define the stochastic propagator,

Qtvq;

T (a1, ¢ 90, 44) = / DgDq et o (La=Lar) Flq. o),

90,9(

(13)

and F|q, ¢'] denotes the Feynman-Vernon influence func-
tional [60],

Fla.d | = =5 [ 5005 po.aos )

ﬁ ﬁ/ t 1 o 1o Ix * . I .t
X/ DaDa’ efof dt[g(aa +ao'é* —a*a—a' & )]
o /B
welo! dt[— £ (He(o,a")—He(o! 0’ )+Hi(g,0)—Hi (g ,a))] (14)

Since we are dealing with the density matrix, i.e. prob-
abilities rather than amplitudes, we have a double path
integral. Furthermore, the path integral treats the me-
chanical oscillator in the position bases while the cavity
mode is dealt with in the coherent state bases. Moreover,
we can see that both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian
make an appearance in the expression of the stochastic
propagator, reminiscent of Routhian mechanics [61].
Since the interaction Hamiltonian is symmetric with
respect to the cavity and mechanical modes, the same
derivation can be carried over with the mechanical sys-
tem in the coherent state bases, which will be convenient
for when we want to study the effective dynamics of the
optical mode influenced by the mechanical oscillator.

The influence functional can be evaluated using the
canonical formalism. Define the time-ordered evolution
operator,

U, = T exp (_;_L /0 i Hq[q(t)]) , (15)

and the reduced propagators,

Kq(B; 60) = (BIUq|Bo) (16)

K§(8;85) = (Bol U] 18) (17)
where

Hylq(t)] = He + H; (18)

is a restricted cavity-interaction Hamiltonian. For an ini-
tial pure state pg,q = |1) (1| the influence functional be-
comes

Flad) = =5 [ @5 505300050, 50
X Kq(B; Bo) KL (8: 8))
S E AT
= (W ULU, [9). (19)

Note that this expression can be generalized to mixed
states by using the trace formula for the expectation
value. We can move to the interaction picture via the
transformation U] — Uql,T =U ;r,e’%Hct, where without
loss we choose tg = 0. The influence functional is then
given by

Fla.q] = | USUL ) (20)

where we define the interaction picture evolution

Ul = T exp (_; /Otf dt HI[q(t)]) (21)

When the commutator of the interaction Hamiltonian is
a c-number the time ordered symbol 7 can be exchanged
by a commutator term [62],

Ul = e~ I3 dtHi =5 Jo? [ dtdt’ [Hy(6),Hi (1] (22)
with
Hi/h=gq(t) (a¥(t) +a(t)) , (23)
and
al(t) = ale™t, a(t) = ae™ ™. (24)

After evaluation of the influence functional all the de-
pendence on the optical degrees of freedom is removed,
leaving only path integrals in the forward and backward
position variables ¢ and ¢’.



C. Influence functional

As observed in [38], by manipulating Eq. (20) via the
Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we can further sim-
plify the influence functional to

Flg.q'] = @71 Fy[q,q (25)
where the influence phase ®glq, ¢'] splits into two parts,
®olg, '] = i®) + PG (26)

one corresponding to fluctuations,

ty rtr
@ﬁ_—%/ / dt dt'

x(q(t) = (1) (a(t") = ¢' (")) cos (w(t = 11))  (27)

and another to dissipation

iPySS = ig / /dtdt’

< (q(t) = q'(1) (q(') + ' (') sin (w(t — 1)) (28)

Further, Eq. (25) has the state-dependent factor

Fyla, q] = (e W e |y, (29)

where W is

W = —ig / "t gty - g B)e = (30)

Note that Fylg,¢’] is the quantum optical characteris-
tic function evaluated at W [63]. The influence phase
®Dyq, ¢'] encodes the effects of vacuum quantum fluctua-
tions of the optical mode upon the mechanical oscillator
and is present for all quantum states of the optical field.
In general, the vacuum influence will be modified by the
state-dependent term Fy[g, ¢']. We next discuss each of
these terms in detail, starting from a calculation of the
effects associated to the vacuum influence phase.

D. Fluctuation and Dissipation

The fluctuation contribution to the influence phase can
be written as

1 [t [if
i@ﬁ:—i/ / dtdt' J(t)A(t,t')J(t) (31)
o Jo
where we define

J(t) = q(t) = ¢'(t) (32)

and the two-time noise kernel

A(t,t') = g* cos(w(t — 1)) (33)
We now perform the so-called Feynman trick [60], which
consists in the observation that Eq. (31) can be written
in terms of a path integral over an auxiliary variable {(t),

7%f0tf fotf dt dt' J(£)A(t,t)J(t') _

/ Dot Io" JoT dtar' AT )T [T drCw) I (34

where fgf dsA(t, s) A=Y (s,t') = 6(t — t'). Effectively, the
Feynman trick decouples the forward and backward vari-
ables ¢ and ¢’ at the expense of introducing the variable
¢, which is interpreted as a random process with stochas-

tic density,
Pl =ew (—3 [ [ arrewatw o).
(35)

This random process can be thought of as the noise in-
duced by quantum fluctuations of the optical mode on
the mechanical oscillator.

Denoting the stochastic average over P[((t)] by (...)¢,
Eq. (34) can be written as,

(eh Jo? A1)y (36)

The mean value and time correlation function of this
noise are,

@) =0, (37)
COSE)e = A1), (38)

Since the stochastic variable is Gaussian, the first and
second moments are sufficient to completely describe the
process. Note that A(t, ') o« g2, which implies ((t) o g
It will be convenient to write

(1) = g&() - (39)

where we define the dimensionless random variable £(t).

We now turn to the dissipation contribution given in
Eq. (28). This term is non-local in time [64, 65] and is
given by the integral of a product of two distinct func-
tions, namely J(t) = (q(t) — ¢'(t)) and (q(t) + ¢'(¢)).
Unlike i®f, the Feynman trick cannot be performed and
it cannot be associated to fluctuations. Consequently,
the equations of motion for the forward and backward
variables ¢ and ¢’ are coupled [64, 65]. This coupling
is associated to the breaking of time-reversal symmetry
[29], but as we will see, its effects are subleading when
compared to the fluctuations.

E. Equation of motion

For the ground state |¢) =
phase yields the propagator,

|0), the total influence



J(quqélqo,q{)):/q:qt DqDq' /DCeXP (—/tf/ dtdt'¢(£) A7 (8, )¢ (1! )exp( / dt (L ))

o (5 [ (0 (et - a0y +

The first line shows the stochastic density kernel and the
dynamics of the mechanical oscillator. The second line
contains the coupling between the stochastic variable {(t)
and the forward and backward position variables. Note
here that writing the arguments in the exponential in
terms of the dimensionful oscillator position forces the
appearance of the combination h{/qy = hg&/qo, which
has dimension of force. Finally, the last term consists in
the non-local dissipation coupling the q and g’ variables.

Extremising the argument in the exponentials of (40)
with respect to q(t) and q’(¢) leads to effective Langevin-
like equations for the forward and backward paths. In
general these are coupled stochastic differential equa-
tions, with the coupled terms arising from the cross-terms
in the dissipation phase ®3%%. As customary, we will ne-
glect the coupling between forward and backward paths
and take the ansatz q(t) = q'(¢) [38, 66].

We find the Langevin-like equation of motion

mQ(t) + mw? q = fo(t) + faiss(t) (41)
where we define the quantum fluctuation force,

Fo(ty = ) _ (@) 0 (12)

qo0 q0
with correlation function

(Fo(t)fa(t)) = (hg) cosw(t— 1) (43)

qo

and the dissipative force,
h 2 t
27

fdiss( ) q 0
0

dt’ q(t") sin(w(t —t")) (44)
An analogous equation is obtained for q'(t). In the
semiclassical regime, Newton’s second law is modified by
an additional fluctuation term originating from quantum
fluctuations and a dissipation force with memory.

It is interesting to observe the scaling of the stochas-
tic quantum force fg(t) with Planck’s constant. Sub-
stituting the zero point motion of the oscillator we find
fo(t) oc Vh, while (fo(t)fo(t')) o h, making the quan-
tum origin of the fluctuations explicit. Note that & drops
out of the dissipation force fy;ss.

For more general quantum states, additional noise con-
tributions and deterministic forces might arise. In that
case, the stochastic variable ¢ will in general be substi-
tuted by a sum of uncorrelated stochastic forces ((t) —
>, G satisfying the independence condition ((;(;) =
gzéiin. We now turn to the calculation of the noise
for quantum states of interest to optomechanical experi-
ments, notably squeezed-coherent and squeezed-thermal
states.

() [ oo

q'(t)) (a(t’) + q'(t)) sin (w(t — t’))> (40)

(

F. Squeezed-coherent states

We define squeezed-coherent states as [67],

¥) = S(:)|a) (45)

where a = |a|e? is the coherent state amplitude and the
squeezing operator reads,

12 1, 12

S(z) = e3* @ +3ze (46)

with z = re’®. We refer to r as the squeezing parameter
and ¢ as the squeezing phase. Using the identities,

ST(r,¢)aS(r, ¢) = acoshr — a'e*® sinhr,
S'(r, ¢)a'S(r, ¢)

the influence functional can be brought to the form,

) 47
= af coshr — ae=%*¢ sinh r. (47

Fuqld, q] = ei®o [q,q/]+i¢o.sq[q7q']Fa 4. ¢, (48)

where,

Fulg,q'] = (o] e@ /W)t (M) o) (49)

and we define,

fW) =

In addition to the vacuum phase, squeezed-coherent
states acquire a squeezing phase which can be split into
a stationary and a non-stationary transient contribution,

W* coshr + We? sinhr, (50)

i0,10[0:4] = 19 pq + iP5 61)
with,
92
Z¢Btsq - < COSh27"— 1)
/ / dtdt" J(t)cos (w(t —t')) J(t)
(52)
and
2
i0ha = — 2 (sinh2r)

)cos (w(t + 1) —2¢) J(t)
(53)

/ / dtdt’ J
0

The stationary contribution of the influence phase due
to squeezing adds to the vacuum phase i®f!, yielding an



enhanced phase proportional to cosh(2r). At the same
time, we find a non-stationary contribution carrying the
information on the squeezing phase ¢. No additional con-
tribution to the dissipation appears due to squeezing.

We can proceed to perform the Feynman trick for the
stationary and non-stationary phase contributions. In-
troducing auxiliary stochastic variables for each phase in
the path integral we arrive at

(CHOCHE)) = g cosh(2r) cos(w(t — ) (54)
for the stationary and
(¢nstat () nstat()) = g% sinh(2r) cos(w(t + t') — 2¢)
(55)

for the non-stationary terms. Note both stochastic forces
are exponentially enhanced in the squeezing parameter,

% o¢ gy/cosh(2r) and ("5 o g4/sinh(2r). This im-

plies an enhancement in the quantum force due to squeez-
ing,

f3(t) = +/cosh(2r) (Zg) &) (56)
£57°'(t) = +/sinh(2r) (Zf) ) (57)

where £5t(t) and £"75%(¢) denote the stationary and non-
stationary dimensionless random force variables with cor-
relation functions

(€0 (1) = cos(w(t —t)) (58)

(€ (0" (t) = cos(w(t+t) —2¢)  (59)
Besides the stationary and non-stationary stochastic
forces, the squeezed-coherent state also yields a deter-

ministic force arising from the F,[g, ¢'] factor in Eq. (48).
We have,

Fa [qvql] _ efa*f(W)eaf(W)* _ eiq%l,sq, (60)

where i®, ¢q denotes the additional influence phase con-
taining the effects of both the coherent and squeezed na-
ture of the state |¥). Direct calculation shows that,

Wasaltcd] = 5 [ dtla) ~a @) ) (61

where,

fu(t) = —2|q] <Zog> (sin (wt — @ — 2¢)) sinh r

+cos (wt + @) coshr). (62)

Note that fy (¢) represents a deterministic force enhanced
by the coherent state amplitude |a| and by the expo-
nential squeezing factors sinhr and coshr. This deter-
ministic force is also quantum mechanical in origin and
fy(t) o< VA Tt is also interesting to note that this force
performs work on the mechanical system. In stochastic
thermodynamics this work behaves as a random variable
and is described by Wq(t)] = [ fu(¢)-q(t)dt [26, 68, 69].
A statistical approach can be employed to characterize
this work function [70-72].

G. Squeezed-thermal states

We define squeezed-thermal states as
psa,th = S(2)pnS' () (63)
where
pen = (1= 7)) 3 e |n) (], (64)

and [ is the inverse temperature associated to the quan-
tum oscillator. The influence functional assumes the
same form as in Eq. (48),

Foapinle: 41 = ei%H%’SQFSq,th[qa q] (65)
where,
Fuumle.q] = (1- eiﬁhw)
x 37 efn () e~ TW) el (N7 1) (66)

This sum can be solved analytically, as showed in [38],
and the total influence functional (65) is expressed in
terms of a phase e’®sa:t», The final result again contains
stationary and non-stationary terms,

®sq,0m[q, ¢'] = 195 o + 105 (67)
with
2 hew
P = —% cosh(2r) coth (52>
ty iy
x / / dtdt’ J () cos (w(t — ') J()
0 0
(68)
2 hw
ipn st = —%sinh@r) coth <52>

y /0 /0 dtdt’ J(t) cos (w(t + ') — 26) J(t')
(69)

Once again, we apply the Feynman trick to obtain the
stationary and non-stationary stochastic forces, now ap-
pearing with enhancement factors due to to the squeezing
and thermal nature of the state,

50 = Jooamyon (2] (22 e
(70)
£ (1) = [sinh(2r) coth (ﬂ;“ﬂm <Zog) St
(71)

where £5%(t) and £"75%(t) also satisfy (58) and (59). No
additional contribution to the dissipation and determinis-
tic force appears. This is expected, since the mean value
of the field amplitude quadrature is zero for squeezed-
thermal states.



H. Sum over modes

So far, we have dealt only with the noise contribution
arising from a single mode of the optical field. In many
applications, we are interested in considering multimode
systems. The Feynman-Vernon influence functional then
acquires a contribution from each mode [54]. Consider
for example a multimode cavity. In a discrete N-mode
approximation, the Hamiltonian is schematically written
as

N
H./h= Zwkazak (72)
k

where &k = w/e, and the quantum state of the cavity
reads,

N
W) = X) [thw,) (73)
k

The Feynman-Vernon influence functional becomes,

N

Fla,q') = [[ Forla. 4. (74)
k

In the continuum limit, we must take into account the
cavity density of states N (w) [54]. The total influence
phase is then,

N ')
®lg,q] =Y Pulg,q) S / dwN (w)Pu[q, 4]
k 0

(75)
For an optical cavity, the density of modes is [73],

Nw)=— (76)

T (w—we)?+~2’

where w, is the cavity central frequency and y the cavity
damping rate.

Note that the interaction strength of the mechanical
oscillator with a given cavity mode k is frequency depen-
dent g = g(w), which must be taken into account in the
integration in the r.h.s. of Eq. (75). The dissipation
force (44) becomes

2h - 2 ! / AP /
faiss = > /0 dwN (w)g (w)/o dt'q(t') sin(w(t —t))
(77)

In the case of squeezed-coherent states, the deterministic
force reads,

fy(t) = —2|a|qﬁ /OO dwN (w)g(w) (cos (wt + ) coshr
0 Jo
+ sin (wt — 6 — 2¢) sinh r)

(78)

Lastly, the stationary and non-stationary noise correla-
tors are,

(L OELE)) = (h) [ agt)

q0
x cos (w(t—t")) (79)

2 0
(5 ()8 (1) = (qh) [ agt)
x cos (w(t +t') —2¢) (80)

where, in the case of squeezed and thermal states the
appropriate enhancement factors must be included.

III. SEMICLASSICAL PARTICLE AS PROBE
OF QUANTUM LIGHT

We are now in the position to apply the Feynman-
Vernon theory to a semiclassical levitated nanoparticle in
an optical cavity interacting with a quantum light reser-
voir via coherent scattering.

A. Optomechanical parameters

The coherent scattering coupling rate is given by [7]

hg = a&o€ kqo sin(krg) sin 6 (81)
where a = 3¢gV (Z;;) is the polarizability of a dielec-

tric particle of volume V', refractive index n and relative
permittivity €, ~ n?, & is the tweezer field, rq is the
mean particle position within the cavity, 8 is the angle
between the tweezer polarization and the cavity axis and
E. is the cavity electric field strength, given by

hw
= 2
b=\ (52)

where V. is the cavity mode volume. We will assume
the particle is placed at a cavity node and the tweezer
polarization is orthogonal to the cavity axis such that
sin(krg) = sinf = 1.

For a confocal cavity of length L the mode volume in
Eq. (82) is given by V. = w2wL/4, where the cavity waist
is w, = \/m In terms of the mode frequency w the
optomechanical coupling rate then reads

9= g(w) = aw® (83)

where

0450
=20 84
“ Vmeged L2mwy, (84)

Note that ¢ is independent of A as it drops out of Eq.

(31).



Parameter Symbol Units  Value
Cavity length L cm 3.0
Cavity central frequency We PHz 1.22
Cavity linewidth y kHz 27 x 193
Particle mass m fg 2.8
Mechanical frequency Wi kHz 27 x 190
Zero point fluctuation Qo m 3.6x10712
Damping rate at Ym Hz 5x10°°
Coupling rate at w. ge kHz 21 X 18
Coupling-to-mech. freq. ratio € - 0.1
Cavity linewidth-to-freq. ratio v - 107°

TABLE I: Coherent scattering optomechanical param-
eters. Values adapted from [7].

We will find it convenient to define the optomechanical
coupling rate at the cavity central frequency,

ge = g(we) (85)

as well as the dimensionless frequency ratios,

€ = ge/wm (86)
v/we (87)

and the characteristic force associated to the central op-
tomechanical coupling,

fo = hgc/QO (88)
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Table I shows a list of the parameters we will as-
sume for the cavity optomechanical system, similar to
the ones described in [7]. Note the dimensionless param-
eters e, v < 1.

B. Vacuum fluctuations and dissipation

We can calculate the stochastic force fg(t) associated
to the vacuum fluctuations in the optical cavity using Eq.
(79). In this case we only have the stationary process
with noise kernel,

a\® [ whcos(w(t—t'
oltfo) = 1 (2] [T el 50)

where we omit the stationary ‘st’ superscript for simplic-
ity. The frequency integral (89) can be solved in terms
of distributions — we refer to Appendix A for the details.
We find that the vacuum state introduces three indepen-
dent stationary stochastic force components,

fo(t) =fo Z &i(t) (90)

with the correlation functions

(&0 (t) = 05 Ai(7) (91)

where, 7 =t —t/ and
A1) = eI ((1 — 617 4+ v*) cos(w,T)
—4(v = v)sin(welr]))  (92)

As(r) = (3v—1?) 60(;;) (93)
As(r) = V(S/;(;- ) (94)

c

The correlator in Eq. (92) resembles active noise with a
relative phase shift between the sine and cosine compo-
nents [74, 75]. Colored noise can be generally expressed
as an expansion in terms of derivatives of the delta distri-
bution [76], hence the second and third terms represent
additional colored noise. Moreover, the second deriva-
tive delta noise has appeared previously in the context of
stochastic gravity [77].

The leading contribution to the stochastic force corre-
lator comes from the zeroth order term in v. We approx-
imate the stochastic force correlator as

(fo(t)fo(t) ~ 5 e ™17 cos(wer) (95)

Observe the characteristic scale of the stochastic force is
given by fp.

We now turn to the dissipation. Substituting Eqgs. (35)
and (83) into (77) we arrive at

2 h ¢ o w sin(wr
fi =2 0 [ ata(t) [ do T) (g
T qo o o (w—we)?+7
Once again, the frequency integral can be evaluated in
terms of distributions, see Appendix A for details. We
find the dissipation force,

friee = fo [12y (gc> aw Eu(t)] (97)

We J We

where
t
u(t) = 2/ d(wmt')e (1 — 602 + v sin(wer)
0

+4(v — v°)sgn(7) cos(w.)) q(t') (98)

We see the total dissipation force fy;ss consists of a stan-
dard velocity-dependent term plus a modification of the
mechanical spring constant with a memory kernel.

The dissipation is small when compared to the fluc-
tuation force. From Table I, g. ~ 0.1v, while w,, = 7.
Moreover, ¢(t) ~ wpmq(t). Hence, the first term in Eq.
(97) is O(v?), while the second term is at most of order
O(e) in units of fy. We will henceforth neglect dissipation
effects arising from the influence functional.

C. Particle dynamics

We arrive at the equation of motion for the mechanical
oscillator,

m@ + Ty + mw? q = fo(t) + faiss +n(t) (99)



where we have added phenomenologically a dissipation
with damping coeflicient I';,, and the thermal white noise
n(t) with

(n(®)n(t)) = 2CmkpThamd (1)

where Tyt is the temperature of the particle’s environ-
ment. Note the stochastic quantum force fo(t) might
contain stationary and non-stationary components and
is accompanied by a state-dependent correlation func-
tion. For example, for the vacuum state, the correlation
function of fo(t) is given in Eq. (95).

Considering only the zeroth order terms in the dimen-
sionless parameters v and ¢, the equation of motion sim-
plifies to

(100)

mé + L@ + mwl,q ~ fo(t) + n(t) (101)

We have the formal solution

_e / dse¥™® sin (Q (s — t)) (fo(s) + n(s))
(102)
where,
Ym = Tm/2m (103)
Qpn = Vw2, —2 (104)

and, for simplicity, we assume initial conditions q(0) =
q(0) = 0. For a particle with a radius of 70 nm at pres-
sures around 10~ mbar, v,, ~ 5 x 1075 Hz so we have
Qm =~ wp, [9].

Let 0q = /(q?(t)) be the particle’s position root-
mean-square (rms). We are interested in calculating oq
while the particle interacts with a quantum state popu-
lating the cavity and an external thermal reservoir. The
position rms o2 then has two independent contributions,
one from the quantum force fo(t) and the other from the
uncorrelated thermal noise n(t). We define the excess
quantum-induced fluctuations as

2 _ 2 2
Aaqfa -0}

a (105)

where 03 denotes the non-quantum contribution to o2
arising from the thermal fluctuations 7(t) and

—29mt
2 m s s’
Aoy = m2Q2 //dsds e

X sin (Q,, (s — 1)) sin (L (s’ — 1)) (fo(s)fa(s")) (106)

The solution to this integral is exact but cumbersome. In
essence, Aoy reaches a steady state with characteristic
value is given by

fo
mA/ 23 we

As we will see in Sec. IIIF, this quantum contribution
to the particle’s position rms is negligible for current ex-
periments with levitated nanoparticles.

Aoy ~ (107)

D. Squeezed-coherent states

We now consider squeezed-coherent states. Due to
their displacement in phase space, these states introduce
a deterministic force on the particle given by,

M’W/ o
T qo (w— wc) +72

x (cos (wt + 6) coshr 4 sin (wt — § — 2¢) sinh r)

f,=—

(108)

Again, this integral can be solved following the steps in
Appendix A. For simplicity, consider a real coherent state
amplitude (6 = 0). To leading order in O(1°) the deter-
ministic force reads

£y, = fola| e 7" [2 coshr cos(w,t)

+ sinh r (sin 2¢ sin(w,t) — 2 cos 2¢ cos(wt))]  (109)

This is a fast oscillating force, which time averages to
zero. However, note that it exhibits an exponential
enhancement due to squeezing and depending on the
squeezing phase this force can be exponentially enhanced
or suppressed. The same enhancement/suppression ef-
fects as a function of squeezing phase have been shown
to appear in the context of a quantized gravitational wave
in a squeezed-coherent state interacting with an optical
cavity [46].

The stationary noise associated to squeezing assumes
the same form as the vacuum, but is enhanced exponen-
tially in the squeezing parameter,

= \/m fo Zfz(t)

where the dimensionless stochastic variables &;(t) satisfy
Egs. (91)-(94). The noise correlation function to zeroth
order in v is approximated by

(110)

ESOES () ~ cosh(2r) £2 e cos(wer)  (111)
Squeezed-coherent states also exhibit the non-

stationary noise defined in Eq. (80). To zeroth order

in v,
(£ (1) E5 4 (¢')) ~ sinh(2r) £7 e (H!)
" (cos(ng) .

2

os(we(t +t')) + sin(2¢) sin(w.(t + t'))>
(112)

This non-stationary noise is also exponentially enhanced,
despite decaying with a characteristic time given by v~!.
Note, however, that fngt(t) depends on the squeezing
angle ¢, and is maximized for ¢ = /2. In that case, for
short times £37°'(t) ~ f3(t) and the effects of the non-
stationary and stationary noises becomes comparable.

Finally, no additional contribution to the dissipation
arises from squeezing. We conclude that for long times,
the squeezed-coherent state contributes to the particle’s
rms as

fo

ma/ 3 we

Aoy ~ \/cosh(2r) (113)



E. Squeezed-thermal states

Squeezed-thermal states also present stationary and
non-stationary noise defined by,

(E5 (O (¢) = cosh(2r)L (Z:)

o~  w*coth (%) cos (wT)
d; 114
X /O w (w — wC)Q + 72 ) ( )

(85 (OF5 " (¢)) = sinh(2r) 2 (Z:)

/oo w* coth (@) cos (w(t+t') — 2¢)
X dw .
0 (W —we)? 4172

(115)

In the high temperature limit coth(S8hw/2) — 2/(Shw)
and the integrals can be solved analytically, following
similar steps given in the Appendix A. We find for the
stationary noise,

£25(t) = [cosh(?r) <’;£JT>} v fo Z &)  (116)

where &;—1 2 are independent random variables with cor-
relators,

Ay (1) = 217! ((1 = 3v%) cos(wer)

—(v — V%) sin(we| 7)) (117)
Aq(T) = 81/? (118)

Once again, considering only the zeroth order terms in v
we can approximate the stationary noise correlator as

(5 (5 (¢)) ~ 2 cosh(2r) (1;5

) £2 e cos(wer)
(119)

c

We see that besides the exponential squeezing enhance-
ment the thermal state further increases the noise in pro-
portion to its temperature.

Moving on to the non-stationary noise, we find to ze-
roth order in v,

. , kT :
(E57()F ™ (t')) = sinh(2r) ( o ) f3 e+

X [2 cos(2¢) cos(we(t + ') — sin(2¢) sin(w.(t +t))]
(120)

For the squeezed-thermal state the particle’s position
steady state rms is modified to

™]Y? f
Aoy ~ {2 cosh(2r) (kB )} 0
m

hc‘)c \/ Q?nwc

(121)
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presenting an enhancement both due to squeezing and
temperature of the optical reservoir.

In the absence of squeezing we can show that the
fluctuation-dissipation relation holds [78]. Define

2 > w? cos(wT)
Ttt/:——f2/ dw———— 122
(t,t") 7 sl 0 ) w(w—wc)Q-l-’yQ (122)
and observe that Eq. (77) can be written as,
t .
faiss = / T(tvt/)q(t/)dt/
0
¢
= 7/ T(t, t)q(t')dt’ (123)
0

where we have integrated by parts and assumed vanishing
boundary terms. Moreover, from Eqgs. (114) and (122)
we have

(LD (E)) = %T(m’)

Hence, for a high occupation thermal state the dissipa-
tion and fluctuation kernels are related as usual.

(124)

F. Some numbers

We can now estimate how large is the quantum con-
tribution to the particle’s position rms due to interac-
tion with an optical reservoir in the vacuum, squeezed-
coherent and squeezed-thermal states given the optome-
chanical parameters in Table I.

The characteristic value of the quantum stochastic
force is

fo~ 10718 N (125)
which is about 100 times stronger than the gravitational
force between two Planck masses at a 1 mm separation
distance [79]. For the vacuum, the parameters in Table I
give

(Avq)vac =2 x 10 %q (126)

well below the zero point fluctuations of the mechanical
ground state and hence negligible.

The exponential enhancement provided by squeezing
can be used to improve (126). For example, for a squeez-
ing parameter of r» = 14, corresponding to =~ 60 dB of
quadrature squeezing, we find

(Aog)sq = 240 (127)
This is arguably an enormous amount of squeezing, to be
compared to state-of-the-art squeezing sources operating
producing states around 10 dB [80].

We can relax the amount of squeezing if we populate
the cavity with a squeezed-thermal state. For instance, a
state with kg7 /hw,. = 10° and 12 dB squeezing produces
(Aaq)sq,th ~ 26]0



IV. SEMICLASSICAL LIGHT AS PROBE OF
QUANTUM PARTICLE

So far, we have focused on the semiclassical equa-
tions of motion for the mechanical oscillator interacting
with the optical cavity reservoir in a quantum mechani-
cal state. However, the linear optomechanical Hamilto-
nian is symmetric in the mechanical and optical degrees
of freedom. With the appropriate modifications, we can
use the methods developed so far to describe a semiclas-
sical optical field interacting with a quantum mechanical
oscillator.

A. Optical equations of motion

The derivation of the optical semiclassical equations of
motion is very analogous to that of the mechanical case
and with the proper substitution of constants we can fast-
forward to the optical version of the results in Sec. [T E.
For simplicity, we will consider a single cavity mode. The
Hamiltonian describing our system is the same as in Eq.
(1). Up to a constant shift, the free optical Hamiltonian
in Eq. (2) can be written as

H./h = % (X (1) +Y(1)?) (128)

where the optical field quadratures are defined as
X(t) = ae™ ™! 4 qfe! (129)
Y() =4 (aTeM — ae” ™) (130)

J

j(Xtht/‘X()vX(l)) = /

exp (; /Otf dt h¢(t) (X (1) — X'(t)) + % (hg?) /Otf /Ot dt

where the probability density P[((¢)] is defined in (35)
and L/ is the Lagrangian in Eq. (133) in terms of the
backward quadrature X — X’. Note that we can express
¢(t) in terms of the dimensionless random variable £(t)
by using Eq. (39).

From (134) we can calculate the semiclassical Egs. of
motion for the cavity field quadrature. As in the mechan-
ical case we neglect the coupling between the forward and
backward variables X and X’. We have,

X +79X +w?X = Fq(t) + Faiss (t) (135)

where Fq(t) is the stochastic “force” arising from the
quantum fluctuations of the mechanical oscillator,

Fo(t) = 2wgs(t) (136)

X, X!

Xo,X{
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and X = wY. We define the electromagnetic position
and momentum quadratures

/s .
Q= 27X , P =moQ
mow

where mg is a constant with dimension of mass intro-
duced to establish the analogy between an optical mode
and a harmonic oscillator [81]. In terms of @, P the
Hamiltonian (128) becomes

(131)

1 p?
H.= = <m0w2Q2 + ) (132)
2 mo
with the corresponding Lagrangian,
L
_ (X2 - w2X2) (133)
4w

Note that mg drops out of L.

Repeating the steps up to Sec. I E we obtain the elec-
tromagnetic version of the stochastic propagator in Eq.
(40) after tracing out the mechanical degree of freedom.
For the mechanical oscillator initially in the ground state
we have

DXDX’ / DEPIC(E)] exp (; /O Y gL - L;)>

X,
dt' (X (t) = X'(£)) (X (') + X'(t')) sin (wp (t — t’))) (134)

(

with

(€(EE)) = cos(wmr) (137)

and Fgss(¢) is the dissipation term given by

Faiss(t) = 2w92/0 dt' X (") sin(wp, (t —t"))  (138)

Note we have introduced a phenomenological dissipative
term v.X due to the coupling of the cavity mode with the
external electromagnetic field [63].

To compare the order-of-magnitude of the terms in Eq.
(135) we rescale time according to t — w,,t. The equa-



tion of motion becomes,

() (3) xox()e
H?Q;)Kﬁ%WNMtﬂ)ﬂw)

where here derivatives and integration are taken with re-
spect to rescaled time. Again we see the fluctuation is
of order € while the dissipation arising from the influ-
ence functional is of order £2, which from now on will be
neglected.

In the mechanical case we have summed over the cav-
ity modes weighted by the Lorentzian density of states
of width . Similarly, the mechanical mode also cou-
ples to external environmental degrees of freedom and
a sum over modes procedure is in order. However, the
broadening of the mechanical mode given by the mechan-
ical damping rate 7, is comparatively much smaller than
that of the cavity. We have v,,/w, ~ 1071 < v. We
will therefore consider the mechanical oscillator as a sin-
gle mode system. This approximation is valid for times
much smaller than the inverse mechanical damping rate,
t <yt

We arrive at the final form of the semiclassical optical
equations for the field quadratures,

X = wY
Y ~ —wX — Y 4 2¢£(1)

(140)
(141)

where £(t) satisfies (137).

B. Fluctuations

Let us estimate the order of magnitude of the fluctua-
tions imprinted on the cavity by a quantum mechanical
oscillator in the ground state. For simplicity we neglect
the cavity dissipation. In that case the optical equations
are formally solved by

X (t) = Xgcos(wt) + Yy sin(wt)

+2g/0 dssin(w(t — s))&(s), (142)
Y (t) = —Xosin(wt) + Yj cos(wt)
+2g/0 ds cos(w(t — s))&(s). (143)

where the field quadratures have initial conditions
X(0) = X0,Y(0) =Y;. The field quadrature rms reads

o% = 0p + Ac%k (144)
where
0§ = 0%, cos*(wt) + oy, sin®(wt)
+2Cov (X, Yy) sin(wt) cos(wt) (145)
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and the excess quantum-induced fluctuations are

Aok = 492/0 /0 dsds’ sin(w(t — s))
sin(w(t — 5'))(€(s)&(s")

Note that with the appropriate changes of constants Ao,
assumes the same form as Eq. (106) with zero damping
rate v, = 0. Since we are interested in the changes in the
quadrature rms due to interaction with the mechanical
oscillator we need only look into Ac%. We have,

(146)

4g%w?

2 _
Aox = (W2 —w2)?
m

h(t) (147)

where

h(t) = 1 + cos?(wt) — 2 cos(wt) cos(wyt)

—2k sin(wt) sin(wp,t) + K2 sin’(wpt) (148)
and £ = wy,/w. Similar expressions for o3 can be ob-
tained. We see that to leading order in (w,, /w), the opti-
cal quadrature rms oscillates with a characteristic ampli-
tude given by Ac% =~ (g/w)?, which for the optomechan-
ical parameters in Table I is g/w ~ 1071°, This number
is to be compared with the standard deviation of the
optical coherent state ox, = 1/2. Again, ground state
fluctuations are too small to have any practical effects in
levitated optomechanics.

For the case of squeezed states, the result in Eq.
(147) will acquire an exponential enhancement and a
non-stationary contribution dependent on the squeez-
ing phase as in the mechanical case. However, to el-
evate the amplitude of the oscillations in (147) to a
level comparable to the standard deviation of a coherent
state will require a 23 e-fold enhancement factor, cor-
responding to an impractical amount of squeezing. It
is interesting to observe that a room-temperature levi-
tated nanoparticle yields an appreciable effect, Aox
(kThatn/iwm)(g/w) =~ 1073 for Thawn ~ 293 K.

As a final observation, note that the rms in Eq. (147)
has a factor inversely proportional to the square differ-
ence of the oscillators’ frequencies. For a cavity interact-
ing with a mechanical oscillator the higher optical fre-
quency dominates, leading to a suppression of Aox. If
two oscillators with similar frequencies interact via the
linear optomechanical Hamiltonian we can expect a res-
onantly enhanced effect. This motivates our final appli-
cation of two linearly coupled levitated nanoparticles.

V. SEMICLASSICAL PARTICLE AS PROBE OF
QUANTUM PARTICLE

We turn to two linearly coupled mechanical oscilla-
tors. Different coupling mechanisms between levitated
nanoparticles have been recently demonstrated, such as
the Coulomb interaction [11, 12], optical binding [11, 82]
and cavity-mediated interactions [14].



Parameter Symbol Units  Value
Charge Qa,b e 250
Interparticle distance d pm 2.0
Bare frequency a Wa, kHz 27 x 190
Bare frequency b wh kHz 27 x 180
Modified frequency a Qq kHz 27 x 147
Modified frequency b Qp kHz 27w x 134
Zero point fluctuation a  qo,q m 4.1 x 10712
Zero point fluctuation b qop m 4.3 x 10712
Coulomb coupling rate Je kHz 27w x 51
Coupling-to-freq. ratio ge/Qayp - ~ 0.34

TABLE II: Coulomb interaction parameters. Values
adapted from [11, 47].

From now on modes a and b in the Hamiltonian (1)
are interpreted as two identical harmonically trapped
nanoparticles with frequencies wg,wy. We consider w, 2
wp and trace out mode a. For simplicity we also neglect
the mechanical damping +,, and as in Sec. [V, our con-
clusions will be valid for times t < v,,!.

As an example of coupling mechanism we consider
the Coulomb interaction between charged particles. For
small displacements with respect to the trap center the
Coulomb potential is approximated by [47],

Qa Qb

- 8med?

Ve = (do — av)® (149)

where @, denotes the charges of the particles and d the
interparticle separation. This leads to a change in the
bare mechanical frequencies w, ;, given by

QaQb
Qap = 2, 2= 150
X @ab 4dregmd? (150)
and a linear coupling with rate
Qa Qb <CI0 aqo0 b)
L= — 20,a40,6 151
g 4megh d3 (151)

where qo,q,qo,p are the zero point fluctuations of each
oscillator now defined in terms of 2, and €2, respectively.
The sign of the interaction depends on the charges of
the particles. Oppositely charged particles have g, > 0,
while like charged particles have g. < 0. Throughout this
section, we will consider the parameters in Table IT with
values adapted from [11, 47].

A. Ground state

Following Secs. III and IV we can write the excess
rms of the semiclassical particle linearly coupled to the
quantum particle in the ground state,

1 £ \°
Ao — -
T m2—U2<nw&> )

(152)

13

52
101 (a) (b) \/ \

Oq, [0, b]

0O 20 40 60 80 100 120
Qpt

FIG. 2: (a) Position uncertainty of a thermal semiclas-
sical particle with 7, = 10 phonons influenced by a quan-
tum particle in the ground state via Coulomb interaction
(blue curve), in comparison to the thermal state position
standard deviation o9 ~ 4.6¢o (red dashed line). (b)
Inset: repeated cooling and heating of the semiclassical
particle.

where h(t) is given in Eq. (148) and we have redefined
k = Q./Q%. Here the characteristic force f; defined
in Eq. (88) is evaluated at the Coulomb rate g.. For
the parameters in Table 11, f; ~ 7 x 10~'® N. Figure
2(a) shows the position rms of the semiclassical particle
as a function of time, initially in a thermal state with
mean occupation number 7, = 10 and standard devia-
tion o9 = v2np + 1 X qop = 4.6 X go . As a consequence
of the interaction, the standard deviation cyclically os-
cillates between oy and ~ 9 X qg, representing heating
and recooling of the particle motion. Note the position
rms can become smaller than oy, as shown in the inset
in Figure 2(b).

B. Squeezed state

A squeezed mechanical state will yield an exponen-
tially enhanced effect, with the excess stationary quan-
tum noise given by,

(Ag)? = cosh (2r)Ac?, (153)
and a non-stationary contribution
s sinh(2r) £\’
oy = 2R (0 ) het) (s
v (k2 —1)2 \m&3

where hy(t) carries the information on the squeezing
phase and is defined as

he(t) = cos(2(¢p — Qut)) + cos(Qpt) (cos(2¢) cos(Qpt
—2c08(2¢ — Qat)) + 2k sin(Qpt) (sin(2¢) cos(Qpt

)
)
—sin(2¢ — Qut)) — K2 cos(2¢) sin®(Qt)
(155)
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FIG. 3: Effect of a squeezed quantum particle with r = 3 (=~ 30 dB) in contact with a semiclassical particle in an
initially thermal state with occupation number 7, = 1000: (a) stationary contribution, (b) non-stationary contribution
for a squeezing phase ¢ = 0 (solid blue curve) and ¢ = 7/6 (green dashed curve), (c) total position rms for ¢ = 0 (solid
blue curve) and ¢ = 7/6 (green dashed curve) compared to the initial uncertainty oo = /20, + 1 X qop = 44.7 X qo»

(red dashed line).

Figure 3 shows the individual stationary (a) and non-
stationary (b) contributions and the total (c) position
rms for a semiclassical particle in a thermal state with
occupation number 7, = 1000 in contact with a squeezed
quantum particle with squeezing parameter r = 3 (= 30
dB), for different angles, ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 7/6. The in-
dividual stationary and non-stationary contributions can
become negative, but observe the total position rms re-
mains positive due to the thermal bath contribution.
Moreover, the total position rms oq, depends strongly
on the squeezing phase, as can be seen from the traces
in Figure 3(c); see Supplementary video for a complete
sweep of the squeezing phase from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 2.
Figure 4 shows the maximum value of o4, as a func-
tion of squeezing and the Coulomb coupling strength,
changed by varying the particles’ charge. Squeezing is
measured in decibels (dB) by S = 10log(2Var(g)), with
Var(gy) = €?"/2. We see that for a quantum particle
with 30 dB squeezing and moderate values of the cou-
pling strength, g./€Q &~ 0.2, significant enhancement of
the position rms can be achieved when compared to the
initial semiclassical rms value o¢ ~ 44.7xqq . In terms of
thermal occupation number, this represents an increase
from an initial value of 7, = 1000 to 7, = 1250. A pos-
sible way of measuring this effect of quantum-induced
noise would be to employ a generalization of the Kalman
filter as used in [9] to achieve zero point fluctuation-level
position uncertainty in the presence of colored noise [83].

C. Gravitational field of a delocalized particle

A this point, we cannot resist exploiting the analogy
between the Coulomb and Newtonian potentials to draw
some comments on the stochastic gravitational field of a
delocalized quantum particle.

We consider two identical particles of mass m at a
center-of-mass separation d. To leading order in the par-

maX(of.b) (9o, s]

TS
301
o 60
E 20 _&
0
101 50
0.1 0.2 0.3
ge/Qb

FIG. 4: Dependence of the maximum value of the posi-
tion rms o4, with the interaction coupling strength g /s
and quantum particle squeezing S (dB). The position rms
is given in units of zero point fluctuations gg 4, and should
be compared to the initial semiclassical uncertainty is
0o ~ 44.7 x qop. The coupling strength is changed by
varying the electric charge of the particles from 100 to
250 elementary charges.

ticles’ displacements, the Newtonian gravitational poten-
tial yields an interaction Hamiltonian of the form [84]
Hy =~ (Gm?/d?®)(q, — qp)?, which translates into an ef-
fective frequency shift of

Qup & \Jwi , +2Gm/d® (156)
and a Newtonian coupling rate
2G m?q0.a40.0
R —— 157
gN P (157)

According to Egs. (56) and (57), for large squeezing pa-
rameters, we can recast both the stationary and non-



stationary stochastic forces according to

Fo(t) ~ " 9N g(g) = Mhent

q0,b q0,b &0 (158)

where £(t) satisfies either the stationary or non-
stationary correlators in Egs. (58) and (59) and we define
the entanglement rate

_ G m2AQaACIb
r=2 () ()

where Aq, = €"qo,, and Aqy = g, are the wavefunction
uncertainties in the position basis for a squeezed particle
and a particle in the ground state.

To arrive at the stochastic force, we have considered
a stationary phase approximation in the stochastic prop-
agator in Eq. (40). If we do not make the semiclassi-
cal approximation, we can see that the gravitational in-
teraction generates entanglement between the oscillators
[51, 56, 84, 85] at a rate given by eyt — indeed Eq. (159)
is the short-time approximation of the entanglement rate
between two continuously delocalized oscillators interact-
ing via gravity as derived in [51]. Arguably, the rate Topt
is extremely small given current experiments, but the re-
sult (158) is conceptually interesting as it makes the con-
nection between entanglement and the quantum-induced
stochastic force of a subsystem manifest. Measuring the
stochastic gravitational field of a delocalized quantum
particle would yield indirect evidence to gravitational-
induced entanglement. Naturally, the same conclusions
apply to the much stronger case of Coulomb interactions.

(159)

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have applied the formalism of double
path integrals and Feynman-Vernon influence function-
als to linear optomechanical systems. We have analysed
the effective stochastic dynamics induced by the inter-
actions between a semiclassical and a quantum system
in different states, notably the ground state, squeezed-
coherent and squeezed-thermal states. Colored noise and
dissipation with memory arising from quantum fluctua-
tions are ubiquitous in linear optomechanical quantum-
classical interactions. Microscopically, these fluctuations
can be understood as a ‘semiclassical’ manifestation of
the entanglement generated by the interaction between
the two subsystems. We have studied these effects in
the context of levitated nanoparticles, both in cavity
and free space multi-particle scenarios. Notably, the
quantum-classical stochastic dynamics induced by the
Coulomb interaction between two levitated particles is
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potentially measurable in near future experiments with
delocalized quantum states, where squeezing of the me-
chanical wavefunction yields an exponential enhancement
of the quantum-induced stochastic forces. The analogy
between the Coulomb and Newtonian potentials has been
used to comment on the connection between the effective
stochastic dynamics and gravitational-induced entangle-
ment.

Throughout our study, we find strong similarities be-
tween a linear optomechanical system and the effective
field theory of a quantized gravitational wave mode inter-
acting with a GW detector, despite both systems being
governed by seemingly different Hamiltonians, one orig-
inating from the Einstein-Hilbert action [38] while the
other from the interaction of dielectrics in electromag-
netic fields [86, 87]. This reinforces the analogies be-
tween optomechanics and the quantum theory of GWs
[36] and opens the possibility of investigating novel ways
of probing the quantum nature of GWs through proof-
of-principle laboratory experiments.

Our findings also open the way to novel investigations
at the interface between stochastic thermodynamics and
fundamental tests of quantum theory. For instance, the
formalism of path integrals allows for the calculation of
the work distribution [71] and probability of rare viola-
tions of the second law of thermodynamics [70] springing
from state dependent quantum-induced fluctuations in
levitated optomechanical systems. Moreover, the formal-
ism can be extended to investigate the effective stochas-
tic dynamics induced by multipartite entangled quantum
states in contact with a classical probe. In principle, such
investigation could lead to new forms of witnessing en-
tanglement and non-classicality in the mesoscopic scale.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We acknowledge Carlos Tomei, Nicolau Saldanha,
Welles Morgado, Bruno Suassuna, Oscar Kremer, Ariel
Hertz for useful discussions. P.V.P acknowledges the
Fundagao de Amparo a Pesquisa do Estado do Rio
de Janeiro (FAPERJ Process SEI-260003/000174/2024).
T.G. acknowledges the Coordenacao de Aperfeigoamento
de Pessoal de Nivel Superior - Brasil (CAPES) - Fi-
nance Code 001, Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento
Cientifico e Tecnoldgico (CNPq), Fundacao de Amparo &
Pesquisa do Estado do Rio de Janeiro (FAPERJ Scholar-
ship No. E-26/200.252/2023) and Fundagdo de Amparo
a Pesquisa do Estado de Sao Paulo (FAPESP process
No. 2021/06736-5). This work was supported by the
Serrapilheira Institute (grant No. Serra — 2211-42299).

[1] Y. Y. Fein, P. Geyer, P. Zwick, F. Kialka, S. Pedalino,
M. Mayor, S. Gerlich, and M. Arndt, Quantum super-

position of molecules beyond 25 kda, Nature Physics 15,
1242 (2019).



[2] C. Brand, F. Kialka, S. Troyer, C. Knobloch, K. Si-
monovié, B. A. Stickler, K. Hornberger, and M. Arndt,
Bragg diffraction of large organic molecules, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 033604 (2020).

[3] W. H. Zurek, Decoherence, einselection, and the quan-
tum origins of the classical, Reviews of modern physics
75, 715 (2003).

[4] J. Millen, T. S. Monteiro, R. Pettit, and A. N. Vami-
vakas, Optomechanics with levitated particles, Reports
on Progress in Physics 83, 026401 (2020).

[5] C. Gonzalez-Ballestero, M. Aspelmeyer, L. Novotny,
R. Quidant, and O. Romero-Isart, Levitodynamics: Lev-
itation and control of microscopic objects in vacuum, Sci-
ence 374, eabg3027 (2021).

[6] O. Romero-Isart, A. C. Pflanzer, F. Blaser,
R. Kaltenbaek, N. Kiesel, M. Aspelmeyer, and J. L
Cirac, Large quantum superpositions and interference of
massive nanometer-sized objects, Physical review letters
107, 020405 (2011).

[7] U. Deli¢, M. Reisenbauer, D. Grass, N. Kiesel, V. Vuletié¢,
and M. Aspelmeyer, Cavity cooling of a levitated
nanosphere by coherent scattering, Physical review let-
ters 122, 123602 (2019).

[8] U. Deli¢, M. Reisenbauer, K. Dare, D. Grass, V. Vuleti¢,
N. Kiesel, and M. Aspelmeyer, Cooling of a levitated
nanoparticle to the motional quantum ground state, Sci-
ence 367, 892 (2020).

[9] L. Magrini, P. Rosenzweig, C. Bach, A. Deutschmann-
Olek, S. G. Hofer, S. Hong, N. Kiesel, A. Kugi, and
M. Aspelmeyer, Real-time optimal quantum control of
mechanical motion at room temperature, Nature 595,
373 (2021).

[10] F. Tebbenjohanns and et al., Quantum control of a
nanoparticle optically levitated in cryogenic free space,
Nature 595, 378 (2021).

[11] J. Rieser, M. A. Ciampini, H. Rudolph, N. Kiesel,
K. Hornberger, B. A. Stickler, M. Aspelmeyer, and
U. Deli¢, Tunable light-induced dipole-dipole interaction
between optically levitated nanoparticles, Science 377,
987 (2022).

[12] T. Penny, A. Pontin, and P. Barker, Sympathetic cooling
and squeezing of two colevitated nanoparticles, Physical
Review Research 5, 013070 (2023).

[13] V. Ligska, T. Zemdankovd, V. Svak, P. Jakl, J. Jezek,
M. Brénecky, S. H. Simpson, P. Zemének, and O. Br-
zobohaty, Cold damping of levitated optically coupled
nanoparticles, Optica 10, 1203 (2023).

[14] J. Vijayan, J. Piotrowski, C. Gonzalez-Ballestero, K. We-
ber, O. Romero-Isart, and L. Novotny, Cavity-mediated
long-range interactions in levitated optomechanics, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2308.14721 (2023).

[15] D. S. Bykov, M. Meusburger, L. Dania, and T. E.
Northup, Hybrid electro-optical trap for experiments
with levitated particles in vacuum, Review of Scientific
Instruments 93, 073201 (2022).

[16] E. Bonvin, L. Devaud, M. Rossi, A. Militaru, L. Da-
nia, D. S. Bykov, M. Teller, T. E. Northup, L. Novotny,
and M. Frimmer, Hybrid paul-optical trap with large op-
tical access for levitated optomechanics, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2312.10131 (2023).

[17] B. Melo, M. T. Cuairan, G. F. Tomassi, N. Meyer, and
R. Quidant, Vacuum levitation and motion control on
chip, arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.14016 (2023).

16

[18] A. delos Rios Sommer, N. Meyer, and R. Quidant, Strong
optomechanical coupling at room temperature by coher-
ent scattering, Nature communications 12, 276 (2021).

[19] K. Dare, J. J. Hansen, I. Coroli, A. Johnson, M. As-
pelmeyer, and U. Deli¢, Linear ultrastrong optomechani-
cal interaction, arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.16226 (2023).

[20] E. Bonvin, L. Devaud, M. Rossi, A. Militaru, L. Da-
nia, D. S. Bykov, O. Romero-Isart, T. E. Northup,
L. Novotny, and M. Frimmer, State expansion of a lev-
itated nanoparticle in a dark harmonic potential, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2312.13111 (2023).

[21] R. Muffato, T. Georgescu, J. Homans, T. Guerreiro,
Q. Wu, D. Chisholm, M. Carlesso, M. Paternostro,
and H. Ulbricht, Generation of classical non-gaussian
distributions by squeezing a thermal state into non-
linear motion of levitated optomechanics, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2401.04066 (2023).

[22] A. A. Clerk, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, F. Mar-
quardt, and R. J. Schoelkopf, Introduction to quantum
noise, measurement, and amplification, Reviews of Mod-
ern Physics 82, 1155 (2010).

[23] G. Milburn and M. Woolley, An introduction to quantum
optomechanics, acta physica slovaca 61, 483 (2011).

[24] K. Sekimoto, Stochastic energetics (2010).

[25] U. Seifert, Stochastic thermodynamics, fluctuation the-
orems and molecular machines, Reports on progress in
physics 75, 126001 (2012).

[26] L. Peliti and S.
Stochastic Thermodynamics: An Introduction
ton University Press, 2021).

[27] M. Brunelli, A. Xuereb, A. Ferraro, G. De Chiara,
N. Kiesel, and M. Paternostro, Out-of-equilibrium ther-
modynamics of quantum optomechanical systems, New
Journal of Physics 17, 035016 (2015).

[28] A. Dechant, N. Kiesel, and E. Lutz, All-optical nanome-
chanical heat engine, Physical review letters 114, 183602
(2015).

[29] M. Debiossac, D. Grass, J. J. Alonso, E. Lutz, and
N. Kiesel, Thermodynamics of continuous non-markovian
feedback control, Nature communications 11, 1360
(2020).

[30] B. L. Hu and E. Verdaguer, Stochastic gravity: The-
ory and applications, Living Reviews in Relativity 11, 1
(2008).

[31] F. Coradeschi, A. M. Frassino, T. Guerreiro, J. R. West,
and E. J. Schioppa, Can we detect the quantum nature
of weak gravitational fields?, Universe 7, 414 (2021).

[32] S. Bose, A. Mazumdar, G. W. Morley, H. Ulbricht,
M. Toros, M. Paternostro, A. A. Geraci, P. F. Barker,
M. Kim, and G. Milburn, Spin entanglement witness
for quantum gravity, Physical review letters 119, 240401
(2017).

[33] D. Carney, P. C. Stamp, and J. M. Taylor, Tabletop ex-
periments for quantum gravity: a user’s manual, Classi-
cal and Quantum Gravity 36, 034001 (2019).

[34] M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, M. Paternostro, and H. Ulbricht,
Testing the gravitational field generated by a quantum
superposition, New Journal of Physics 21, 093052 (2019).

Pigolotti,
(Prince-

[35] M. Aspelmeyer, When zeh meets feyn-
man: How to avoid the appearance of a
classical  world in gravity experiments, in

From Quantum to Classical: Essays in Honour of H.-Dieter Zeh

(Springer, 2022) pp. 85-95.


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.033604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.033604

[36] T. Guerreiro, Quantum effects in gravity waves, Classical
and Quantum Gravity 37, 155001 (2020).

[37] M. Parikh, F. Wilczek, and G. Zahariade, Quantum me-
chanics of gravitational waves, Physical Review Letters
127, 081602 (2021).

[38] M. Parikh, F. Wilczek, and G. Zahariade, Signatures of
the quantization of gravity at gravitational wave detec-
tors, Physical Review D 104, 046021 (2021).

[39] H.-T. Cho and B.-L. Hu, Quantum noise of gravitons and
stochastic force on geodesic separation, Physical Review
D 105, 086004 (2022).

[40] R. Penrose, On gravity’s role in quantum state reduction,
General relativity and gravitation 28, 581 (1996).

[41] T. Jacobson, Thermodynamics of spacetime: the ein-
stein equation of state, Physical Review Letters 75, 1260
(1995).

[42] F. Dyson, Is a graviton detectable?, International Journal
of Modern Physics A 28, 1330041 (2013).

[43] D. Carney, V. Domcke, and N. L. Rodd, Graviton de-
tection and the quantization of gravity, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2308.12988 (2023).

[44] G. Tobar, S. K. Manikandan, T. Beitel, and I. Pikovski,
Detecting single gravitons with quantum sensing, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2308.15440 (2023).

[45] J. Oppenheim, A postquantum theory of classical grav-
ity?, Physical Review X 13, 041040 (2023).

[46] T. Guerreiro, F. Coradeschi, A. M. Frassino, J. R. West,
and E. J. Schioppa, Quantum signatures in nonlinear
gravitational waves, Quantum 6, 879 (2022).

[47] H. Rudolph, U. Deli¢, M. Aspelmeyer, K. Hornberger,
and B. A. Stickler, Force-gradient sensing and entangle-
ment via feedback cooling of interacting nanoparticles,
Physical Review Letters 129, 193602 (2022).

[48] R. Feynman, Feynman lectures on gravitation (CRC
Press, 2018).

[49] C. Anastopoulos and B.-L. Hu, Probing a gravitational
cat state, Classical and Quantum Gravity 32, 165022
(2015).

[50] A. Belenchia, R. M. Wald, F. Giacomini, E. Castro-Ruiz,
C. Brukner, and M. Aspelmeyer, Quantum superposition
of massive objects and the quantization of gravity, Phys-
ical Review D 98, 126009 (2018).

[61] O. Bengyat, A. Di Biagio, M. Aspelmeyer, and
M. Christodoulou, Gravity mediated entanglement be-
tween oscillators as quantum superposition of geometries,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.16312 (2023).

[52] R. Feynman and A. Hibbs, The path integral formulation
of quantum mechanics, McGraw-Hiill, New York (1965).

[63] R. Feynman and F. Vernon, The theory of a general quan-
tum system interacting with a linear dissipative system,
Annals of Physics 24, 118 (1963).

[54] A. O. Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, Path integral approach
to quantum brownian motion, Physica A: Statistical me-
chanics and its Applications 121, 587 (1983).

[55] B. Pang and Y. Chen, Quantum interactions between
a laser interferometer and gravitational waves, Physical
Review D 98, 124006 (2018).

[66] T. Weiss, M. Roda-Llordes, E. Torrontegui, M. As-
pelmeyer, and O. Romero-Isart, Large quantum delocal-
ization of a levitated nanoparticle using optimal control:
Applications for force sensing and entangling via weak
forces, Physical Review Letters 127, 023601 (2021).

[57] K. Kustura, C. Gonzalez-Ballestero, A. de los Rios Som-
mer, N. Meyer, R. Quidant, and O. Romero-Isart, Me-

17

chanical squeezing via unstable dynamics in a microcav-
ity, Physical Review Letters 128, 143601 (2022).

[68] L. Neumeier, M. A. Ciampini, O. Romero-Isart, M. As-
pelmeyer, and N. Kiesel, Fast quantum interference of a
nanoparticle via optical potential control, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2207.12539 (2022).

[59] M. Hillery and M. S. Zubairy, Path-integral approach to
problems in quantum optics, Physical Review A 26, 451
(1982).

[60] R. P. Feynman, A. R. Hibbs, and D. F. Styer,
Quantum mechanics and path integrals (Courier Corpo-
ration, 2010).

[61] N. A. Lemos, Analytical Mechanics (Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 2018).

[62] C. Itzykson and J.-B. Zuber, Quantum field theory
(Courier Corporation, 2012).

[63] G. Milburn, Quantum optics, Springer Handbook of
Lasers and Optics , 1305 (2012).

[64] L. Ferialdi and A. Bassi, Functional lagrange formalism
for time-non-local lagrangians, Europhysics Letters 98,
30009 (2012).

[65] C. Heredia and J. Llosa, Nonlocal lagrangian fields:
Noether’s theorem and hamiltonian formalism, Physical
Review D 105, 126002 (2022).

[66] A. Kamenev, Field theory of non-equilibrium systems
(Cambridge University Press, 2023).

[67] L. Davidovich, Sub-poissonian processes in quantum op-
tics, Reviews of Modern Physics 68, 127 (1996).

[68] M. J. d. Oliveira, Classical and quantum stochastic ther-
modynamics, Revista Brasileira de Ensino de Fisica 42,
€20200210 (2020).

[69] S. Bo, S. H. Lim, and R. Eichhorn, Functionals in
stochastic thermodynamics: how to interpret stochastic
integrals, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and
Experiment 2019, 084005 (2019).

[70] P. V. Paraguassi, L. Defaveri, S. M. D. Queirds, and
W. A. Morgado, Probabilities for informational free
lunches in stochastic thermodynamics, Journal of Statis-
tical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2022, 123204
(2022).

[71] P. V. Paraguassi, R. Aquino, L. Defaveri, and W. A.
Morgado, Effects of the kinetic energy in heat for over-
damped systems, Physical Review E 106, 044106 (2022).

[72] V. Y. Chernyak, M. Chertkov, and C. Jarzynski, Path-
integral analysis of fluctuation theorems for general
langevin processes, Journal of Statistical Mechanics:
Theory and Experiment 2006, P08001 (2006).

[73] A. M. Fox, Quantum Optics: An Introduction, Vol. 15
(Oxford University Press, USA, 2006).

[74] L. Dabelow, S. Bo, and R. Eichhorn, Irreversibility in
active matter systems: Fluctuation theorem and mutual
information, Physical Review X 9, 021009 (2019).

[75] L. Caprini and U. Marini Bettolo Marconi, Inertial self-
propelled particles, The Journal of Chemical Physics 154

(2021).
[76] T. Tomé and M. J. De Oliveira,
Stochastic Dynamics and Irreversibility (Springer

International Publishing, Cham, 2015).

[77] B. L. Hu and A. Matacz, Back reaction in semiclassical
gravity: The einstein-langevin equation, Phys. Rev. D
51, 1577 (1995).

[78] N. G. Van Kampen, Langevin-like equation with colored
noise, Journal of Statistical Physics 54, 1289 (1989).


https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(63)90068-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1577
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.1577

[79] T. Westphal, H. Hepach, J. Pfaff, and M. As-
pelmeyer, Measurement of gravitational coupling be-
tween millimetre-sized masses, Nature 591, 225 (2021).

[80] H. Vahlbruch, M. Mehmet, S. Chelkowski, B. Hage,
A. Franzen, N. Lastzka, S. Gossler, K. Danzmann, and
R. Schnabel, Observation of squeezed light with 10-db
quantum-noise reduction, Physical review letters 100,
033602 (2008).

[81] M. O. Scully and M. S. Zubairy, Quantum optics (1999).

[82] Y. Arita, G. D. Bruce, E. M. Wright, S. H. Simpson,
P. Zemének, and K. Dholakia, All-optical sub-kelvin sym-
pathetic cooling of a levitated microsphere in vacuum,
Optica 9, 1000 (2022).

[83] D. Simon, Optimal state estimation: Kalman, H infinity,

18

npj Quantum Information 6, 12 (2020).

[85] A. Al Balushi, W. Cong, and R. B. Mann, Optomechan-
ical quantum cavendish experiment, Physical Review A
98, 043811 (2018).

[86] C. Gonzalez-Ballestero, P. Maurer, D. Windey,
L. Novotny, R. Reimann, and O. Romero-Isart, Theory
for cavity cooling of levitated nanoparticles via coherent
scattering: Master equation approach, Physical Review
A 100, 013805 (2019).

[87] H. Cheung and C. Law, Optomechanical coupling be-
tween a moving dielectric sphere and radiation fields:
a lagrangian-hamiltonian formalism, Physical Review A
86, 033807 (2012).

(John Wiley & Sons, 2006).
[84] T. Krisnanda, G. Y. Tham, M. Paternostro, and T. Pa-

and[88nWnedfeappfduahtsm Field Theory in a Nutshell, Vol. 7
(Princeton University Press, 2010).
[89] W. Appel and E. Kowalski,

terek, Observable quantum entanglement due to gravity, Mathematics for Physics and Physicists, Vol. 47 (Prince-

ton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2007).

Appendix A: Fluctuation and Dissipation in a cavity

Summation over modes in a cavity leads us to the fluctuation and dissipation integrals in Eqgs. (79) and (80).
Taking into account the density of modes in Eq. (35) results in the two main integrals,
I = / do w? cos w)( )) (A1)
t
I = /0 dw—i Sm(“g )) (A2)
for the fluctuation and dissipation terms, respectively. These can be rewritten as
d4
Il = W'Jla (AS)
d4
where,
o0 !/
Ji— / do—T) (A5)
(w Wf) + 2
Ty = / d _sin(wt’) (A6)
(W —we)?+72

and 7/ =t —t'. Both I; and I5 can be evaluated in terms of distributions. We now proceed to calculate each integral,
starting with J; o and then I ».

1. Evaluation of J;»

Eq. (A4) can be written in terms of a Fourier transform,

o

We use the following convention for the convolution of two

sin wT

/oood“’(w W) +

We can use the convolution theorem to solve (A7).
functions,

)erJT
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For the Heaviside, we have the Fourier transform,
F(r) = / dwH (w)e™™ = n8(7) + P <Z> ,
oo T
where P denotes the Cauchy principal value. Using [88],

P(1>= L i),

T T + i€

we have

1

1) = [ et -
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For the Lorentzian the Fourier transform reads,
o] ein T .
g(r) = / dw——m——r = eIl
oo (W—we) T+ Y

Using the convolution theorem,

[ee]
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We can again use the convolution theorem to solve (A13). We have,
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where w, > 0. The convolution of Eq. (A14) and (A15) reads,
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Finally, using
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we find,
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Putting it all together and taking the imaginary part of the result we arrive at
o sinwT ™
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The integral J; can be written as a Fourier transform,
1 00 eiw’r
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Again using (A12) we have,
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2. Distributional derivatives

We now need to take derivatives of J; 5. Note these are discontinuous and exist only in the sense of distributions
[89]. Define the action of a distribution 7" on a test function ¢ as the inner product

wo - [ " T (@)(x) (A22)

and the derivative of a distribution as
(T",¢) = —(T,¢') (A23)

To evaluate the derivatives of J; » we note that discontinuities spring from the the eIl terms, for which the first
derivative is

die_""T| = —vsign(r)e 7l (A24)
-

We can evaluate higher derivatives by considering their effects on a test function ¢(7). We have,
d
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We conclude,
d2
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Generalizing to higher orders we find,
3
% (6_7‘7—') = —278' (1) — 43sign(r)e 171, (A27)
-
d4
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Through repeated applications of the above derivative rules we can compute Egs. (A3) and (A4). We have,

. - / . 1" T
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where as in the main text we define v = y/w.. We can further simplify this result by introducing certain distribution
identities.



3. Distribution identities

Consider the action of the §”(7) cos(w.7) distribution on a test function,
(0" (7) cos(wer), p(7)) = (3"(7), cos(weT)$(T)) = (5(7), (cos(weT)¢"(7)))
(8(7), (—2we sin(rwe)¢' (1) + cos(twe )" (T)+ —wze(T) cos(twe)))
¢"(0) = w26 (0) = (3(r") — wid(r), é(7))

Therefore,
8" (1) cos(wer) = 8" (1) — w2d(7).

Following similar steps, we also have the following identities, used throughout the main text,

0(1) cos(wer) = (1),

8 (1) sin(wer) = —wd(T),
8 (1) cos(wer) = —=8'(7),
8" (1) sin(wet) = 2w.d" (7).
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