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Quantum entanglement transfer assisted via Duffing nonlinearity
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We propose a scheme to enhance quantum entanglement in an optomechanical system by exploiting the so-
called Duffing nonlinearity. Our model system consists of two mechanically coupled mechanical resonators,
both driven by an optical field. One resonator supports Duffing nonlinearity, while the other does not. The
resonators are coupled to each other via the so-called phonon hopping mechanism. The hopping rate is 6-phase-
dependent that induces Exceptional Points (EPs) singularities in the system. Interestingly, while the resonator
with Duffing nonlinearity exhibits vanishing bipartite entanglement, we observe an entanglement transfer phe-
nomenon into the other mechanical resonator. This nonlinearly induced entanglement demonstrates superior
robustness against thermal fluctuations compared to entanglement generated without the nonlinearity. Addi-
tionally, this entanglement features the sudden death and revival phenomenon, where the peaks happen at the
multiple of 6 = Z. This work opens a new avenue for exploiting nonlinear resources to generate robust quan-
tum entanglement, paving the way for advancements in quantum information processing, quantum sensing, and

quantum computing within complex systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Optomechanics, a field exploring the interplay between
light and mechanical motion, has emerged as a captivating
platform for investigating diverse physical phenomena across
classical [1-5] and quantum regimes [6-9]. Within the clas-
sical domain, researchers have observed numerous intrigu-
ing behaviors, including synchronization [10-13], nonlinear
dynamics [14-17], and even chaos-like states [18, 19]. On
the other hand, the quantum realm unveils fascinating prop-
erties such as quantum correlations [20-22] and nonclassical
states [23-25]. These quantum effects, particularly squeezed
[26] and entangled states [27-29], constitute cornerstones of
quantum physics. Notably, quantum entanglement holds im-
mense significance for various quantum technologies, includ-
ing quantum information processing [30, 31], quantum com-
puting [32], and high-precision sensing [33].

Given the pivotal role of entanglement in numerous quan-
tum technology applications, there is a pressing need to
develop novel mechanisms for generating robust entangled
states, ones that can withstand decoherence and thermal fluc-
tuations. In this regard, researchers have exploited various
nonlinear phenomena, such as the cross-Kerr effect and para-
metric amplification, to enhance quantum entanglement in
optomechanical systems. More recently, exceptional points
(EPs), non-Hermitian degeneracies, have been proposed as a
tool to engineer stable and robust entanglement [34]. How-
ever, synthesizing EPs in physical systems presents a signifi-
cant challenge. It often necessitates precise tuning of system
parameters to achieve the so-called balanced gain-loss condi-
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tion, which can be experimentally demanding. This challenge
has been recently addressed by the concept of synthetic mag-
netism, enabling the engineering of EPs even in lossy systems.
This approach has paved the way for generating noise-tolerant
optomechanical entanglement via dark-mode breaking [35].

This work builds upon these advancements by proposing
a novel scheme that combines the effects of nonlinearity and
synthetic magnetism to achieve robust quantum entanglement.
Our model system comprises an electromagnetic field driving
two mechanically coupled resonators with a phase-dependent
phonon-hopping mechanism. This phase dependence resem-
bles synthetic magnetism, leading to the emergence of EPs
singularities within the system. To introduce nonlinearity, we
consider a scenario where one of the resonators exhibits Duff-
ing nonlinearity [36]. Interestingly, our investigation reveals
that while bipartite entanglement vanishes in the Duffing-
nonlinear resonator, a process of entanglement transfer oc-
curs, assisted by this nonlinearity, to the other mechanical res-
onator. Furthermore, the nonlinearity enhances the stability
of the system, allowing for the generation of even stronger
entanglement under high driving strengths. Additionally, the
nonlinearly induced entanglement demonstrates superior re-
silience against thermal fluctuations compared to entangle-
ment generated without the nonlinear effect. This work show-
cases the potential of Duffing nonlinearity as a valuable tool
for enhancing quantum entanglement.

By exploring the utilization of nonlinear effects for en-
tanglement generation, our proposal paves the way for ad-
vancements in information processing and quantum comput-
ing within complex systems. The remaining sections of this
paper are structured as follows. Section II details our model,
presents the associated dynamical equations, and analyzes the
linear stability of the system. Section III delves into the entan-
glement properties and the influence of Duffing nonlinearity.
Finally, Section IV concludes the paper.
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II. MODEL AND DYNAMICS

We consider two coupled mechanical resonators, both
driven by an optical field (shown in Fig.1). The resonators are
coupled through a phonon hopping J,, mechanism, exhibiting
a synthetic magnetism through the phase modulation 6. The
first resonator supports a Duffing nonlinearity captured by its
amplitude 7).
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FIG. 1: Schematic of the optomechanical system. An electromag-
netic field (mode a) is driving two mechanically coupled mechanical
resonators (b ;). The phonon hopping (J;;) between the two mechan-
ical resonators is modulated through the phase 0 that induces a syn-
thetic magnetism. The optomechanical coupling between the elec-
tromagnetic field and each mechanical resonator is denoted by g.

Within a reference frame rotating at the driving frequency
(®p), the system’s Hamiltonian is described by (setting 72 = 1):

H=—Ad'a+ Z a)jb';bj —gaTa(bj—i-bj-)
j=12

+In(€b by + e ®byb]) +iE™ (a' + a) (1

+ g(bl + b7)4,
where a(a®) and b j(b;) represent the annihilation (creation)

bosonic operators of the cavity field and the j* mechanical

resonator (having frequency ®;), respectively. The detuning
is defined as A = @, — w,, where, @. is the cavity frequency.
The other parameters are the optomechanical coupling g, for
each resonator, and the amplitude of the driving field is E™.

Using the Heisenberg equation, the Quantum Langevin
Equations (QLEs) derived from the Hamiltonian Eq.(1)
yields,

i = ( i<A+Zj:172g(b;+bj) ) —x )a
+\/Eain+\/fain’

b, = —(% + i1 )by — iJye®by +igata @)
=2in (b1 +b7)’ + TibY

by = —(% +ian)by — iJne by +igata
+Tb.
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Here, E™ has been substituted by \/xa with a being re-

lated to the input power P as o = %. The cavity and
mechanical dissipations are captured by k and y;, respectively.
Moreover, a" and b} denote the zero-mean noise operators

characterized by their autocorrelations functions,

(@™ (t)a™ (1)) = 8(1 1), 3)
(@™ (1)a"(1')) = 0, @)
(BB (") = (n), +1)8 (e —1"), 5)
(BT ObT () = n (1), (©6)

. ~1
with ntj h = {exp (El%) - 1} representing the number of
phonons at temperature 7" and kp the Boltzmann constant.

To obtain the system’s quadratures, the nonlinear set of
equations (2) can be linearized through a standard lineariza-
tion process. This involves splitting operators into their mean
values and fluctuations, & = (&) + 8 0, where 0 = (a,b;). By
setting & = (a), and B; = (b;)), the dynamical mean values of
our system yields,

a = (A-%)a+xa™,

Bi =—(%+io)B —iJue® B +iglaf?
. o @)
) _2”7 (ﬁl + ﬁl ) ) ]
B =—(%+ian)B—ime P +iglal?,
and the fluctuation dynamics reads,
8a = (iA-%)8a+iY; i,G(8b]+8b;)
+v/Ka™,
8by =—(% +iw)8b; —ilyye® by +i(G*Sa ®
- +G8a") —iN(8bi + 8b7) + /T
8by = —(% +iw)8by —iJue 8by +i(G*a
+G8a’) + /BbY,

where both the effective detuning and the optomechanical
coupling are defined respectively as: A=A+2Y i=1,28Re(f))
and G = ga. From now on, we will assume that « is
real, meaning that G is real as well. Furthermore, A =
241(R(B1))? captures the nonlinear process. The fluctuation

dynamics in Eq.(8) can be put in its compact form,
i=Ax+ty, )

where x = (8a, 8a', 8by, b1, 8b,,8b5)", and the noise vector

y = (VK™ /xa", abi, Sab ebi, ebyT)T. The

matrix A is given by:

Ay A Agz
A= A;z ATZ A |, (10)
Az Ay Az
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The system’s steady-state solution is achieved when the
mean values in Eq.(7) become time-independent (¢t = 8, =0).
Stability diagrams, shown in Fig. 2, are then generated using
the Routh-Hurwitz criterion and the steady-state values within
the A matrix.
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FIG. 2: Stability diagrams. (a) Driving strength ™ vs the non-
linear amplitude 1 for k¥ =2 x 107! and J,, = 1 x 10~2. (b) Driv-
ing strength o vs the cavity decay rate k for 7 = 1 x 107> and
Jn=1x 1072, The dark color is stable, while the light color is unsta-
ble. The other parameters are @) = W) = Wy, Y1 =P =1 X 1075wy,
A=—@p, g=5x10"*w, and 6 = .

Fig.2(a) shows the stability diagram in (17, a™) space. It
could be seen that for a wide range of the Duffing nonlin-
ear parameters, the system is stable for a driving strength

up to ™ ~ 150060;/ 2. It can also be seen that the stability
of the system improves slightly as the nonlinearity increases.
For 1 = 10> w,,, Fig.2(b) displays stability of the system in
(%, o) space. It can clearly be seen that the system is stable
for a wide range of k. Here we have considered the synthetic
phase to be, 6 ~ /2, which corresponds to the optimal value
of 6 around which the logarithmic negativity is strong enough,
as could be seen later. For our study of quantum entangle-
ment, we assume that the given system fulfills the stability
conditions depicted in Fig.2.

III.  STATIONARY ENTANGLEMENT TRANSFER

We define the quantum quadratures as follows:

_ 8d'+éa ;8a'—8a _ o] +5b/ _ 8bj—6b;
ox = 7 , 0y = 7 ,0q,; ,Opj=i ,\/E .
int mn
with their corresponding noise operators Sxin = %,
int in in in
_ 611"” 511"’ m _ 6blj'n +0b] 8b ab,
Sy = , 0" = 7 and 5p N

By using Eq. (8) the system quadratures can be written in its
compact form as,

u=Mu+z, (17
where the quadratures vector is ul =
(0x,8y,8q1,0p1,8¢2,6p2), with the cor-
responding  noise vector  set  as 7 =
(VEX" Ky RGP, T, TpY).  The drift
matrix is:

M, My M
M= ML, M, My |, (18)

T T
Mi; M3 M

where M; and M;; are blocs of 2 x 2 matrices defined as,

_x _&
My = ( 2 —g)’ (19)
m=( 2 @ 20
2T —eara) -4 ) (20)
_»n
Ms = (—(32 _“’%) @1)
_ [(—2Im(G) 0
Mz = (—2Re(G) o)’ @2)
_ [(—2Im(G) 0
Mz = <—2Re(G) 0)’ 3)
Jnsin@® J, cosO
My = (—Jmcose Jmsin9> (24)

The diagonal blocks denoted as M; fori = 1,2,3 correspond
to the optical mode (i = 1), the first mechanical mode (i = 2),
and the second mechanical mode (i = 3), respectively. The
off-diagonal blocks capture the correlations between different
system components: M, and M3 describe the correlations
between the driving field and the mechanical resonators, while
M>3 represents the correlations between the two mechanical
modes themselves. Bipartite entanglement within this system
can be quantified using the logarithmic negativity (Ex), which
can be evaluated by tracing out the non-necessary third mode.
EN is defined as,

Ey = max[0,—In(2v7)], (25)

where v = % \/):(V) —/X(V)? —4detV. The covariance

matrix V contains elements defined as,

v, ((Miuj;r“juﬁ) , 26)
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FIG. 3: (a) Entanglement between the electromagnetic field and the
nonlinear resonator (mode b;y) versus the synthetic phase 6. (b)
Entanglement between the electromagnetic field and the linear res-
onator (mode b;) versus the synthetic phase 8. The solid line is with-
out Duffing nonlinearity (1 = 0), while the dash-dotted and dashed
lines are for n = 5 x 10 %@,, and N = 5 x 107> ®,,, respectively.
We have used k =2 x 10~ @y, Jyy =2 x 1071 @, & = 1500 and
ng, = 100. The other parameters are as in Fig.2.

where u; and u; represent quadratures of the system’s opera-
tors. Notably, V can be expressed as a standard 2 x 2 matrix,

A C

such that ¥ (V) = detA + detB — 2detC.
Under the condition of system stability, the covariance ma-
trix V satisfies the Lyapunov equation,

MV +VMT = —D, (28)

where D = Diag[X, 5, % (204 + 1), 4 (20, + 1), 220y, +
1),%(2ng, + 1)]. The diagonal elements of D, Dj;, represent
the individual noise terms for each system component. These
terms include the cavity decay rate (k) for the optical mode
and the mechanical dissipation rates (7;) for the two mechan-
ical resonators. Notably, each term is scaled by a factor of
(2ny, +1). This factor accounts for the contribution of thermal
noise to the overall dissipation within the system. The matrix
D is referred to as the matrix of noise correlations. This ter-
minology emphasizes that the diagonal elements D;; are not
simply independent noise sources, but rather they represent
the inherent correlations between these noise terms due to the
system’s thermal environment.

Fig.3 captures how the bipartite entanglement between the
driving field and each mechanical resonator varies with the
synthetic phase 0. The interaction with the first mechanical
resonator is depicted in Fig.3(a), while entanglement involv-
ing the second mechanical resonator is shown in Fig.3(b). In
these figures, the solid line represents the case without the
Duffing nonlinearity (1 = 0), while the dash-dotted and the
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dashed lines are for n =5 x 10w, and n = 5 x 10> @,,,
respectively. For 1 = 0, these figures show how the entangle-
ment is modulated by the synthetic phase. Indeed, the entan-
glement Ey drops around 6 = nx for n € N, and it reaches
its optimal value at the vicinity of 6 = mm/2 where m is and
odd number. This dynamical behavior of the entanglement is
reminiscent of sudden death and revival of entanglement in-
duced through exceptional points in [34]. Interestingly, for
our system with np = 0, the synthetic magnetism phase might
also harbor exceptional points for 6 = mz/2. When 1 # 0,
Fig. 3(a) suggests a general weakening of the entanglement
between the driving field and the first mechanical resonator
(supporting the Duffing nonlinearity). Conversely, Fig. 3(b)
indicates an enhancement of entanglement with the second
mechanical resonator (free of the Duffing term). This implies
that the Duffing nonlinearity tends to suppress entanglement
on the resonator it resides in, while transferring it towards the
connected, nonlinearity-free resonator.

Figures 4 delve deeper into the influence of the Duffing
nonlinearity by examining how entanglement between the op-
tical field and each mechanical resonator varies with the driv-
ing field strength ™ (Figs.4 (a,b)) and the cavity decay rate
K (Figs.4(c,d)). The solid line again represents the case with-
out the nonlinearity (1) = 0). As the nonlinear parameter (1)
increases, the key observation is a decrease and eventual van-
ishing of entanglement with the nonlinear resonator (Figs.
4(a,c)). Conversely, there is a corresponding enhancement
of entanglement with the nonlinearity-free resonator (Figs.
4(b,d)). Beyond this entanglement transfer induced by the
Duffing nonlinearity, Fig. 2(a) also suggests that this nonlin-
earity improves system stability. This stability improvement,
in turn, allows for entanglement to persist over a wider range
of parameter values compared to the case where the resonators
lack the Duffing term. Therefore, these results highlight the
potential of nonlinear effects for manipulating and enhancing
entanglement in coupled resonators.

Figures 5 investigate the robustness and stability of entan-
glement against thermal fluctuations. Figure 5(a) depicts the
entanglement behavior with respect to the Duffing nonlinear-
ity for the resonator supporting the nonlinearity, while Fig.
5(b) shows the same information for the nonlinearity-free res-
onator. The solid line in these figures represents the case with
no thermal noise (n,;, = 0), while the dashed line corresponds
to a finite thermal phonon number (n,;, = 100). Examining the
solid lines confirms that the Duffing nonlinearity enhances en-
tanglement. While some decrease in entanglement strength is
observed for the nonlinearity-free resonator in the presence of
thermal fluctuations, the transferred entanglement exhibits a
superior level of robustness compared to that generated di-
rectly on the Duffing resonator (compare the solid lines in
Fig. 5(a) and (b)). The robustness of the transferred entan-
glement is further emphasized in Figs. 5(c,d), which depict
the logarithmic negativity as a function of the thermal phonon
number. By comparing the dashed and dash-dotted lines in
these figures, it becomes clear that the transferred entangle-
ment exhibits greater resilience against thermal fluctuations
as the nonlinearity strength increases. These findings demon-
strate how Duffing nonlinearity can be harnessed to promote
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FIG. 4: Entanglement between the optical field with the nonlinear resonator (a), and with the linear resonator (b) versus the driving field oin.
Entanglement between the optical field with the nonlinear resonator (c), and with the linear resonator (d) versus the cavity decay rate k. In
all these figures, the solid line is without Duffing nonlinearity (1 = 0), while the dash-dotted and dashed lines are for 1 =5 x 10 °¢,, and

1 =5 x 107 @, respectively. The phonon number is nzlh2 = 100 for all figures, while in (c,d) o = 1000. The rest of the parameters are as

in Fig.3.

strong and thermally stable entanglement, leading to potential
advancements in quantum information processing and quan-
tum computing within complex systems that incorporate non-
linearities.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigated stationary entanglement in an
optomechanical system involving a single optical field driv-
ing two coupled mechanical resonators. The inter-resonator
phonon hopping rate was modulated to induce a synthetic
magnetism effect. Additionally, one of the resonators incorpo-
rated a Duffing nonlinearity. Utilizing experimentally achiev-
able parameters, we demonstrated a slight improvement in
system stability, a favorable condition for enhancing station-
ary entanglement. For the case without the Duffing nonlinear-
ity, the logarithmic negativity exhibited the phenomenon of
sudden death and revival of entanglement. The entanglement

reached optimal values near the synthetic phase of 8 = m7
(where m is an odd integer) and vanished around 6 = nx
(where 7 is any integer). Following a strategic selection of
the synthetic phase, we observed a weakening and eventual
vanishing of entanglement between the optical field and the
Duffing resonator when the nonlinearity became sufficiently
strong. However, there was a corresponding enhancement of
entanglement with the nonlinearity-free resonator. This be-
havior suggests a process of entanglement transfer facilitated
by the Duffing nonlinearity. Notably, the transferred entan-
glement displayed superior robustness against thermal fluctu-
ations. Our findings pave the way for further exploration of
entanglement transfer phenomena in complex systems. These
results hold promise for generating robust and stable entan-
glement in nonlinear systems, which could prove instrumen-
tal for advancements in quantum information processing and
quantum computing applications.
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FIG. 5: Entanglement between the optical field with the nonlinear resonator (a), and with the linear resonator (b) versus the nonlinear term 1).
Entanglement between the electromagnetic field with the nonlinear resonator (c), and with the linear resonator (d) versus the thermal phonon
number 7. In (a,b), the solid line is for n;,—¢ and the dashed line is for n,,—1¢g. In (c,d), the solid line is without Duffing nonlinearity (n = 0),
while the dash-dotted and dashed lines are for 1 =5 x 10 %@, and 1 = 5 x 10~ @), respectively. The driving field is a = 1500 in (a,b)

and o = 1000 in (c,d). The rest of the parameters are as in Fig.3.
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