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We propose a novel and experimentally feasible approach to achieve high-efficiency ground-state
cooling of a mechanical oscillator in an optomechanical system under the deeply unresolved sideband
condition with the assistance of both intracavity and extracavity squeezing. In the scheme, a
degenerate optical parametric amplifier is placed inside the optical cavity, generating the intracavity
squeezing; besides, the optical cavity is driven by externally generated squeezing light, namely
the extracavity squeezing. The quantum interference effect generated by intracavity squeezing and
extracavity squeezing can completely suppress the non-resonant Stokes heating process while greatly
enhancing the anti-Stokes cooling process. Therefore, the joint-squeezing scheme is capable of
cooling the mechanical oscillators to their quantum ground state in a regime far away from the
resolved sideband condition. Compared with other traditional optomechanical cooling schemes, the
single-photon cooling rate in this joint-squeezing scheme can be tremendously enlarged by nearly
three orders of magnitude. At the same time, the coupling strength required to achieve ground-
state cooling can be significantly reduced. This scheme is promising for cooling large-mass and
low-frequency mechanical oscillators, which provides a prerequisite for preparing and manipulating
non-classical states in macroscopic quantum systems and lays a significant foundation for quantum
manipulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cavity optomechanics mainly studies the interaction
between the electromagnetic radiation field and mechani-
cal degrees of freedom mediated by the radiation pressure
force [1–4]. The electromagnetic radiation field ranges
from microwave [5–7] to optical bands [8–11], meanwhile
the vibration frequency and mass of the mechanical os-
cillator cover a wide range (mass typically ranges from
10−20 kilograms to several kilograms, frequency ranges
from a few hertz to gigahertz) [1–4]. Owing to these supe-
rior characteristics, cavity optomechanical systems have
opened up new avenues both in fundamental and applied
aspects. From the perspective of fundamental quantum
physics, cavity optomechanical systems act as a fasci-
nating platform to study large-scale quantum phenom-
ena [12–18], quantum-classical transitions [19, 20] and
quantum decoherence [21]. With regard to applications,
cavity optomechanical systems can not only hold great
promise for applications in quantum precision measure-
ment (including detecting untrasensitive mass [22, 23],
displacement [24–27], force [28, 29], accelerometer [30],
and gravitational waves [31, 32]); but also pave the way
for quantum information processing through implement-
ing optical isolators and circulators [33, 34], microwave-
optical converter [35–43], as well as light storage [44, 45].
However, in order to observe quantum effects or prepare
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non-classical states such as quantum squeezed [46–48]
or entangled [12–18, 49–52] states in macroscopic cav-
ity optomechanical systems serving for certain quantum
information tasks, it is essentially necessary to suppress
the thermal noise of the surrounding environment firstly,
that is, the macroscopic mechanical oscillators need to
be cooled to their quantum ground states [53].

Theoretical studies have demonstrated that ground-
state cooling of mechanical oscillators could be achieved
under the resolved sideband condition (that is, the dis-
sipation of the cavity mode is less than the vibration
frequency of the mechanical oscillator) [54, 55], which
have been experimentally verified by employing various
cavity optomechanical systems, such as superconducting
microwave cavity [56], photonic crystal microcavity [57],
silicon optomechanical crystal [58], and others [59]. How-
ever, from a practical perspective, realistic optomechani-
cal systems generally operate in the unresolved sideband
regime when the mass of the mechanical oscillator is rel-
atively large and the frequency is relatively low, where
the suspended mirror of the laser interferometer gravita-
tional wave detector is a well-known example [31, 32, 60].
Therefore, it is necessarily demanded to develop new
schemes for ground-state cooling of mechanical oscillators
under unresolved sideband conditions. At present, vari-
ous theoretical and experimental proposals for unresolved
sideband regimes have been proposed, including adopt-
ing second-order coupling in membrane cavity optome-
chanical systems to equivalently increase the vibration
frequency of the mechanical oscillator [61]; utilizing dis-
sipative coupling mechanisms to modulate the dissipation
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rate of the optical field [62–64]; adopting measurement-
based feedback cooling [65]; employing quantum interfer-
ence effects based on the optomechanically induced trans-
parency phenomenon [66–70] to eliminate the heating ef-
fect caused by quantum backaction; and so on. Recently,
intracavity squeezing [71–73] or extracavity squeezing
[74, 75] schemes are proposed to achieve ground-state
cooling beyond the resolved sideband limit. Compared
with the extracavity squeezing scheme, the intracavity
squeezing scheme can achieve better ground-state cool-
ing in a broader range of dissipation. However, it comes
with more stringent requirements for parameters. Specif-
ically, an extremely large optical-mechanical coupling
strength is necessarily required when the cavity field dis-
sipation is large [72]. It is therefore imperative to de-
velop efficient and experiment-friendly ground-state cool-
ing schemes beyond the resolved sideband regime.

In light of the exceptional importance of these previous
studies, we propose an innovative and efficient ground-
state cooling scheme taking advantage of joint squeez-
ing from both intracavity and extracavity. More specif-
ically, the intracavity squeezing is generated by plac-
ing a second-order nonlinear crystal inside the cavity,
while the extracavity squeezing results from driving the
cavity by externally generated squeezing light. It is
worth noting that our proposal is friendly for experimen-
tal implementation, as both intracavity [76] and extra-
cavity [26, 32, 74] squeezing have already been exper-
imentally demonstrated. In this study, we show that
by engineering the quantum interference effect gener-
ated by intracavity squeezing and extracavity squeezing,
the mechanical oscillator in the unresolved sideband con-
dition can be effectively cooled to its quantum ground
state. Meanwhile, we detailedly analyze the advantages
of this joint squeezing scheme compared with conven-
tional sideband cooling, individual intracavity squeezing
or individual extracavity squeezing scheme. It is found
that our joint squeezing scheme increases the single-
photon cooling rate by nearly three orders of magnitude,
while greatly reducing the coupling strength required to
achieve ground-state cooling.

The structure of this paper is arranged as follows. In
Sec. II, we introduce the theoretical model based on joint
squeezing. Then we analyze the expression of the quan-
tum noise spectrum and investigate the condition of com-
pletely suppressing the non-resonant Stokes heating pro-
cess. In Sec. III, we numerically simulate the quantum
noise spectrum, the effective single-photon cooling rate,
as well as the minimum phonon number of the mechani-
cal oscillator that can be achieved. Besides, by compar-
ing our proposal with three conventional ground-state
cooling schemes, the advantages of greatly increasing
the single-photon cooling rate and reducing the coupling
strength are explored. Finally, the content of this paper
is summarized in Sec. IV.
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Figure 1. A schematic diagram of a standard cavity op-
tomechanical system with both intracavity and extracavity
squeezing. A second-order nonlinear crystal is placed inside
the cavity to generate intracavity squeezing; meanwhile, an
externally generated squeezing light is injected into the cav-
ity from the fixed cavity mirror end, forming the extracavity
squeezing noise.

II. MODEL

A. System Hamiltonian and Equations of Motion

We consider a typical Fabry-Pérot cavity optome-
chanical system with the assistance of both intracav-
ity and extracavity squeezing, as displayed in Fig. 1.
On the one hand, a second-order nonlinear crystal is
placed inside the cavity to generate degenerate paramet-
ric down-conversion, that is, a photon with frequency
ωap

can generate two degenerate photons with frequency
ωas

= ωap
/2, which forms the intracavity squeezing. On

the other hand, the externally generated squeezing light
drives the cavity from the outside of the fixed mirror,
which is the so-called extracavity squeezing. The Hamil-
tonian of this joint-squeezing scheme can thus be written
as (ℏ = 1)

H = ωas
a†sas + ωap

a†pap + ωmb†b+ (ϵ0a
2
sa

†
p + ϵ∗0a

†2
s ap)

+gsa
†
sas(b

† + b) + gpa
†
pap(b

† + b) +Hdrive, (1)

in which as, ap and b represent the annihilation operators
of the optical fundamental mode, the optical pumping
mode in the cavity and the mechanical oscillator, respec-
tively. The frequency of the mechanical mode reads ωm.
ϵ0 denotes the coupling strength between the optical fun-
damental mode and the pumping mode, whose quantita-
tive value is related to the second-order nonlinear coeffi-
cient χ(2) of the nonlinear medium. gs (gp) describes the
corresponding single-photon coupling strength between
the intracavity optical fundamental mode (optical pump-
ing mode) and the mechanical mode. And the driving
term reads Hdrive = Ese

iωl,stas+Epe
iωl,ptap+h.c., where

Es (Ep) and ωl,s (ωl,p) respectively indicate the driving
amplitude and the driving frequency of the optical fun-
damental mode (pumping mode), satisfying the relation-
ship that ωl,p = 2ωl,s. Note that the above Hamiltonian
is only associated with the intracavity squeezing term
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while not explicitly relevant to the extracavity squeezing
term, which would be demonstrated later in the equa-
tions of motion.

Employing the Heisenberg equations of motion accord-
ing to the Hamiltonian Eq. (1) and taking account of
the dissipation-fluctuation theory, the quantum Langevin
equations in the rotating frames relative to the driving
laser (i.e., as → ase

−iωl,st, ap → ape
−iωl,pt) are obtained

as

ȧs = (−i∆s − κs/2) as − 2iϵ∗0a
†
sap − igsas

(
b+ b†

)
−Es −

√
κsa

in
s ,

ȧp = (−i∆p − κp/2) ap − iϵ0a
2
s − igpap

(
b+ b†

)
−Ep −

√
κpa

in
p ,

ḃ = (−iωm − γ/2) b− igsa
†
sas − igpa

†
pap −

√
γbin.(2)

∆j = ωj − ωl,j (j = s, p) denotes the detuning between
the optical fundamental mode (j = s) or the pumping
mode (j = p) from the corresponding driving laser, re-
spectively. κs (κp) represents the total dissipation rate
of the optical mode as (ap), while γ indicates the corre-
sponding dissipation rate of the mechanical mode. ains ,
ainp and bin refer to the relevant input quantum noises
arising from the inevitable coupling with surrounding en-
vironments.

The quantum noise of the mechanical mode can be
characterized by the second-order correlation function
⟨bin (t) bin† (t′)⟩ = (n̄th + 1)δ(t − t′), ⟨bin† (t) bin (t′)⟩ =
n̄thδ(t − t′) with zero mean average, where n̄th =
1/[exp(ℏωm/kBT ) − 1] denotes the mean thermal oc-
cupation number of the mechanical oscillator, T repre-
sents the temperature of the surrounding environment,
and kB describes the Boltzmann constant. Owing to
the extracavity squeezing interaction resulting from in-
jecting an externally generated squeezing light into the
cavity from the fixed cavity mirror end, the optical fun-
damental and pumping fields can be regarded as emerg-
ing in an squeezed environment [74, 75], in which the
quantum noise of the optical field fulfills the relation

⟨ain†j (ω)ainj (ω′)⟩ = δ(ω + ω′)ns, ⟨ainj (ω)ainj (ω′)⟩ = δ(ω +

ω′)mse
−2iϕs (j = s, p), where ns = sinh2(rs), ms =

cosh(rs) sinh(rs) =
√

ns(ns + 1) with rs being the
squeezing factor, and ϕs represents the relevant squeezing
phase of the effective squeezed environment.

When the driving intensity of the laser is relatively
strong and the average number of photons in the cavity
is relatively large, the standard linearization technique
can be performed, in which the field annihilation oper-
ator of each mode can be expressed as the sum of the
steady-state classical average value and the correspond-
ing quantum fluctuation operator, namely O = ⟨O⟩+ δO
(O = as, ap, b, ains , ainp , bin). Substituting them into
the Langevin Eq. (2), the classical average value should

satisfy the following equations

0 = (−i∆s − κs/2)αs − 2iϵ∗0α
∗
sαp − igsαs (β + β∗)− Es,

0 = (−i∆p − κp/2)αp − iϵ0α
2
s − igpαp (β + β∗)− Ep,

0 = (−iωm − γ/2)β − igsα
∗
sαs − igpα

∗
pαp, (3)

in which the average value of each mode is written as
⟨aj⟩ = αj (j = s, p), and ⟨b⟩ = β, respectively. When
the amplitude of the driving laser is large enough to sat-
isfy the condition |αs,p| ≫ 1, the Langevin equation of
the quantum fluctuation operators can neglect the high-
order terms and only retain the linear terms, therefore
the quantum Langevin equations can be formulated as

˙δas =
(
−i∆eff

s − κs/2
)
δas − 2iϵ∗0αpδa

†
s − 2iϵ∗0α

∗
sδap

−igsαs

(
δb+ δb†

)
−
√
κsδa

in
s ,

˙δap =
(
−i∆eff

p − κp/2
)
δap − 2iϵ0αsδas −

√
κpδa

in
p

−igpαp

(
δb+ δb†

)
,

δ̇b = (−iωm − γ/2) δb− igs
(
α∗
sδas + αsδa

†
s

)
−igp

(
α∗
pδap + αpδa

†
p

)
−√

γδbin, (4)

where the effective detuning reads ∆eff
j = ∆j+gj(β+β∗)

(j = s, p).
The optical pumping field ap can be adiabatically elim-

inated when possessing large detuning or dissipation, re-
sulting

δap =
1

i∆eff
p + κp/2

[−2iϵ0αsδas − igpαp

(
δb+ δb†

)
−√

κpδa
in
p ]. (5)

Inserting this equation into the Langevin equations
of motion, we find that the fundamental shapes of
as and b remain nearly the same, however, the ef-
fective detuning, dissipation, coupling strength, and
noise terms have a corresponding modification term.
The detailed expressions are too sophisticated to be
demonstrated here, which will be displayed in Ap-
pendix A. According to Refs. [72, 75], the influence of
the pump light field ap on each modification term of
as and b can be ignored or absorbed when ∆eff

p ≫

max

[√
g2p |αp|2 κp/ωm,

√
κp/κs |2ϵ0αs|

]
. Therefore, the

pumping field ap can be completely regarded as a clas-
sical field under the above conditions. We only need to
concentrate on the reduced Hamiltonian

H = ∆a†a+ωmb†b+G(a†+a)(b†+b)+(ϵ∗a2+ϵa†2). (6)

For convenience, the δ symbols in the quantum fluctua-
tions have been omitted here. Besides, the optical fun-
damental mode as is abbreviated as a, and the effec-
tive detuning is abbreviated as ∆ = ∆eff

s . The effective
coupling strength between the optical field and the me-
chanical oscillator after the linearization procedure de-
notes G = gsαs (the coupling strength has been set to a
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real number without loss of generality, which can be eas-
ily achieved by adjusting the phase of the driving laser).
The last term (ϵ∗a2 + ϵa†2) corresponds to the intracav-
ity squeezing term generated by the second-order nonlin-
ear crystal inside the cavity, where the coupling strength
reads ϵ = ϵ∗0αp. We set ϵ = |ϵ|eiϕϵ

in the following dis-
cussions, in which |ϵ| and ϕϵ represent the strength and
phase of the intracavity squeezing, respectively. Accord-
ing to the reduced Hamiltonian Eq. (6), the Langevin
equations of motion for each mode can be simplified as

ȧ = −i∆a− κ

2
a− iG(b† + b)− 2iϵa† −

√
κain,

ḃ = −iωmb− γ

2
b− iG(a† + a)−√

γbin, (7)

where the optical field is emerged in the squeezing envi-
ronment (extracavity squeezing), satisfying the relation-
ship ⟨ain†(ω)ain(ω′)⟩ = δ(ω + ω′)ns, ⟨ain(ω)ain(ω′)⟩ =
δ(ω + ω′)mse

−2iϕs . The corresponding parameters read

ns = sinh2(rs), ms = cosh(rs) sinh(rs) =
√
ns(ns + 1),

where rs is the external squeezing parameter. It is worth
noting that the dissipation κ of the optical field gener-
ally consists of two parts, which are the external dissipa-
tion (the dissipation related to the input-output relation-
ship) κex and the intrinsic dissipation κ0, respectively,
i.e., κ = κex + κ0. For convenience, we only consider the
situation of κ0 = 0 in this work. The case of κ0 ̸= 0 is
left in the near future.

B. Power spectrum of the radiation pressure force

In the previous subsection, we introduce the theoreti-
cal model and detailly formulize the Langevin equation
of motion of the system. In the following, we derive the
analytical expression of the quantum noise spectrum of
the radiation pressure force, then explore the possibili-
ties whether the present joint-squeezing scheme can com-
pletely suppress the quantum backaction in the deeply
unresolved sideband regime.

Transforming to the frequency domain, that is, O(ω) =∫ +∞
−∞ dteiωtO(t) (O = a, b, a†, b†, ain, bin), the Langevin

equation (7) then takes the following form

−iωã(ω) =
(
−i∆− κ

2

)
ã(ω)− iG

[
b̃†(ω) + b̃(ω)

]
−2iϵã†(ω)−

√
κãin(ω),

−iωb̃(ω) =
(
−iωm − γ

2

)
b̃(ω)− iG

[
ã(ω) + ã†(ω)

]
−√

γb̃in(ω). (8)

When the coupling strength between the optical field and
the mechanical mode is relatively weak, the perturbation
theory can be adopted to theoretically analyze the cool-
ing limit. According to the second formula of Eq. (8), we

can get b̃(ω) ≈ √
γb̃in(ω)/ [iω − iωm − γ/2]. Similarly, by

solving the first formula of Eq. (8), the annihilation oper-
ator of the optical field can be approximately formalized

as

ã(ω) =

√
κχ(ω)

[
2iϵχ∗(−ω)ãin†(ω)− ãin(ω)

]
1− 4|ϵ|2χ(ω)χ∗(−ω)

, (9)

in which χ(ω) = 1/ [−i (ω −∆) + κ/2] represents the op-
tical response function. Therefore, the radiation pressure
force acting on the mechanical mode reads

F (ω) = −G
(
ã†(ω) + ã(ω)

)
=

G
√
κ

1− 4|ε|2χ(ω)χ∗(−ω)

{[
1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(−ω)

]
χ(ω)ãin(ω)

+
[
1− 2iϵχ(ω)

]
χ∗(−ω)ãin†(ω)

}
. (10)

And the power spectrum of the radiation pressure force
can be further expressed as

SFF(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
⟨F (t)F (0)⟩eiωtdt

= S0
FF(ω)

∣∣∣∣[1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(ω)]χ(−ω) sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

+[1− 2iϵχ(−ω)]χ∗(ω) cosh(rs)

∣∣∣∣2, (11)

in which S0
FF(ω) = G2κ/

∣∣1−4|ϵ|2χ(ω)χ∗(−ω)
∣∣2. ω = ωm

corresponds to the anti-Stokes scattering process, which
represents the cooling process that the driving laser ab-
sorbs a phonon and scatters a photon into the cavity.
While ω = −ωm corresponds to the Stokes scatter-
ing, which describes the heating process that the driv-
ing laser simultaneously emits a phonon and a photon
in the cavity. We denote the cooling rate and heating
rate of the mechanical resonator as Γ− = SFF(ωm) and
Γ+ = SFF(−ωm), respectively.
For our joint-squeezing scheme under both extracav-

ity squeezing and intracavity squeezing (abbreviated as
ESIS), the cooling and heating rates are

ΓESIS
− = SFF(ωm)

= S0
FF(ωm)

∣∣∣∣[1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(ωm)]χ(−ωm) sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

+[1− 2iϵχ(−ωm)]χ∗(ωm) cosh(rs)

∣∣∣∣2,
ΓESIS
+ = SFF(−ωm)

= S0
FF(−ωm)

∣∣∣∣[1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(−ωm)]χ(ωm) sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

+[1− 2iϵχ(ωm)]χ∗(−ωm) cosh(rs)

∣∣∣∣2. (12)

And the net cooling rate reads ΓESIS
opt = ΓESIS

− − ΓESIS
+ .

When the system is under the unresolved sideband con-
dition κ > ωm, we can set ΓESIS

+ = SFF(−ωm) = 0 for the
sake of completely suppressing the heating effect resulted
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by the Stokes process. Then the condition of completely
suppressing the Stokes process can be simplified as

tanh(rs)e
−2iϕs = − χ∗(−ωm)[1− 2iϵχ(ωm)]

χ(ωm)[1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(−ωm)]
. (13)

And the corresponding anti-Stokes cooling rate takes the
following form

ΓESIS
− = SFF(ωm)

= S0
FF(ωm)

∣∣∣∣[1 + 2iϵ∗χ∗(ωm)]χ(−ωm) sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

+[1− 2iϵχ(−ωm)]χ∗(ωm) cosh(rs)

∣∣∣∣2. (14)

In order to analyze the advantages of our proposed ex-
tracavity and intracavity joint-squeezing scheme and ver-
ify the correctness of the formula (11), we select three sets
of special parameters to analyze the quantum noise spec-
trum. They are the common sideband cooling scheme
(abbreviated as SB), an independent intracavity squeez-
ing scheme (abbreviated as IS) and an indepentent exter-
nal squeezing scheme (abbreviated as ES), respectively.

First of all, the joint-squeezing scheme can be re-
duced to the common sideband cooling scheme when
rs = 0, ϵ = 0, in which the quantum noise spectrum
is simplified as

SSB
FF(ω) = G2κ |χ(ω)|2 , (15)

and the effective cooling and heating rates take the form
of

ΓSB
− = SSB

FF(ωm) =
G2κ

(ωm −∆)2 + κ2/4
,

ΓSB
+ = SSB

FF(−ωm) =
G2κ

(ωm +∆)2 + κ2/4
,

ΓSB
opt = ΓSB

− − ΓSB
+

=
G2κ

(ωm −∆)2 + κ2/4
− G2κ

(ωm +∆)2 + κ2/4
.(16)

These results are in good accordance with Ref. [1].

In the second special case, our proposed scheme is re-
duced to the scheme where only extracavity squeezing
exists when ϵ = 0. Then the corresponding quantum
noise spectrum reads

SES
FF(ω) = G2κ

∣∣∣∣χ(−ω) sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs + χ∗(ω) cosh(rs)

∣∣∣∣2,
(17)

and the effective cooling and heating rates can be written

as

ΓES
− = SES

FF(ωm)

= G2κ

∣∣∣∣ sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

i(ωm +∆) + κ/2
+

cosh(rs)

i(ωm −∆) + κ/2

∣∣∣∣2 ,
ΓES
+ = SES

FF(−ωm)

= G2κ

∣∣∣∣ sinh(rs)e
−2iϕs

i(−ωm +∆) + κ/2
+

cosh(rs)

i(−ωm −∆) + κ/2

∣∣∣∣2 ,
(18)

which are the same as those in Refs. [74, 75].

In the third special case, the joint-squeezing proposal
is reduced to the case with an independent intracavity
squeezing when rs = 0, in which the quantum noise spec-
trum becomes

SIS
FF(ω) =

G2κ

∣∣∣∣[1− 2iϵχ(−ω)]χ∗(ω)

∣∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣1− 4|ϵ|2χ(ω)χ∗(−ω)

∣∣∣∣2
. (19)

The resultant cooling and heating rate read

ΓIS
− =

G2κ

∣∣∣∣[1− 2iϵχ(−ωm)]χ∗(ωm)

∣∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣1− 4|ϵ|2χ(ωm)χ∗(−ωm)

∣∣∣∣2
,

ΓIS
+ =

G2κ

∣∣∣∣[1− 2iϵχ(ωm)]χ∗(−ωm)

∣∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣1− 4|ϵ|2χ(−ωm)χ∗(ωm)

∣∣∣∣2
, (20)

which are consistent with previous results in Refs. [71–
73].

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the previous section, we derived the Hamiltonian of
the system and provided an analytical expression of the
quantum noise spectrum. In this section, we will give
the numerical simulation results of the quantum noise
spectrum of the mechanical oscillator, the effective cool-
ing rate of a single photon, and the minimum phonon
number that can be achieved under the unresolved side-
band regime. Thus, we are able to compare the advan-
tages of our joint-squeezing scheme with three types of
the standard sideband cooling schemes, i.e., the com-
mon sideband cooling scheme, the independent intracav-
ity scheme, and the independent extracavity squeezing
scheme, respectively.
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Figure 2. The quantum noise spectrum of the four schemes
when κ/4ωm = 100, ∆ =

√
ω2
m + κ2/4. The green dotted

line represents the standard sideband cooling scheme (SB);
the black dotted line denotes the scheme merely with ex-
tracavity squeezing (ES); the orange solid line indicates the
scheme with independent intracavity squeezing (IS); while the
blue dotted line shows our proposed joint-squeezing scheme
by both extracavity and intracavity squeezing (ESIS). The
spectrum lines of the SB, ES, and IS regimes use the left axis;
while the ESIS scheme adopts the right axis of the dual axis.

A. Spectral property and single-photon cooling
rate

In this subsection, we first analyze the quantum noise
spectral properties of the mechanical mode and the
single-photon cooling rate.

Figure 2 shows the quantum noise spectrums of four
different kinds of cooling schemes when the dissipation
of the optical field is large (for example, κ/4ωm = 100).
It can be clearly found that when the dissipation of the
cavity mode κ is large, the Stokes process of the stan-
dard sideband cooling scheme (SB) can be compared with
the anti-Stokes process [i.e. SSB

FF(ωm) ∼ SSB
FF(−ωm)], re-

sulting the small effective cooling rate ΓSB
opt = 0.005, as

shown by the green dotted line. While the independent
extracavity squeezing scheme (ES, shown by the black
dashed line) can perfectly suppress the Stokes heating
process [i.e., SES

FF(−ωm) = 0], however, the anti-Stokes
cooling process will correpondingly be greatly reduced
[SES

FF(ωm) is only 0.005]. Therefore, the final effective
cooling rate is as small as ΓES

opt = 0.005, which is approxi-
mately the same as the standard sideband cooling scheme
(SB). Since the effective single-photon cooling rates of the
standard sideband cooling scheme and the independent
extracavity squeezing scheme have extremely small val-
ues when the cavity field dissipation is large, these two
schemes cannot cool the mechanical oscillators to their
quantum ground state when the systems are far from the
sideband-resolvable conditions. For the independent in-
tracavity squeezing scheme (IS, shown by the solid orange
line), it can be clearly seen that SIS

FF(−ωm) = 0, that is
to say, the IS scheme can completely suppress the Stokes
heating process, while the anti-Stokes cooling process still
maintains a relatively large value, resulting the final effec-
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Figure 3. The optimal single-photon effective cooling rates of
the four schemes vary with the cavity field dissipation κ when
∆ =

√
ω2
m + κ2/4. Note that the normalization coefficient of

Γopt in the figure is 4G2/κ, which represents the effective
single-photon cooling rate.

tive cooling rate ΓSB
opt = 0.5. Therefore, the independent

intracavity squeezing scheme can achieve ground-state
cooling of mechanical oscillators under indistinguishable
sideband conditions. For our proposed joint extracavity
and intracavity squeezing scheme (ESIS, indicated by the
blue dotted line), it can be seen that due to the quantum
interference effect between the intracavity squeezing and
the extracavity squeezing, not only the Stokes heating
process can be completely suppressed [SESIS

FF (−ωm) = 0],
but the anti-Stokes cooling process can also be greatly
enhanced. Hence, the final effective cooling rate ΓESIS

opt

is expected to be much larger so that facilitating the
ground-state cooling of mechanical oscillators under the
deeply unresolved sideband condition.

In order to compare the single-photon cooling rates of
the four schemes more clearly, we plot the effective single-
photon cooling rates of the four schemes as a function
of the dissipation of the cavity field κ in Fig. 3. Note
that Γopt is normalized by the coefficient 4G2/κ. We
can easily find that the independent extracavity squeez-
ing scheme (ES, shown by the black dotted curve) and
the standard sideband cooling scheme (SB, indicated by
the green dotted curve) always have the same effective
single-photon cooling rate, which decreases dramatically
with the increasing cavity field dissipation and is only
Γopt ∼ 10−2 when the cavity field dissipation increases
to κ/(4ωm) = 100. For the single intracavity squeez-
ing scheme (IS, shown by the solid orange curve), the
effective single-photon cooling rate decreases slightly as
the cavity field dissipation κ increases, which still re-
mains about ΓIS

opt ≈ 0.5 when the cavity field dissipa-
tion is rather large. For our proposed extracavity and
intracavity joint-squeezing scheme (ESIS, displayed by
the blue dotted curve), it is noticed that the effective
single-photon cooling rate is slightly larger than those of
the other three schemes when the dissipation rate of the
cavity is very small (e.g., κ/(4ωm) = 10−1), though the
difference is not so obvious. However, it is greatly worth
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Figure 4. (a) Minimum phonon number and (b) the required
optical-mechanical coupling strength Gopt versus the cavity
field dissipation κ for the four schemes.

noting that the effective single-photon cooling rate of our
joint-squeezing scheme increases exponentially with the
cavity field dissipation κ. In particular, the value of the
effective single-photon cooling rate can reach as large as
ΓESIS
opt = 481 when the cavity field dissipation is partic-

ularly large as κ/(4ωm) = 100, which possesses an im-
provement of nearly three orders of magnitude compared
to the other three proposals. This reflects the remarkable
advantage of our proposed intracavity and extracavity
joint-squeezing scheme.

B. Minimum phonon number and the required
coupling strength

In the previous subsection, we detailedly analyzed the
quantum noise spectrum and single-photon effective cool-
ing rate of the mechanical oscillator, and found that
our proposed extracavity and intracavity joint squeez-
ing scheme can greatly increase the single-photon cooling
rate by nearly three orders of magnitude comparing with
the standard sideband cooling, single intracavity squeez-
ing and single extracavity squeezing schemes. In the fol-
lowing, we will analyze the minimum number of phonons
that the mechanical oscillator can be cooled, and dis-
cuss the influence of the single-photon cooling rate on
the cooling effect.

Figure 4 (a) shows the variation of the minimum

phonon number of the mechanical oscillator with the cav-
ity field dissipation κ under the four proposals. It can
be easily found that, for the standard sideband cooling
scheme (SB, shown by the green dotted line), the opti-
mal phonon number of the mechanical oscillator will be
greater than 1 when κ/(4ωm) > 1, meaning that ground-
state cooling cannot be achieved, which is consistent with
the theoretical results in the literature [1].

For the independent extracavity squeezing scheme
(ES), as shown by the black dashed curve in Fig. 4 (a),
the minimum steady-state phonon number can be less
than 1 when the cavity field dissipation κ/(4ωm) < 20,
that is to say, ground-state cooling can be achieved if the
cavity field dissipation is not too large. In ref. [72], it is
pointed out that the condition for ground-state cooling
achieved by an independent extracavity squeezing scheme
is κ/ (4ωm) < Qm/ (5nth), where Qm and nth represent
the quality factor and the initial thermal phonon num-
ber of the mechanical oscillator, respectively. For the
parameters taken in this work Qm = 105, nth = 103, the
condition of ground state cooling requires κ/ (4ωm) < 20,
indicating that our numerical results agree well with this
theoretical expression.

For the single intracavity squeezing scheme (IS, in-
dicated by the orange solid line), it can be seen from
Fig. 4 (a) that the mechanical oscillator can achieve
ground-state cooling over a wide range of dissipation pa-
rameters, and the minimum phonon number that can
be achieved nearly remains constant with the increasing
cavity field dissipation κ. The ref. [72] pointed out that
the expression of the minimum phonon number denotes
nmin
f = 2nth/Qm +

√
nth/Qm, from which it is clearly

seen that the minimum phonon number is irrelevant to
the cavity field dissipation κ.

For our proposed joint-squeezing scheme in the pres-
ence of both extracavity and intracavity squeezing
(ESIS), as manifested by the blue dash-dotted curve in
Fig. 4 (a). The final phonon number of the mechanical
oscillator is always less than 1 in the domain shown in the
diagram. Similar to the independent intracavity squeez-
ing scheme, the minimum phonon number that can be
achieved by our joint-squeezing scheme remains essen-
tially unchanged with the cavity field dissipation. Never-
theless, it can be surprisingly observed that although the
joint-squeezing scheme can increase the effective single-
photon cooling rate by nearly three orders of magnitude,
the cooling effect in this regime cannot be effectively
improved. The minimum phonon number of the joint-
squeezing scheme is much smaller than that of the stan-
dard sideband cooling scheme and the independent ex-
tracavity squeezing scheme. However, it has almost the
same phonon number as the single intracavity squeezing
scheme.

Furthermore, we analyze the optical-mechanical cou-
pling strength Gopt required to achieve the optimal
phonon number, as illustrated in Fig. 4 (b). It is eas-
ily seen that although the intracavity squeezing scheme
(IS, solid orange line) can achieve good ground-state
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Figure 5. Total effective cooling rate Γtot as a function of the
cavity field dissipation.

cooling over all the studied dissipative parameters, the
coupling strength Gopt required to achieve ground state
cooling grows almost linearly with increasing dissipa-
tive rate κ. In particular, the minimum number of
phonons that can be achieved is nIS

f = 0.121 when

κ/(4ωm) = 100, and the required coupling strength corre-
sponds to GIS

opt/ωm = 5.32. On the other hand, our joint-
squeezing scheme although achieves similar cooling ef-
fect as the single intracavity squeezing scheme, however,
the coupling strength required has been greatly reduced.
For example, the optimal phonon number that can be
achieved is nESIS

f = 0.1211 when κ/(4ωm) = 100, and

the required coupling strength is only GESIS
opt /ωm = 0.23

with the corresponding intracavity squeezing strength
|ϵ| = 141.1. Furthermore, if we slightly relax the re-
strictions for achieving ground state cooling, that is, we
don’t aim at obtaining the minimum phonon number,
then the required coupling strength can be largely re-
duced. When the squeezing strength in the cavity is
|ϵ| = 141.4, the minimum phonon number obtained after
optimization denotes nIS

f = 0.4456. The cooling effect is
not optimal in this case, however, the mechanical oscilla-
tor can still be cooled to the ground state and the require-
ment for coupling strength is greatly reduced, which is
only GESIS

opt /ωm = 0.08. This ensures our joint-squeezing
scheme to be experimentally feasible and friendly. Most
interestingly, the coupling strength required to achieve
the minimum phonon number in the other three schemes
(standard sideband cooling regime, independent extra-
cavity squeezing scheme, and independent intracavity
squeezing scheme) increases with cavity field dissipation,
while the coupling strengthGopt required in our proposed
joint-squeezing scheme remains nearly unchanged as the
cavity field dissipation κ increases.
In brief, our proposed joint squeezing scheme achieves

ground-state cooling over an extremely wide range of
dissipation parameters. Compared with the other three
schemes (standard sideband cooling, independent extra-
cavity squeezing, and independent intracavity squeezing
schemes), although the joint-squeezing scheme does not
achieve a lower minimum phonon number, it can greatly

reduce the requirement for coupling strength to achieve
ground-state cooling, which is a significant advantage of
this joint-squeezing scheme. This phenomenon can be
well explained by Fig. 5, where we plot the variation
of the total effective cooling rate Γtot = ΓoptG

2
opt with

the cavity dissipation rate κ. It can be directly seen
from Fig. 5 that the total effective cooling rates of both
the standard sideband cooling scheme (SB, indicated by
the green dotted line) and the independent extracavity
squeezing scheme (ES, shown by the black dashed line)
possess extremely small values when the cavity dissipa-
tion is large. This means that both schemes are inefficient
in the regime far away from the sideband resolved con-
dition. Ground-state cooling of the mechanical oscillator
in these two schemes is difficult to be achieved. While
for the single intracavity squeezing scheme (IS, displayed
by the orange solid line) and our proposed theoretical
scheme of combined extracavity and intracavity squeez-
ing (ESIS, manifested by the blue dash-dotted line), the
total effective cooling rate increases almost exponentially
with increasing cavity dissipation κ. Therefore, it is pos-
sible to achieve ground-state cooling in a regime far away
from the resolved sideband condition. It is also worth
noting that the total effective cooling rates of these two
schemes are almost the same, resulting in that the mini-
mum phonon number in the joint-squeezing scheme is al-
most equal to that of the independent intracavity squeez-
ing scheme. However, since the single photon cooling
rate of the joint-squeezing scheme is almost three orders
of magnitude larger than that of the independent intra-
cavity squeezing scheme (as has been indicated by Fig.
3 ), the coupling strength required by the joint-squeezing
scheme can be greatly reduced, thus being friendly for
experimental realization.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we proposed a novel high-efficiency
ground-state cooling scheme in the deeply unresolved
sideband regime with the assistance of both extracavity
and intracavity squeezing. Compared with traditional
optomechanical cooling schemes, the single-photon cool-
ing rate can be increased by nearly three orders of mag-
nitude in our proposal. At the same time, the coupling
strength required to achieve ground-state cooling can be
greatly reduced. Thus, it should be an experimentally
feasible scheme to achieve ground-state cooling especially
for large-mass and low-frequency mechanical oscillators.
This work provides important theoretical support for the
study of quantum effects in macroscopic quantum sys-
tems and the preparation of nonclassical states in unre-
solved sideband systems, which plays an important role
in promoting quantum manipulation at the macroscopic
scale.
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Appendix A: The derivation of the Hamiltonian (6)

In the main text, the Langevin equation of the quan-
tum fluctuation operators has been obtained as Eq. (4).
Then by adiabatically eliminating the pumping field in
the case of large detuning or dissipation and inserting
Eq. (5) into Eq. (4), the Langevin equation will take the
form of

˙δas =

(
−i∆eff

s − κs

2
− 4|ϵ0|2|αs|2

i∆eff
p + κp/2

)
δas − 2iϵ∗0αpδa

†
s − i

(
gsαs − i

2ϵ∗0gpα
∗
sαp

i∆eff
p + κp/2

)(
δb+ δb†

)
−
√
κsδa

in
s +

2iϵ∗0α
∗
s

i∆eff
p + κp/2

√
κpδa

in
p ,

δ̇b =

(
−iωm − γ

2
+ i

2g2p|αp|2∆eff
p(

∆eff
p

)2
+ κ2

p/4

)
δb+ i

2g2p|αp|2∆eff
p(

∆eff
p

)2
+ κ2

p/4
δb† − i

(
gsα

∗
s − i

2ϵ0gpαsα
∗
p

i∆eff
p + κp/2

)
δas

−i

(
gsαs − i

2ϵ∗0gpα
∗
sαp

i∆eff
p − κp/2

)
δa†s +

igpα
∗
p

i∆eff
p + κp/2

√
κpδa

in
p − igpαp

i∆eff
p − κp/2

√
κp

(
δainp

)† −√
γδbin. (A1)

Therefore, for δas, the first term indicates the influence
of the optomechanical coupling on the effective detuning
∆eff

s → ∆eff
s − 4|ϵ0|2|αs|2∆eff

p /[(∆eff
p )2 + κ2

p/4] and the

effective dissipation κs → κs + 4|ϵ0|2|αs|2κp/[(∆
eff
p )2 +

κ2
p/4]. The second term means that the intracavity

squeezing effect of the optical fundamental mode is un-
affected. The third term suggests that the coupling
strength between the optical fundamental mode and the
mechanical oscillator is modified. In addition, an addi-
tional vacuum noise is also included corresponding to the
last term [2iϵ∗0α

∗
s
√
κp/(i∆

eff
p + κp/2)]δa

in
p .

Similarly, for δb, the first term indicates that
the effective detuning is modified ωm → ωm −
2g2p|αp|2∆eff

p /[(∆eff
p )2 + κ2

p/4], while the dissipation re-
mains unchanged. The second term suggests that an ad-
ditional squeezing effect is introduced to the mechanical
oscillator. The third and the fourth terms are related
to the coupling between the optical fundamental mode
and the mechanical oscillator, with the coupling strength
modified. And the fifth and the sixth terms correspond
to the additional vacuum noises.

According to Refs. [72, 75], the influence of the
pump light field ap on each modification term of as
and b can be ignored or absorbed when ∆eff

p ≫

max

[√
g2p |αp|2 κp/ωm,

√
κp/κs |2ϵ0αs|

]
. In this case,

the Langevin equation (A1) can be further simplified as

˙δas =
(
−i∆eff

s − κs

2

)
δas − 2iϵ∗0αpδa

†
s − igsαs

(
δb+ δb†

)
−
√
κsδa

in
s , (A2)

δ̇b =
(
−iωm − γ

2

)
δb− igsα

∗
sδas − igsαsδa

†
s −

√
γδbin.

In order to make it more clear, we will then change
the symbols in the following way: δas → a, δb → b,
∆eff

s → ∆, ϵ∗0αp → ϵ, gsαs → G. And without loss
of generality, the effective coupling G can be assumed as
real, which can be realized by controlling the initial phase
of the driving laser. Thus, we can express the Langevin
equation in a more compact form,

ȧ = (−i∆− κs/2) a− 2iϵa† − iG
(
b+ b†

)
−
√
κsa

in,

ḃ = (−iωm − γ/2) b− iG(a+ a†)−√
γbin. (A3)

It is directly checked that Eq. (A3) is related to the lin-
earized Hamiltonian,

H = ∆a†a+ ωmb†b+G(a† + a)(b† + b) + (ϵ∗a2 + ϵa†2),
(A4)

which is exactly the reduced Hamiltonian (6) in the main
text.
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