
Remote Cooling of Spin-ensembles through a Spin-mechanical Hybrid Interface

Yang Wang1, Durga Bhaktavatsala Rao Dasari1,∗ and Jörg Wrachtrup1,2
13. Physikalisches Institut, ZAQuant, University of Stuttgart, Allmandring 13, 70569 Stuttgart, Germany and

2Max Planck Institute for Solid State Research, Heisenbergstraße 1, 70569 Stuttgart, Germany

We present a protocol for the ground-state cooling of a tripartite hybrid quantum system, in which a
macroscopic oscillator acts as a mediator between a single probe spin and a remote spin ensemble. In
the presence of weak dispersive coupling between the spins and the oscillator, cooling of the oscillator
and the ensemble spins can be achieved by exploiting the feedback from frequent measurements
of the single probe spin. We explore the parameter regimes necessary to cool the ensemble, the
oscillator, or both to their thermal ground states. This novel cooling protocol shows that, even with
only weak dispersive coupling, energy transfer-like effects can be obtained by simply manipulating
the probe spin. These results not only contribute to the development of a practical solution for
cooling/polarizing large spin ensembles, but also provide a relatively simple means of tuning the
dynamics of a hybrid system. The proposed protocol thus has broader implications for advancing
various quantum technology applications, such as macroscopic quantum state generation and remote
sensing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Translating the potential of quantum technology into
real-world applications remains a significant challenge
due to the inherent limitations of current experimental
platforms [1, 2]. One promising avenue is to explore the
hybrid system approach, which promises to fully exploit
the unique capabilities of different systems [3–6]. In par-
ticular, high-fidelity entanglement between different sys-
tems can be established by exploiting their common cou-
pling to a transducer, thereby generating indirect inter-
actions [6, 7].

In this work, we consider a tripartite hybrid system
where an oscillator serves as a transducer for a single
probe spin and a spin ensemble. By exploiting the mea-
surement feedback from the frequently measured probe
spin, efficient heat extraction from the ensemble can be
realized, requiring only weak dispersive (off-resonant)
coupling between the spins and the oscillator. The probe
control sequence is shown schematically in Fig. 1(b).
Achieving complete ensemble polarization by such probe
projections can avoid the dark state problem associated
with resonant energy transfer. Furthermore, the ability
to operate under dispersive interaction is important for
various systems whose original dynamics do not allow di-
rect energy exchange [8, 9]. Finally, we show that the
same control sequence on the probe can also be used to
prepare macroscopic oscillators (e.g., NMO) into specific
quantum states that can potentially be used for sensing
and error correction applications.

The oscillator here serves as a simplified conceptual
model for a common bus (transducer) connecting two
distant quantum systems that are not directly or weakly
coupled. One can consider a general scenario where
the bus is a large spin network, which can be effec-
tively approximated as a bosonic system via the Holstein-
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Primakoff transformation, such as the spin wave excita-
tions (magnons) [10, 11]. This scenario is particularly
relevant when a single nitogen-vacancy (NV) electronic
spin in diamond is used to polarize or probe distant tar-
get spins beyond the distance criteria set by the sens-
ing volume [12]. The target may be distant carbon nu-
clear spins within the diamond substrate [13–15], or spins
attached to an external protein/molecule [16]. In such
cases, probe-target interactions must be mediated by a
transducer, such as the spin network schematically shown
in the inset of Fig. 1(a) [14–17]. Despite tuning both
the network-to-probe and network-to-target interactions
to resonance, the significant inhomogeneities typically
present within a spin network make it difficult to be-
come polarized, rendering resonant probe-target energy
transfer ineffective [14–16]. Here, we instantiate such a
scenario by considering the oscillator as the fundamental
mode of an NMO, specifically the vibration of a clamped
cantilever, as schematically shown in Fig. 1(a) [8, 9].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we out-
line the Hamiltonian of the considered hybrid system and
discuss possible experimental implementations of the pro-
posed protocol. In Sec. III, we describe the dynamics of
the hybrid system and analyze how periodic inversion
pulses on the probe spin can significantly modify it. In
Sec. IV, we detail how repeated probe projections can
bring the oscillator and the ensemble into their ground
states. In particular, we demonstrate the effectiveness
of our protocol by investigating the parameters that al-
low cooling of the spin ensemble, the oscillator, or both.
Additionally, we explore how the same probe control se-
quence used for cooling can be adapted to prepare the
oscillator in complex quantum states. Finally, Sec. V
summarizes our findings and outlines potential avenues
for future research.
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II. SYSTEM HAMILTONIAN AND
EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

For simplicity, we assume (though not necessary) that the
ensemble spins interact with the common bosonic mode
(oscillator) uniformly, with a coupling strength denoted
as g. In addition, the probe spin is assumed to have a
distinct coupling strength with the oscillator, denoted as
g0. The hybrid system’s Hamiltonian is then formulated
as follows:

H = ωa†a+

N∑
k=0

ωkSk,z+

(
g0S0,z + g

N∑
k=1

Sk,z

)(
a+ a†

)
,

(1)
where N is the total number of spins in the ensemble;
Si,z signifies the z-component of the spin-1/2 operator
for the ith spin, oscillating at its Larmor frequency ωi.
The oscillator’s annihilation and creation operators are
denoted by a and a†, with a frequency ω.

As we will demonstrate later, the assumption of only
a single bosonic mode is valid in this work. This validity
stems from our manipulation of the probe spin through
periodic inversion pulses, which effectively couples the
probe spin exclusively to the oscillator’s ground state
mode while decoupling it from all others. Moreover, our
focus on a small ensemble of only a few spins allows for
exact diagonalization of the system Hamiltonian. This
approach stands in contrast to typical acousto-magnonic
studies, where a bosonic description of much larger spin
ensembles is necessary [18]. Such bosonic approximations
are, however, inapplicable in our few-spin limit.

This hybrid system can be realized as shown in Fig.
1(a) by a unilaterally clamped cantilever, embedding a
single NV center positioned at the clamping point such
that it experiences maximum strain and thus higher cou-
pling strength. On the free side of the cantilever, we
attach a magnetic tip to generate a strong field gradient
that couples to a nearby spin ensemble on an external
substrate [6, 19]. In this way, we exploit both possibilities
to achieve spin-mechanical coupling [7, 20, 21] by local
(strain) and non-local (magnetic-tip) coupling of spins to
mechanical modes within a single setup. This allows the
distinct manipulation of quantum systems that are oth-
erwise not controllable. More details about this possible
experimental setup can be found in the Appendix. A.

The NV-cantilever setup we’ve outlined serves as a
concrete example of the broader, abstract challenge of
harnessing noisy environments. We selected this partic-
ular system for two primary reasons. First, achieving
polarization is a crucial objective in quantum technology
applications using solid-state spins such as NV centers,
especially in scenarios where resonant energy transfer is
improbable [22–24]. Second, and perhaps more signif-
icantly, this setup has already been successfully imple-
mented experimentally [21, 25], providing a solid founda-
tion for further investigation of using noisy environment
as resources.
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the experimental
setup and control strategy. (a) Shown is a clamped
nano/micromechanical cantilever carrying a single defect spin,
which in this study is exemplified by an NV electronic spin.
The interaction between the NV center spin and the can-
tilever motion is mediated by strain, while single qubit gates
are achieved by microwave (MW) pulses. Initialization and
readout processes are facilitated by optical pulses, with a pho-
ton detector used for readout. A magnetic tip at the edge of
the cantilever creates a gradient field that allows interaction
with a nearby spin ensemble, coupling it to the mechanical
motion of the cantilever. In the inset, we schematically repre-
sent a network of interacting spins as a quantum bus. When
the number of spins in the network is large, it can be mod-
eled as a bosonic system (e.g., magnons) by the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation. Note that it is simplified here as
the fundamental mode of the cantilever’s vibration. (b) The
control sequence of the probe spin to perform the cooling pro-
tocol. First, the probe spin is reset to the |0⟩ state by optical
pulses, then a π/2 MW pulse brings it to a state of equal
superposition, which is followed by n inversion MW pulses
applied periodically with a carefully chosen time interval τ .
To ensure that the effective probe-oscillator coupling strength
under pulses is comparable to the oscillator frequency ω, en-
abling the oscillator to be driven, n should be on the order of
ω/g0. Another π/2 MW pulse is applied before the probe is
optically read into the computational base. The above pro-
cess is repeated M times, bringing the oscillator and the spin
ensemble progressively closer to their thermal ground states.
Note that the probe to be read must be post-selected in |0⟩
each time, otherwise the whole process starts over.

III. SYSTEM DYNAMICS AND ITS TUNING

In this section, we provide analytical derivations of the
system dynamics and illustrate how periodic inversion
pulses on the probe spin can significantly affect the be-
havior of the whole system when certain resonance con-
ditions are roughly met. These derivations are intended
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to provide insight into the mechanisms of our cooling
protocol shown schematically in Fig. 1(b).

A. Original system dynamics

In the following, we will consider the system in the ro-
tating frame with respect to the precession frequencies
of both the oscillator and the spins. This transforma-
tion is applied to an arbitrary quantum state |ψ⟩ as
follows: exp (−iωa†a) exp (−i

∑
k ωkSk,z) |ψ⟩ [26]. Then

the rotating-frame Hamiltonian reads

H̃ =

(
g0S0,z + g

N∑
k=1

Sk,z

)(
âe−iωt + â†eiωt

)
. (2)

This Hamiltonian allows us to study the effect of our
cooling protocol on each spin configuration with a
given eigenvalue of the collective spin operator Sz =∑N

k=1 Sk,z, independently. The system evolution opera-
tors are then conveniently decomposed into the following
form [27, 28]:

U(t) = |0⟩ ⟨0| ⊗
N∑

k=0

Dk,+(t)⊗ Ik

+ |1⟩ ⟨1| ⊗
N∑

n=0

Dn,−(t)⊗ Ik,

Dk,±(t) = T exp

(
±i
∫ t

0

dt′ hk,±(t
′)

)
,

(3)

where T the time ordering operator; the terms hk,±(t)
are the oscillator Hamiltonians conditioning on the spin
states, which are expressed as:

hk,±(t) =
g(2k −N)± g0

2

(
âe−iωt + â†eiωt

)
; (4)

and the operator Ik projects the spin ensemble into the
subspace where k spins are pointing up. For example,
when N = 3 and k = 2, the projector is written as

Ik=2 = |↑↑↓⟩ ⟨↑↑↓|+ |↑↓↑⟩ ⟨↑↓↑|+ |↓↑↑⟩ ⟨↓↑↑| . (5)

It has been shown that the Magnus expansion of the evo-
lution operators can be simplified as [27, 28]

Dk,±(t) = exp

(
±i
∫ t

0

dt′hk,±(t
′)

)
× exp

(
1

2

∫ t

0

dt′
∫ t′

0

dt′′ [hk,±(t
′), hk,±(t

′′)]

)

= exp

[
g(2k −N)± g0

2ω

(
α(t)a† − α∗(t)a

)]
× exp

(
itθk

)
.

(6)

where α(t) = 1− eiωt and θk is given by

θk = −ωt− sin(ωt)

ωt

[g(k −N/2)± g0]
2

4ω
. (7)

The analysis can be significantly simplified by consider-
ing each spin component with a fixed value of k sepa-
rately. The initial ensemble state is diagonal in the basis
of the collective spin operator Sz, and this diagonal na-
ture is preserved throughout the complete system evolu-
tion. Consequently, each k-dependent angle θk becomes a
global phase for the corresponding spin component with
a particular eigenvalue of Sz, allowing us to disregard
it in our analysis. It is also important to note that the
oscillator-induced spin-spin interaction, plays no role in
the cooling process, as it also takes the form ∝

∑
i,j S

z
i S

z
j

[29].

B. Dynamical Decoupling pulses on probe

The original system dynamics are unlikely to exhibit en-
ergy transfer-like effects due to the weak and off-resonant
spin-oscillator couplings. To introduce some tunability
into these dynamics, we consider applying a periodic se-
quence of π pulses to the probe spin. Our cooling method
has some similarity to how high-fidelity entangling gates
can be realized between an NV electronic spin and a nu-
clear spin, which is also achieved by periodic inversion
pulses on the electronic spin [30].

Similar to the nulear-spin polarization schemes [26,
31]), our cooling protocol relies on significantly altering
the system dynamics by fine-tuning the pulses on the
probe spin to match the oscillator freqeuncy. This allows
the effects of weak spin-oscillator couplings to accumu-
late over time, thereby enabling effective cooling of the
spin ensemble and the oscillator. These pulses alter the
dynamics of the system by replacing g0 with f(t)g0 in
Eq. (4). The function f(t) is time-periodic and expressed
as

f(t) =

{
+1 if 2jτ < t < (2j + 1)τ

−1 if (2j + 1)τ < t < (2j + 2)τ
, (8)

where j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n and τ denotes the interval be-
tween successive pulses. The conditional evolution oper-
ators in Eq. (6) are now written as

Df
k,±(t) = exp

[g(k −N/2)

2ω

(
α(t)a† − α∗(t)a

)
± g0

2ω

(
F (ϵ, t)a† − F ∗(ϵ, t)a

) ]
× exp [iθk(t)] ,

(9)
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where the filter function F (t) is given by [27]

F (t) = iω

n∑
k=0

(k+1)τ∫
kτ

dt (−1)ke−iωt

=

[
1− (−1)n+1e−i(n+1)ωτ + 2

n∑
k=1

(−1)ke−ikωτ

]
.

(10)

This filter function is centered at τ = π/ω with its width
decreasing approximately as 1/n2 [27, 28, 32] and asymp-
totically converges to a delta function:

lim
n→∞

F (t) = 2(n+ 1)δ(ω − π

τ
), (11)

which supports our initial assumption that all other
phonon modes are effectively decoupled in Eq. (1) with
large number of pulses n. In addition, we also want the
maximum possible coupling strength between them. One
can see from Eq. (9) that |g0F (t)| should be compara-
ble to the oscillator frequency ω, which requires at least
n ≈ O(ω/g0) [28].

The average displacement magnitude caused by the en-
semble spins can be approximated as αE(k) ≈ g(k −
N/2)/2ω, which is notably small compared to the probe-
induced displacement. The latter, given by αP ≈ ng0/ω,
scales with the number of pulses n when the resonance
condition is met, as shown in Eq. (11). Consequently,
in a free induction decay experiment of the probe spin,
where no inversion pulses are applied, the ensemble-
induced effects on the oscillator remain undetectable.
However, in our protocol, each probe projection modi-
fies the oscillator state, conditioning it on these minute
ensemble-induced displacements. Although initially neg-
ligible, these effects accumulate over the repeated probe
projections, ultimately exerting a significant influence on
the system dynamics.

C. Tuning dynamics through probe projections

In this section, we show how the system dynamics can
be modulated by applying inversion pulses to the probe
spin. The dynamics modification is facilitated by a cyclic
process involving projective measurement and reinitial-
ization of the probe spin, as schematically shown in
Fig. 1(a).

First, the probe is prepared in the state |+⟩. Then the
system undergoes an evolution for a time t = nτ under
repeated inversion pulses as described in Eq (3). Finally,
the probe spin is measured in the computational basis
after an additional π/2 pulse is applied to it. This process
is represented by the circuit in Fig. 2(a), which effectively
implements oscillator displacement conditioning on the
probe spin state.

The whole circuit is equivalent to the implementation
of projection operators on the oscillator that depend on

9
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FIG. 2. (a) The quantum circuit progressively projects the
oscillator ensemble system by projection of the probe spin.
The pulse sequence on the physical level is shown in fig. 1(b).
In each repetition, the probe spin is first prepared in the
equal superposition state |+⟩ by the optical reset and a mi-
crowave Hadamard gate. Then repeated inversion pulses
are applied, resulting in a controlled oscillator displacement∑

k D
f
k,±(t) ⊗ Ik. Here the subscript ± depends on the spin

state of the probe and k on the number of upward-pointing
ensemble spins. The procedure ends with a Hadamard gate
and a measurement of the probe spin, with the result set to 0.
Such a repetition effectively implements the projector given
in Eq. (12). (b) An example of how an ensemble of N = 14
spins is polarized after M = 100 probe projections. The spins
are initially in a completely mixed state, which is projected
to the state with all spins pointing up with a probability of
95.82%. Note that achieving such a high degree of polariza-
tion requires a carefully chosen pulse detuning, which in this
case is ϵ = 1.16 kHz. Further simulation details are summa-
rized in Appendix C.

the probe spin as well as the ensemble spin states. These
conditional oscillator projection operators Vk,± are math-
ematically formulated as:

PN,± =
N∑

k=0

Vk,± ⊗ Ik, Vk,± =
1

2

(
Df

k,+(t)±Df

k,−(t)
)
,

(12)
where k is the number of ensemble spins pointing up, and
the subscript± depends on the measurement result of the
probe spin. Such repeated projections of the probe are
central to the oscillator cooling protocol in our previous
work [28], which is now extended to cooling/polarizing a
spin ensemble.
We start with an ensemble of N spins initially in a

fully mixed state and the oscillator initially in its thermal
state. These initial states are written as

ρens =

N∑
k=0

Ik
2N

, ρosc =
1∑

n e
− nω

kBT

∑
n

e
− nω

kBT |n⟩ ⟨n| ,

(13)
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where projector Ik corresponds to the states with k spins
pointing up, as given in Eq. (5); kB represents the Boltz-
mann constant; and T is the temperature. It is easy to see

that ⟨
∑N

j=1 Sz,j⟩ = 0; and the initial thermal occupancy

of the oscillator is calculated as n0 = Tr(ρosc a
†a) =

1/ [exp (ω/kBT )− 1].
To cool the ensemble-oscillator subsystem, we repeat-

edly implement the circuit shown in Fig. 2(a) by post-
selecting the probe measurement outcome to be 0 each
time. This process effectively implements the projector
PN,+ given in Eq. (12) many times. The probability that
the ensemble is projected into the Ik sector after M rep-
etitions is calculated as

Pm(M) =
1∑

m Pm
Tr[PM

N,+ ρB(0)PM
N,+], (14)

where m = (2k −N)/2 is the total magnetization of the
ensemble. This dependence onm shows that, with appro-
priate parameters, it is possible to polarize the ensemble,
i.e., to obtain PN/2(M) ≈ 1 when M is large enough.

D. Pulse detuning

To achieve tunability of the system dynamics described
in Eq. (14) and facilitate our proposed cooling protocol,
we introduce the pulse detuning ϵ as a control parameter:

τ =
π

ω − ϵ
, with

ϵ

ω
≪ 1. (15)

Note that the detuning is intentionally kept significantly
smaller than the oscillator frequency, so that the inver-
sion pulses are in the near-resonance regime. Accord-
ingly, the filter function can now be simplified as

F (ϵ, t = (n+ 1)τ) = 1− eiϵt +
2(1− eiϵt)

e−iϵτ − 1
. (16)

For higher values of pulse detuning ϵ, making the above
equation closer to the delta function given in Eq. (11)
would require an even larger pulse number n.

IV. SYSTEM COOLING

In this section, we demonstrate the ability of repeated
probe projections to impose a thermal filter on the hybrid
system, allowing controlled cooling of either the oscilla-
tor, the ensemble, or both. In the case of simultaneous
cooling, the oscillator can only be cooled after the en-
semble is fully polarized; otherwise, there is effectively
no interaction between the probe and the ensemble. As
illustrated in Fig. 4, the cooling process for the entire sys-
tem is divided into two stages with distinct pulse spacings
τ . In the first stage, the oscillator remains in its thermal
state while the ensemble is cooled. In the second stage,
another pulse spacing is used to rapidly cool the oscilla-
tor, following the oscillator cooling scheme described in
our previous work [28].

We explore a range of parameters to identify this ef-
fect through numerical simulations, focusing primarily on
the weak coupling regime where the coupling strength g
is significantly smaller than the mechanical oscillation
frequency ω, denoted as g ≪ ω. Details about these
simulations are summarized in Appendix C.
To explore this weak-coupling regime, we set the spin

coupling strengths g, g0 to 10 kHz, while the mechanical
oscillation frequency ω is chosen to be 1.2 MHz. Al-
though such a frequency for the mechanical oscillator is
experimentally achievable [33, 34], the chosen values for
the spin-mechanical couplings are at the upper end of
what is typically achievable in practice [28].
These choices represent a compromise between

stronger coupling for faster cooling and additional noise
due to imperfect pulses on the probe. As we discussed
in Eq. (11), at least O(ω/g0) pulses are required for
each probe projection to ensure that the effective spin-
oscillator coupling is comparable to the oscillator fre-
quency, which becomes clear in Eq. (9). However, a
higher number of pulses would result in a longer total
evolution time to implement the cooling protocol, which
is undesirable in the presence of decoherence. Through-
out this work, we set the number of pulses in each round
of probe projection to n = ω/g0 = 120, ensuring that the
effective probe-oscillator coupling strength is sufficiently
strong to drive the oscillator, as demonstrated in Eq. (9).
In this work, we refrain from exhaustively exploring all

possible parameter regimes. Instead, we focus on fixed
coupling strengths and oscillator frequencies that are ex-
perimentally feasible, and consider only a few spins in the
ensemble. Our primary goal is to demonstrate that ma-
nipulating the probe spin, specifically by tuning the pulse
detuning amplitude ϵ, can significantly alter the dynam-
ics of a hybrid oscillator-ensemble system with only weak
dispersive couplings. The parameter regimes we explore
are sufficient to confirm this capability, as we will discuss
below.

A. Pulse detuning as a control parameter

The probability Pm(M) in Eq. (14) depends non-trivially
on the filter function in Eq. (16) that is imposed by pulses
on the probe. As discussed in our previous work [28],
varying the value of ϵ can lead to cooling, heating, or
squeezing of the oscillator. In particular, Ref. [28] has
found that a ratio of ϵ/ω ≈ 5×10−3 leads to rapid cooling
of the oscillator, which corresponds to ϵ ≈ 6kHz for the
oscillator frequency of 1.2 MHz.
However, to achieve complete polarization of the en-

semble, we must avoid premature cooling of the oscillator
before the ensemble is polarized. This is due to the sig-
nificant effect of the thermal occupancy of the oscillator
on the indirect interaction strength between the probe
and the ensemble, as elaborated in Eq. (1). In partic-
ular, at zero thermal occupancy, the oscillator-mediated
effective interaction between the probe and the ensemble
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(b)

(a)

FIG. 3. Pulse Detuning: A key parameter in the cooling
scheme. (a) This panel shows the intricate dependence of
achieving complete spin polarization on pulse detuning (ϵ).
The probability that all ensemble spins are aligned upward
after M = 100 probe projections, denoted by Pm=N/2(M) and
derived in Eq. (14), is plotted on the vertical axis. This prob-
ability is affected by both the number of spins in the ensemble
and the size of ϵ, with ϵ = 2 kHz already appearing too large
for effective polarization of the ensemble. (b) If we choose
an even larger detuning (ϵ = 2.5 kHz) and set the number of
spins to N = 4, we observe a rapid decrease of the thermal
occupancy of the oscillator to zero, indicating that the oscilla-
tor is cooling. However, the spin polarization remains almost
unchanged and reaches a steady state of 0.0625 after about 40
probe projections. Note that we have considered an ensemble
of N = 4 spins, so the y-axis represents the relative value
of Pz(M)/2. Correspondingly, the y-axis also represents the
relative value of the thermal occupancy of the oscillator with
respect to its initial value, which is set to about 45. Further
simulation details are summarized in Appendix C.

spins goes correspondingly to zero.

First, we run simulations with the pulse detuning ϵ
close to zero to explore the near-resonance regime. By
adjusting its magnitude from 0 to 2 kHz and varying
the number of spins in the ensemble, our simulations re-

veal a nuanced relationship between the probability of
achieving complete ensemble polarization and the pulse
detuning ϵ, as shown in Fig. 3(a). To cool the spin en-
semble, the choice of ϵ should satisfy the condition that
the probe-oscillator coupling is enhanced without pre-
maturely cooling the oscillator. Consequently, satisfying
this condition requires fine-tuning of all parameters of
the Hamiltonian.
This makes it difficult to determine the exact depen-

dence of the optimal pulse detuning ϵ on the number of
ensemble spins N and the number of probe projections
M , as shown in Fig. 3(a). For example, it can be seen
that within an ensemble of constant size, varying the de-
tuning can lead to very different results when implement-
ing the proposed cooling protocol. Another important
observation from Fig. 3(a) suggests that a detuning of
ϵ = 2 kHz may be large enough to facilitate rapid oscil-
lator cooling and thereby prevent ensemble polarization.

B. Premature oscillator cooling

To investigate the premature cooling of the oscillator fur-
ther, we introduce an even larger detuning of ϵ = 2.5 kHz
for an ensemble of N = 4 spins. The simulation results
shown in Fig. 3(b) indicate that at this substantial pulse
detuning, the oscillator quickly reaches its ground state
after about 80 probe projections. This premature cool-
ing of the oscillator reduces the interaction between the
probe and the ensemble, so that the ensemble remains
largely unpolarized. The ensemble polarization fluctu-
ates only slightly around the final saturation value for
the first few tens of probe projections, as shown in the
inset of Fig. 3(b).
Furthermore, as an example, we search for the optimal

pulse detuning for cooling a larger ensemble of N = 14
spins. An exhaustive parameter search leads us to set
the detuning to ϵ = 1.16 kHz. This setting shows that
the sector with all spins pointing up (i.e. m = 7) is
predominantly left afterM = 100 probe projections. The
probability of full polarization is as high as 95.82%, as
shown in Fig. 2(b).

The above results underscore the critical role of ϵ as
a controlling parameter in the cooling protocol. In ad-
dition, a subtle and interesting aspect of cooling the os-
cillator is to choose the detuning ϵ precisely so that the
conditional oscillator displacement operator is not per-
fectly aligned with the position or momentum quadra-
ture. Otherwise, the oscillator will be squeezed instead
of cooled [28]. Note that, in the resonant case that ϵ = 0,
the displacement operator of the oscillator is along the
position quadrature.

This observation is also interestingly related to the
encoding of Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) states,
which have applications in quantum sensing and quan-
tum error correction [35–37]. Its encoding can be real-
ized by the same control of the probe spin as our cooling
protocol. Starting with an oscillator in its zero photon
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FIG. 4. Cooling of both the oscillator and the ensemble.
This figure shows the polarization Pz(M) and the thermal
occupancy n(ω) for both the spin ensemble and the oscilla-
tor, illustrating how the cooling/polarization proceeds with
the number of probe projections M . The effective cooling of
these quantum systems occurs in different parameter regimes.
Initially, the spin ensemble is cooled by adjusting the pulse in-
tervals to near-resonance conditions, specifically τ1 such that
ϵ1 = 1.1 kHz. In this case, the thermal occupancy of the os-
cillator remains largely unaffected. After polarizing the spin
ensemble, we change the pulse interval to τ2 with a pulse de-
tuning of ϵ2 = 5 kHz. This more significant detuning leads to
a rapid cooling of the oscillator to its ground state. Note that
the number of ensemble spins is N = 4 so that the y-axis rep-
resents the relative value of spin polarization Pz(M)/2. The
oscillator thermal occupancy is also plotted as its relative to
the initial occupancy n0 ≈ 45. Further simulation details are
summarized in Appendix C.

ground state, repeated probe projections can actually in-
crease the number of photons and leave the oscillator
in GKP states [35, 36]. The generation of these states
in macroscopic objects could enrich our understanding
of the quantum-classical interface, notwithstanding their
important roles in quantum error correction [35, 36] and
quantum sensing [38]. More details of GKP encoding can
be found in Appendix D.

C. Simultaneous cooling of ensemble and oscillator

In this section, we discuss the cooling of both the spin
ensemble and the oscillator simultaneously. The key to
achieving this goal is to avoid premature cooling of the
oscillator, which should instead occur after the ensemble
is fully polarized. This requires tuning the pulse detuning
ϵ separately for the cooling phases of the oscillator and
the ensemble. Fig. 4 illustrates a pulse sequence that
effectively polarizes an ensemble of N = 4 spins while
cooling an oscillator from an initial thermal occupancy
of n0 ≈ 45.

During this simulation, we find that the optimal detun-
ing that achieves complete polarization of the ensemble
is identified as ϵ1 = 1.1kHz, while the oscillator occu-
pancy is not much reduced. In this case, performing 200
probe projections can achieve complete polarization of
the ensemble. Then, to cool the oscillator, we adjust the
detuning to a higher value, ϵ2 = 5kHz, and execute an
additional series of 50 probe projections. This transition
in the magnitude of the pulse detuning results in a rapid
cooling of the oscillator, as shown in the right part of
Fig. 4.
It is important to note that increasing ϵ2 requires a

higher number of inversion pulses on the probe to achieve
a comparable cooling effect, as can be seen from Eq. (16).
However, implementing a higher number of inversion
pulses presents experimental challenges, primarily due to
the potential for pulse imperfections. This consideration
emphasizes the need for precise control and optimization
in the experimental setup.

D. Effects of decoherence

Our numerical simulations have not considered the di-
rect effect of spin dephasing noise. For the hybrid system
considered in this work, such noise is induced by the spin
bath surrounding the probe and the ensemble and is typ-
ically the dominant noise source [26, 39]. Firstly, the re-
peated inversion pulses effectively protect the probe spin
from dephasing noise. Notably, this technique can extend
the coherence time of an NV electronic spin to exceed one
second under cryogenic temperatures [39]. Consequently,
such a long coherence time is not a limiting factor for our
protocol. Additionally, after each probe projection, both
the spin ensemble and its surrounding spin bath gradu-
ally collapse towards their steady states simultaneously,
a process that is sensitive only to the probe population
in its measurement basis [40]. One thing worth noting
is that previous works, such as Refs. [22, 41], have coun-
terintuitively shown that decoherence of the spins in an
ensemble effectively enhances its polarization rather than
decreasing it.
Similarly, regarding the oscillator cooling, the effects of

the oscillator dissipation (T1) is also negligible. As shown
in Fig. 4, the initial bosonic occupancy of the oscilla-
tor remains almost unaffected during ensemble cooling.
Therefore, the effect of the oscillator’s T1 on ensemble
cooling can be ignored. Once the ensemble is fully polar-
ized, there is only one spin configuration with all spins
in the same state. The spin ensemble now exerts only a
static force on the oscillator, displacing the oscillator to a
new equilibrium. The right panel of Fig. 4 hence exactly
corresponds to the oscillator cooling scheme presented in
our previous work [28], where it was shown that the (T1)
decay of the oscillator only influences the total number
of probe projections required to achieve a similar cool-
ing effect i.e., T1 decreases the cooling rate but not the
achievable cooling limit.
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We note that other imperfections, such as inhomoge-
neous ensemble-oscillator coupling and imperfect probe
readout, will affect the cooling efficiency but not the final
state that can be achieved. A more detailed discussion
can be found in the Appendix.

E. Cooling efficiency

It is crucial to note that our protocol only accepts a probe
measurement result of 0; any other outcome necessitates
restarting the entire process. This requirement leads to
an exponentially decreasing success rate, which consti-
tutes the primary limitation in achieving full polarization
of a spin ensemble in practice. In contrast, the relatively
weaker ensemble-oscillator coupling strength (g < g0)
does not qualitatively alter our cooling protocol. How-
ever, it does affect the cooling rate, necessitating more
probe spin projections to achieve the desired level of cool-
ing. While these limitations make achieving full polariza-
tion with our protocol challenging, demonstrating partial
polarization is expected to be feasible and would already
constitute an exciting experiment.

Moreover, traditional methods, such as those based on
resonant energy transfer, can initially be used to achieve
a substantial degree of polarization in a spin ensemble.
Our protocol can then be applied to further enhance the
polarization to levels otherwise unattainable with energy
transfer alone. This is because our protocol essentially
projects out components with lower polarization, thereby
increasing the success rate of obtaining desired probe
measurements as the spin ensemble becomes more po-
larized. In the extreme case of an almost fully polarized
spin ensemble, the success probability of a probe projec-
tion would be close to 1.

V. DISCUSSION

In this study, we have developed a novel ground-state
cooling protocol for a tripartite hybrid quantum system
consisting of a spin ensemble, an oscillator, and a probe
spin. Central to this protocol is the exploitation of the
feedback provided by frequent measurements of the prob
spin. Our analysis has shown that even with weak dis-
persive coupling between the spins and the oscillator, one
can effectively cool both the ensemble and the oscillator
to their ground states, either separately or simultane-
ously. Our analysis has also revealed a more complex re-
lationship between the achievable polarization levels and
the ensemble size. This relationship is further compli-
cated by the detuning ϵ, making it challenging to derive
a straightforward scaling behavior for the required num-
ber of projections M as a function of the ensemble size
N . Establishing such scaling relations requires a more
detailed analysis, which we leave it for future study.

Our cooling protocol offers several desirable features.
First, it requires quantum coherence only in the probe,

distinguishing it from resonant transfer schemes that de-
mand coherence throughout the hybrid system. In addi-
tion, the periodic inversion pulses significantly enhance
the probe spin’s protection, extending its coherence time
well beyond current technological requirements. Further-
more, when applied to a macroscopic oscillator, this po-
larization technique can be viewed as a remote sensing
scheme. This approach allows the sensing volume bound-
aries to extend beyond the limits imposed by phase ac-
cumulation schemes [12], offering potential advantages in
various sensing applications.

Numerical simulations are performed over a range of
parameters, underscoring the feasibility of the cooling
protocol and laying the groundwork for its experimen-
tal realization. For example, our results indicate that
a spin ensemble consisting of N = 14 spins could be
cooled with a spin-mechanical coupling strength of only
a few kHz at a mechanical oscillation frequency close to
1 MHz. Although such coupling strengths are within ex-
perimental reach, the cooling efficiency can be further
improved by miniaturizing the mechanical oscillator [25].
In the context of solid-state defects in silicon carbide,
coupling strengths can reach a few MHz [42], promising
even more efficient cooling rates. Additionally, the use
of magnons instead of NMOs could significantly enhance
the spin-oscillator coupling, facilitating the experimental
adoption of our protocol.

A notable challenge of our cooling approach is its re-
liance on post-selection, which results in a decreasing suc-
cess rate as the number of probe projections increases.
Nevertheless, our protocol offers a significant advantage
for cooling large spin ensembles that are traditionally dif-
ficult to handle and cannot be cooled by standard optical
or energy transfer techniques. For spin ensembles that
are amenable to conventional cooling methods, such as
NV centers in diamond, our protocol expands the cooling
toolbox by working in conjunction with other methods,
thus mitigating the problem of exponentially decreasing
success rate. In addition, our analysis of a specific NV
cantilever system suggests the possibility of an exciting
experimental demonstration of partial ensemble polariza-
tion using currently available technologies.

This research highlights the significant impact that
precise control of a single spin can have on the dynam-
ics of a hybrid system, enabling energy transfer-like ef-
fects beyond the inherent capabilities of weak dispersive
coupling. A similar idea has recently been demonstrated
by an intriguing experiment: carefully designed inversion
pulses on NV electronic spins can enable them to inter-
act with extremely remote nuclear spins through para-
magnetic spins (P1 centers) [13]. In addition to remote
sensing, our results also provide valuable insights into the
preparation of complex quantum states in a macroscopic
object, such as the GKP states.
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Appendix A: Details of sketched experimental setup

The probe spin is chosen as the electronic spin associated
with a NV center due to its good spin coherence proper-
ties, high degree of spin control, and well resolved optical
spectra at low temperatures [31, 43, 44]. Its optical inter-
face allows excitation to different optically excited energy
levels that can either initialize or read out the spin state
[45]. The NV electronic spins are also sensitive to their
environment, allowing them to be (weakly) coupled to
external spins, photons [8, 46] and phonons [9, 47].

The NV electronic spin is spin-1, which can be oper-
ated as a qubit with its ms = 0,−1 sublevels. This re-
quires an external magnetic field aligned with its symme-
try axis to separate thems = ±1 levels, which is typically
around 400 Gauss for NV centers in diamond [44]. Such
an arrangement negates the need to consider transverse
spin-strain coupling due to its direct interaction between
the ms = ±1 levels [7, 20, 21], allowing us to safely ig-
nore the ms = +1 sublevel in this work. What remains
is the longitudinal strain coupling acting on the qubit
levels, with a number that can be up to 10 kHz for NV
centers [48]. This number can be even higher for other
solid-state defect centers [42].

In contrast, the spin ensemble to be cooled can be cho-
sen more flexibly, since precise control of these spins is
not a requirement for the current study. Potential targets
include distant spins on other coupled cantilevers, spins
at the clamped edge that are strain-coupled to the me-
chanical mode, or surface electron spins that are not well
controlled. For example, if the ensemble spins are dark
spins on the surface of the NMO [49] or other ferromag-
netic particles [50], optical manipulation over them can
be difficult, highlighting the need for other indirect po-
larization techniques. Note that this ensemble-oscillator
interaction generated by the attached magnetic tip can
be 1–2 orders of magnitude stronger than the spin-strain
coupling between the probe and the oscillator [51].

It is important to note that although we specifically
consider a cantilever system, an alternative experimen-
tal realization could use the spin wave excitations of the

spins (magnons) as the transducer [10, 11, 17]. An ad-
vantage of this alternative is that the spin-magnon cou-
pling can easily reach a few MHz [52], much stronger than
the typical strength of spin-cantilever coupling by either
strain or magnetic tip.

Appendix B: Effects of inhomogeneous coupling and
imperfect readout

In this section, we briefly address the effects of
other imperfections, such as inhomogeneous ensemble-
oscillator coupling and imperfect probe readout. These
factors can affect the cooling efficiency but do not impact
the final achievable state.

a. Inhomogeneous ensemble

The inhomogeneity in coupling between the ensemble
spins and the oscillator primarily arises from the spa-
tial distribution of the gradient generated by the exter-
nal magnetic field or the strain environment. Ref. [53]
demonstrates that for a spin ensemble located at a dis-
tance h = 10nm from a magnetic tip and distributed
over a planar area of 1µm2, the resulting inhomogeneity
can be approximately g ± g/10. As the gradient based
decreases with distance from the tip as, 1/r, spins spread
over larger distances are effectively uncoupled to the os-
cillator. Minimizing the intra-dipolar couplings to be
smaller than g0 among the spins, N ≈ 10 spins. Despite
the presence of inhomogeneous couplings, our scheme still
enables cooling of the spin ensemble, albeit at a reduced
speed, necessitating more successful probe projections.
As illustrated in the upper panel of Fig. 5, we sam-

ple an ensemble of four spins with randomly assigned
coupling strengths to the oscillator, while keeping other
parameters consistent with those in the main text. Com-
pared to a uniformly coupled ensemble of the same size,
both ensembles can be cooled to the ground state, al-
though the inhomogeneous ensemble requires approx-
imately 100 additional probe projections to achieve
ground-state cooling.

b. Imperfect probe readout

Imperfect readout of the probe spin (NV electronic spin
considered in this work) often mainly occurs due to dark
counts in the photodetector, which can mistakenly reg-
ister incorrect projections as correct ones [31, 44]. How-
ever, these erroneous measurements primarily affect the
cooling rate, as they typically result in restarting the
cooling process. Importantly, they do not impact the
final steady state of the oscillator and the spin ensemble.
In the bottom panel of Fig. 5, we illustrate the po-

larization of the spin ensemble reaching its maximum
polarization sector, N/2, under conditions of imperfect
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projective measurements of the probe. We analyze a spin
ensemble of four spins, each identically coupled to the os-
cillator. For the above simulations, the readout error is
introduced as the probability that a projection to ’-’ is
wrongly deemed as a successful probe projection into ‘+’
state. As the readout error rate increases, the cooling
rate decreases, but the final steady state remains unaf-
fected as shown in Fig. 5. Even with an average readout
error rate of 0.25, the ensemble can still be cooled to the
ground state relatively quickly. Given that the readout
error rate for NV centers can be as low as 0.05 [31, 44], we
believe that readout error will not pose a significant bot-
tleneck in experimentally realizing our cooling scheme.

It is important to note that in the extreme case where
both projections are equally probable (readout error rate
of 0.5), the ensemble spins keep unpolarized, thereby re-
inforcing the validity of our measurement-based cooling
scheme.

c. Effects of spin-T1 and oscillator Q

As the measurement based cooling scheme does not
require coherences of the spin or the oscillator, the cool-
ing fidelities are determined by their relative dissipation
rates, T1 for spins and γ for the oscillator. In this work
we have considered an ideal scenario i.e., infintie life time
for the spins and the oscillator. Incorporating these ef-
fects will not be complex as no correlations are generated
in the spin-mechanical system, and the probe measure-
ments serve as an additional dissipation source for the
oscillator and spin ensemble. The competition between
the rates of their thermal equilibration and the measure-
ment induced equilibration, results in a new steady state.
For example in the presence of T1, which tries to lower the
maximal polarization P z

N/2 towards 2/N , at a rate γeq,

and the measurement cooling increasing towards unity
at a rate γc, the equilibrium polarization can be approx-
imated using simple rate equations as

P z
N/2(M → ∞) ∼ γc

γc + γeq
. (B1)

For a typical range of γc/γeq ≥ 10, the final polar-
ization of the spin ensemble could always be larger
than 90%. The dissipative effects due to the oscilla-
tor have a dominant effect on the polarization fidelity.
As the measurement-based cooling is based on the mem-
ory/correlation time of the oscillator state, a rapidly re-
laxing oscillator (γosc ∼ g0) will not lead to any effective
cooling of the spins.

Appendix C: Simulation details

For the simulations conducted in the main text, the cou-
pling parameters are also g0 = g = 10 kHz, with an
oscillator frequency of ω = 1.2 MHz. Accordingly, we
set the number of inversion pulses for each round of

FIG. 5. Polarizing spin ensemble in the presence of inho-
mogeneous ensemble-oscillator coupling and imperfect probe
readout. The parameters involved in the simulation are
g/ω = 0.01, ϵ/g = 0.15, and n = 100 pulses per probe projec-
tion. (1) The upper panel shows the polarization of the spin
ensemble reaching its maximum polarization sector, N/2, for
both homogeneous and inhomogeneous couplings of the spins
to the oscillator, with the same mean value. The inhomoge-
neous couplings are randomly sampled from a normal distri-
bution with a mean value equal to g and a standard deviation
of g/2. In the homogeneous case, all four spins are identically
coupled to the oscillator with strength g. (2) The bottom
panel illustrates the polarization of the spin ensemble reach-
ing its maximum polarization sector, N/2, under conditions
of imperfect projective measurements of the probe. We con-
sider a spin ensemble of four spins, each identically coupled
to the oscillator. As the readout error increases, the cooling
rate decreases, but the final steady state remains unaffected.
In the extreme case where both projections are equally prob-
able (error rate = 0.5), there is no cooling of the spin ensem-
ble, confirming the validity of our measurement-based cooling
scheme.

probe projection to n = 120, see the probe control se-
quence in Fig. 11(b). This is to ensure that the effective
probe-oscillator coupling is comparable to the oscillator
frequency, as discussed in Eq. (11).

In this work, we perform the simulation by calculating
the dynamics directly on the initial Hamiltonian given
in Eq. (1) without any approximation. In addition, for
simplicity, we approximate the oscillator mode as having
only 100 levels, which is expected to be sufficient since we
assume an initial oscillator thermal occupation of n0 ≈ 45
in the simulations.
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Appendix D: Encoding a qubit into a macroscopic
oscillator

In this section, we consider a hybrid system consisting
only of the probe spin and the oscillator. We will show
that we can prepare a macroscopic mechanical oscillator
into a complicated quantum state using the same probe
control sequence as our cooling protocol in the main text.
The exploration of such quantum superposition states in
macroscopic objects has emerged as a significant area of
interest, mainly because of its potential to explore the
frontier between classical and quantum physics [54, 55].

The quantum state in which we propose to prepare
into a macroscopic mechanical oscillator is the so-called
Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) state [35, 56], which
is defined as the simultaneous eigenstates of the two sta-
bilizers, i.e.,

Sq = e−i2
√
πp̂, Sp = ei2

√
πq̂. (D1)

The logical operators are correspondingly given by XL =√
Sp and ZL =

√
Sq, respectively.

However, the ideal GKP states are unphysical, requir-
ing infinite amount of energy to prepare [35]. Instead,
we will consider the approximate GKP states that are
defined as (up to normalization):

|0̃⟩ ∝
∞∑

s=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

∆2

2 (2s)2πe−
1

2∆2 (q−2s
√
π)2 |q⟩dq,

|1̃⟩ ∝
∞∑

s=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

∆2

2 (2s+1)2πe−
1

2∆2 (q−(2s+1)
√
π)2 |q⟩dq.

(D2)

Note that the closer the squeezing parameter ∆ is to 0,
the higher is the quality of the GKP states [35, 56].

The GKP code is a promising candidate for quantum
error correction (QEC) in continuous-variable systems
[37], such as trapped-ion mechanical oscillators [55] and
superconducting circuits [57]. In addition, GKP states
hold the potential for enhanced sensing capabilities, al-
lowing simultaneous detection of displacements in both
the position and momentum quadratures of an oscillator
[38].

1. Oscillator displacements along the momentum
and position quadratures

The projectors given in Eq. (12) now become just a dis-
placement operator of the oscillator, which depends on
the measurement result of the probe spin, as indicated
by:

PN=0,± =
D(θ)± eiϕD(−θ)

2
, (D3)

where D(θ) = exp (θa† − θ∗a) represents the displace-
ment operator, with the amplitude θ = g0F (ϵ, t)/2ω.

The additional phase ϕ is introduced by rotating the
probe spin by an angle ϕ before the measurement, as
shown in the circuit in Fig. 6. The proposed GKP en-
coding scheme involves repeated execution of this circuit,
adaptively setting the angle ϕ based on previous measure-
ment results. The angles ϕ select the effective measure-
ment basis of the probe spin. This is a phase estimation
protocol that incrementally identifies the eigenvalue of
D(2θ) while simultaneously projecting the oscillator into
the corresponding eigenstate.

Displacement along position quadrature

Our proposal is realized by carefully tuning the detuning
ϵ and applying a certain number of inversion pulses to
the probe spin. For ϵ = 0, the filter function simplifies
to F (ϵ, t) = 2(n + 2) so that θ = g0t/π. This leads
to conditional displacements exactly along the position
quadrature:

D(θ) = exp
[
∓ i

√
2g0t

π
p̂
]
, with ϵ = 0, (D4)

where p̂ = i√
2
(â − â†) denotes the momentum operator

of the oscillator. According to Ref. [19], this ability to
adjust the oscillator’s momentum based on the spin state
facilitates a mechanism for entangling two spins by the
oscillator.

Displacement along momentum quadrature

Additionally, we also need to realize controlled oscillator-
displacements along the momentum quadrature. This is
achieved by setting ϵ = ω/(n + 1) so that ϵt = π, the
filter function reads

F (ϵ, t) = 2 +
4

eiϵτ − 1
=

4

iϵτ
+O(ϵτ), (D5)

where q̂ = 1√
2
(â+â†) is the position operator of the oscil-

lator. Correspondingly, we have θ = ig0t(n+1)/π2(n+2).
Furthermore, neglecting the higher order terms of ϵτ ∼
O(1/n) leads to the following displacement operator of
the oscillator:

D(θ) = exp
[
∓ i2

√
2g0t

π2

n+ 1

n+ 2
q̂
]
, with ϵ =

ω

n+ 1
. (D6)

State preparation via phase estimation

Phase estimation has been shown to be effective for
preparing such approximate GKP logical states by de-
termining the eigenvalues of stabilizers and logical oper-
ators [36]. For the spin-oscillator hybrid system consid-
ered here, such eigenvalue determination is realized by
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Oscillator D(±θ)

Ancilla spin |0⟩ H • RZ(ϕ) H Z

FIG. 6. Single round of an adaptive phase estimation pro-
tocol that estimates the eigenvalue of oscillator displace-
ment operator, D(2θ) = exp (2θa† − 2θ∗a) with amplitude
2θ = g0F (ϵ, t)/ω. Initially, the ancillary spin is set in the |+⟩
state and subsequently measured in the x-basis after apply-
ing a series of periodic inversion pulses, which facilitates the
implementation of controlled oscillator displacements. Before
measuring the ancilla spin, it undergoes a z-axis rotation by
an angle ϕ. This angle ϕ is strategically determined based on
the ancilla measurement results of previous phase estimation
cycles, with the goal of minimize the uncertainty in the pos-
terior probability distribution estimate of D(2θ)’s eigenvalue.
Specifically, when ϕ = 0, this circuit simply executes the pro-
jectors given in Eq. (D3). Through repeated application of
this phase estimation circuit, the oscillator states outside the
subspace spanned by the eigenstates of D(2θ) are gradually
suppressed.

adjusting the detuning magnitude ϵ and the total evolu-
tion duration t. In this way, we can choose the magnitude
by which the oscillator is shifted along the momentum or
position quadrature.

For example, to prepare the approximate GKP state
|0̃⟩, first initialize the oscillator in its ground state with
zero photons. It then sets D(θ) = Sq and runs the phase
estimation circuit several times to estimate its eigenvalue
with high confidence. A subsequent fit to D(θ) = ZL al-
lows for similar eigenvalue estimation. Determining the
eigenvalues of Sq and ZL projects the oscillator into the
desired approximate GKP state. This process can be de-
scribed as iterative and adaptive application of the circuit
in Fig. 6.

GKP encoding and oscillator cooling

The GKP encoding scheme we discuss is similar to the
oscillator cooling technique described in Ref. [28], with
both methods using the phase estimation circuit shown
in Fig. 6 many times. However, the encoding scheme

starts from the ground state, as opposed to the cooling
method, which applies the circuit to a thermal state and
then cools it down to the ground state.
A crucial difference between the two lies in how the

circuit is used in the cooling process, where it is imple-
mented with non-zero detuning, so that neither Eq.(16)
nor Eq.(18) hold. When these conditions are satisfied,
instead of cooling to a zero photon ground state, the os-
cillator, initially in a thermal state, stabilizes in a state
that maintains a finite number of photons [28].

2. Experimental feasibility

In contrast to the oscillator cooling scheme developed in
Ref. [28], which requires only a weak probe-oscillator cou-
pling, the GKP encoding scheme is much more demand-
ing as it requires a strong coupling strength. In this re-
spect, current experimental capabilities are clearly insuf-
ficient to implement the preparation scheme. Moreover,
the GKP encoding scheme has been extensively studied
in Ref. [36]. Therefore, we choose not to perform detailed
numerical simulations to evaluate the practicality of the
GKP encoding scheme in this study. Instead, we briefly
assess the challenges and discuss potential improvements
to existing setups that could facilitate the preparation of
GKP states in macroscopic mechanical oscillators.
The time duration for each phase estimation round

needs to be of the order of 1/g0, so that the displace-
ment magnitude can be of the order of |θ| ∼ O(

√
π).

Given the necessity of around 10 phase estimation cycles
to yield an approximate GKP state of acceptable qual-
ity [36], the preparation scheme requires an overall time
exceeding O(10/g0).
From an experimental point of view, it’s crucial that

the coherence time of the oscillator is considerably long
compared to the coupling strength g0, ideally at least on
the order of 100/g0. Diamond NMOs with a quality fac-
tor Q > 106 have been demonstrated at sub-Kelvin tem-
peratures and mechanical damping rates of a few kHz
[58]. This implies that the coherence time of the vibra-
tional mode must be significantly improved. Note that
the coherence time of the NV electronic spin in cryogenic
conditions can exceed 1 second by the application of dy-
namical decoupling [39]. This is more than sufficient, as
the probe spin only needs to maintain coherence during
each phase estimation round.
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tin, A. Bruno, and Y. Chu, Schrödinger cat states of
a 16-microgram mechanical oscillator, Science 380, 274
(2023).

[55] C. Flühmann, T. L. Nguyen, M. Marinelli, V. Negnevit-
sky, K. Mehta, and J. P. Home, Encoding a qubit in
a trapped-ion mechanical oscillator, Nature 566, 513
(2019).

[56] Y. Wang, Quantum Error Correction with the GKP Code
and Concatenation with Stabilizer Codes, Master’s thesis,
RWTH-AACHEN UNIVERSITY (2017).

[57] V. V. Sivak, A. Eickbusch, B. Royer, S. Singh, I. Tsiout-
sios, S. Ganjam, A. Miano, B. L. Brock, A. Z. Ding,
L. Frunzio, S. M. Girvin, R. J. Schoelkopf, and M. H. De-
voret, Real-time quantum error correction beyond break-
even, Nature 616, 50 (2023).

[58] Y. Tao, J. M. Boss, B. A. Moores, and C. L. Degen,
Single-crystal diamond nanomechanical resonators with
quality factors exceeding one million, Nat. Commun 5,
10.1038/ncomms4638 (2014).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012305
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-04916-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-35045-3
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aba29a
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0420-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10401
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04819-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04819-6
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam8697
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam8697
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b04283
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b04283
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2409.12938
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2409.12938
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2409.12938
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.156402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.134415
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.134415
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19489-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.263602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.263602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.075410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.075410
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.79.041302
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adf7553
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adf7553
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-0960-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-0960-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.00147
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05782-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4638

	Remote Cooling of Spin-ensembles through a Spin-mechanical Hybrid Interface
	Abstract
	Introduction
	System Hamiltonian and experimental realization
	System dynamics and its tuning
	Original system dynamics
	Dynamical Decoupling pulses on probe
	Tuning dynamics through probe projections
	Pulse detuning

	System cooling
	Pulse detuning as a control parameter
	Premature oscillator cooling
	Simultaneous cooling of ensemble and oscillator
	Effects of decoherence
	Cooling efficiency

	Discussion
	Acknowledgement
	Details of sketched experimental setup
	Effects of inhomogeneous coupling and imperfect readout
	Inhomogeneous ensemble
	Imperfect probe readout
	Effects of spin-T1 and oscillator Q


	Simulation details
	Encoding a qubit into a macroscopic oscillator
	Oscillator displacements along the momentum and position quadratures
	Displacement along position quadrature
	Displacement along momentum quadrature
	State preparation via phase estimation
	GKP encoding and oscillator cooling

	Experimental feasibility

	References


