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We propose a scheme to generate large amount of mechanical squeezing, far beyond the 3dB limit, which is
based on synthetic magnetism in optomechanical system that hosts a Backward Stimulated Brillouin Scattering
(BSBS) process. Our benchmark system consists of an acoustic mode coupled to two optical modes through the
BSBS process, and a Duffing mechanical oscillator that couples to the same optical modes through the standard
optomechanical radiation pressure. The synthetic magnetism comes from the modulation of the mechanical
coupling between the acoustic and the mechanical mode. When there is no synthetic magnetism, a given amount
of mechanical squeezing is generated in the system. This squeezing is mainly dependent on the BSBS process,
and it is fragile against thermal noise. By switching on the synthetic magnetism, the degree of the generated
squeezing is greatly enhanced and goes far beyond the limit of the 3dB. This large magnetism induced squeezing
persists even when there is no BSBS process in the system. Moreover, this generated squeezing is robust enough
against thermal noise in comparison to the one induced when the synthetic magnetism is off. Furthermore, both
the mechanical variance squeezing and effective phonon number exhibit series of peaks and dips depending on
the phase modulation of the mechanical coupling. This oscillatory feature is reminiscent of a sudden death and
revival of squeezing phenomenon, which can be used to maintain a desired magnitude of squeezing by tuning
this phase. Our proposal provides a path toward a flexible scheme that generates large amount of squeezing,
far beyond the 3dB limit. Such a generated squeezed states can be used for quantum applications including
quantum information processing, quantum sensing and metrology, and quantum computing.

Keywords: Optomechanics, synthetic magnetism, squeezing, Brillouin Scattering

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonclassical states such as squeezed and entangled states
are crucial ingredients required to improve a range of quan-
tum applications including quantum information processing
[1–3], quantum sensing and metrology [4–7], quantum com-
puting [8], and quantum supremacy [9–11]. For instance, en-
tangled states have been widely generated in optomechanical
systems [12, 13] by exploring diverse techniques [14–18], and
they were recently proposed as resources to enhance sens-
ing [19, 20]. Beside that, large intracavity squeezed field
have been generated [21, 22], which can be used for mechan-
ical cooling [23, 24], gravitational wave detection [25, 26],
and to further generate nonclassical states [27]. Similarly,
strong mechanical squeezed states [28] were equally gener-
ated, which can be useful to enhance mass-sensing [29–31],
information processing [32, 33], and state transfer [34] in-
volving phonons. Despite these interesting applications re-
lated to squeezed states, their generation is often limited by
quantum noise that resists any measurement below the Zero
Point Fluctuation (ZPF), i.e., beyond the 3dB limit. The exist-
ing systems in which mechanical squeezing beyond 3dB has
been achieved have explored reservoir engineering technique
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or two-tone driving [35–37].

Recently, technique based on synthetic magnetism (en-
gineered via a modulation of the photon/phonon hopping
rate) have been used in optomechanical structures for spe-
cific purposes. For instance, an artificial magnetic field for
photons was engineered to achieve photon transport as re-
ported in [38, 39]. Similarly, synthetic magnetic field for
phonon/acoustic has been created [40–42] for phononic trans-
port at the nanoscale. More recently, synthetic magnetism has
been engineered in optomechanical systems to enhance entan-
gled states generation [43]. Owing to these interesting physics
fostered by synthetic magnetism in optomechanics, here we
use it to enhance mechanical squeezing in optomechanical
system involving Backward Stimulated Brillouin Scattering
(BSBS) process which has been proposed in [44].

The underlying system, we are considering, consists of an
acoustic (mechanical) mode coupled to two optical modes
through the BSBS process (radiation pressure coupling). We
propose a scheme to connect the acoustic and the mechanic
modes through a mechanical coupling having a strength Jm
that is modulated via a phase θ . Such a phase modulation
of the coupling induces a synthetic magnetism in our model
system [43, 45]. When the synthetic magnetism is switched
off, a given amount of mechanical squeezing is generated in
the system. This squeezing is mainly dependent on the BSBS
process, and it is fragile against thermal noise [44]. By switch-
ing on the synthetic magnetism, we found that i) the degree
of the generated squeezing is greatly enhanced and goes far
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beyond the limit of the 3dB, ii) this squeezing persists even
when there is no BSBS process in the system, and iii) this
generated squeezing is robust enough against thermal noise
in comparison to the case when the synthetic magnetism is
off. Furthermore, both the mechanical squeezing and effective
phonon number exhibit series of peaks and dips depending on
the phase modulation of the mechanical coupling. This oscil-
latory feature induces a sudden death and revival of squeez-
ing, which can be used to maintain a desired magnitude of
squeezing by tuning the phase. Our proposal paves a way to-
wards a flexible scheme that can be used to generate arbitrary
amount of squeezing. Such a generated squeezed states can
be used for quantum applications including quantum infor-
mation processing, quantum sensing/metrology, and quantum
computing.

The rest of our work is organized as follow. section II pro-
vides the dynamical equations and derives the analytical ex-
pressions involved in our investigation. The squeezing en-
hancement, together with the important results are presented
throughout section III. Our work in concluded in section IV.

II. MODEL AND DYNAMICAL EQUATIONS

We consider a system consisting of an acoustic mode (ba)
that couples to two optical modes through the BSBS process,
and a nonlinear mechanical oscillator (bm) that couples also
to the two optical modes. In order to enhance the squeezing
of the mechanical oscillator, the acoustic and the mechanical
modes are mechanically coupled, having coupling strength Jm.
The coupling is modulated through a phase θ that induces a
synthetic gauge into the dynamics. The Hamiltonian of such
a system is given by (h̄ = 1):

H = H0 +HOM +HBSBS +Hint +Hdrive, (1)

where

H0 := ∑
j=1,2

ωc j a
†
ja j +ωab†

aba +ωmb†
mbm, (2)

HOM := ∑
j=1,2

ga,ma†
ja j(bm +b†

m)+
η

2
(bm +b†

m)
4, (3)

HBSBS := −ga(a
†
1a2ba +a1a†

2b†
a), (4)

Hint := Jm(eiθ b†
abm + e−iθ bab†

m) (5)

Hdrive := ∑
j=1,2

iE j(a
†
je

−iωp j t −a je
iωp j t). (6)

In the above Hamiltonian, the first term H0 is the free Hamil-
tonian corresponding to the optical (a j), the acoustic (ba) and
the mechanical (bm) mode. The first term in HOM captures the
optomechanical interaction between the optical and the me-
chanical modes, while the second one accounts for nonlinear
effect on the mechanical resonator through the Duffing coef-
ficient η . The third term HBSBS stands for the triply resonant
phonon-photon interaction triggered via the BSBS process.
Hint describes the mechanical coupling between the acoustic
and the mechanical modes. The single-photon optomechan-
ical (Brillouin) coupling, gm (ga), results from the radiation

pressure (electrostrictive) force. The last term, Hdrive, denotes
the drivings fields. Here E j and ωp j are the amplitude and
the frequency of the jth field. In what follows, we will as-
sume the same frequency field, ωp1,2 ≡ ωp. The optical cavity
frequency are ωc j and the mechanical (acoustic) frequency is
ωm (ωa). In the frame rotating at Hr = ωp1a†

1a1 +ωp2a†
2a2 +

(ωp1 −ωp2)b
†
aba, the Hamiltonian in Equation 1 becomes

H ′ =−∆1a†
1a1 +∆ab†

aba +ωmb†
mbm −gma†

1a1(bm +b†
m)

+Jm(eiθ b†
abm + e−iθ bab†

m)+
η

2 (bm +b†
m)

4

+iE1(a
†
1 −a1)−Ga(a

†
1ba +a1b†

a), (7)

where we have defined ∆1 = ωp1 −ωc1 , and ∆a = ωa +ωp2 −
ωp1 . Here α2 is the steady-state of the control optical mode a2,
which has been treated classically as it is assumed to be strong
compared to the weak strength of the Brillouin acoustic mode
ba (see details in Appendix A).

FIG. 1: Sketch of our linearized three mode optomechanical system.
The mode a1 is coupled to the acoustic (ba) and the mechanical mode
(bm) with coupling strength Ga and Gm respectively. The mechanical
oscillator has the Duffing coefficient η . The phonon-phonon hopping
rate Jm is modulated by the phase θ .

By following the standard linearization procedure (Ap-
pendix A), the Hamiltonian in Equation 7 can be linearized,
and that reduces our scheme to a three-mode optomechani-
cal system as depicted in Figure 1. In order to investigate the
squeezing of the mechanical resonator bm, we introduce the
following Bogoliubov transformation,

bm = bs
m cosh(r)−bs†

m sinh(r), (8)

with the defined squeezing parameter r = 1
4 ln(1+ 2Λ

ωm
) and the

squeezed mechanical mode bs
m. This transformation leads to

the new linearized Hamiltonian,

Hs
lin =−∆̃δa†

1δa1 +∆aδb†
aδba +ω ′

mδbs†
m δbs

m

−(G′
mδa†

1 +G
′∗
mδa1)(δbs†

m +δbs
m)+ J′m(e

iθ δb†
aδbs

m

+e−iθ δbaδbs†
m )−Ga(δa†

1δba +δa1δb†
a), (9)

with the effective parameters ω ′
m =

√
ωm(ωm +2Λ), G′

m =
Gme−r and J′m = Jm cosh(r). The effective mechanical cou-
pling is Gm = gmα1, where Λ = 24ηℜ(βm)

2. βm (α1) is the
steady-state of the mechanical (optical) mode.
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By taking into account the dissipation associated with the
optical (κ), the mechanical (γm) and the acoustic (γa) modes,
one can obtain the following equations describing the dynam-
ics of the fluctuations operators,

δ ȧ1 =
(
i∆̃− κ

2

)
δa1 + iG′

m(δbs†
m +δbs

m)+ iGaδba

+
√

κain
1

δ ḃa =−( γa
2 + i∆a)δba − iJ′meiθ δbs

m + iGaδa1

+
√

γabin
a

δ ḃs
m =−( γm

2 + iω ′
m)δbs

m − iJ′me−iθ δba + i(G
′∗
mδa1

+G′
mδa†

1)+
√

γmbsin
m ,

(10)

where ∆̃ = ∆−2gmRe(βm) is the effective detuning. In the set
of Equation 10, ain

1 , bin
a and bsin

m are zero-mean noise operators
characterized by the following auto-correlation functions,

⟨ain
1 (t)a

in†
1 (t ′)⟩ = δ (t − t ′), ⟨ain†

1 (t)ain
1 (t

′)⟩= 0,

⟨bin
a (t)b

in†
a (t ′)⟩ = δ (t − t ′), ⟨bin†

a (t)bin
a (t

′)⟩= 0,

⟨bsin
m (t)bsin†

m (t ′)⟩ = (nth cosh(2r)+ sinh2(r))δ (t − t ′),

⟨bin
m(t)b

in
m(t

′)⟩ = (nth +
1
2
)sinh(2r)δ (t − t ′). (11)

Here, nth represents the equilibrium phonon occupation
number of the mechanical resonator, and is defined as, nth =
[exp( h̄ωm

kbT )− 1]−1, where kb is the Boltzmann constant. Ow-
ing to the high-frequency acoustic mode ba compared to the
mechanical one (ωm ≪ ωa) the thermal acoustic phonon oc-
cupation has been neglected. In order to investigate the ef-
fect of the mechanical coupling Jm and its phase modulation
θ on squeezing of the targeted mechanical resonator, we first
define the following amplitude (position) and phase (momen-
tum) quadrature operators: δXO = δO†+δO√

2
, δYO = i δO†−δO√

2
,

with O ≡ a1,ba,bs
m. Similarly, the related noise quadratures

read as: δX in
O = δO†in+δO in

√
2

, δY in
O = i δO†in−δO in

√
2

. This enables
us to derive the set of equations describing the quadrature dy-
namics of our system as,

u̇ = Mu+ zin. (12)

Here u = (δXa1 ,δYa1 ,δXba ,δYba ,δXbm ,δYbm)
T ,

zin = (
√

κX in
a1
,
√

κY in
a1
,
√

γaX in
ba
,
√

γaY in
ba
,
√

γmX in
bm
,
√

γmY in
bm
,)T

and the matrix M is given by,

M=



−κ1
2 −∆̃ 0 −Ga 0 0

∆̃ −κ1
2 Ga 0 2G

′
m 0

0 −Ga − γa
2 ∆a J′m sinθ J′m cosθ

Ga 0 −∆a − γa
2 −J′m cosθ J′m sinθ

0 0 −J′m sinθ J′m cosθ − γm
2 ω

′
m

2G
′
m 0 −J′m cosθ −J′m sinθ −ω

′
m − γm

2 .

 ,

(13)
Here the effective couplings G

′
m and Ga have been assumed to

be real for simplicity.

III. SYNTHETIC MAGNETISM ENHANCED
MECHANICAL SQUEEZING

To illustrate the enhancement of the mechanical squeezing
in our proposed scheme, we need to derive the position vari-
ance of the nonlinear mechanical resonator. For this purpose,
we evaluate the covariance matrix, Vi j, where Vi j =

⟨uiu j+u jui⟩
2 .

The covariance matrix satisfies the equation of motion,

V̇ = MV +V MT +D, (14)

with the diagonal diffusion matrix D = Diag[κ

2 ,
κ

2 ,
γa
2 ,

γa
2 ,

γm
2 e2r(2nth + 1), γm

2 e−2r(2nth + 1)], and the matrix M must
meet the Routh-Hurwitz stability criterion where all its eigen-
values should have negative real parts. The parameters are
chosen in such a way that this stability criterion is met and
they are experimentally feasible. As we aim to study the
steady-state behavior of the mechanical squeezing, we use the
long time limit of Equation 14 which is known as the Lya-
punov equation,

MV +V MT =−D. (15)

FIG. 2: Mechanical position variance from Equation 17 versus Ga
and ∆a. The mechanical coupling strength is Jm = 0 for (a) and
Jm = 0.1ωm for (b). The parameters used are ωm/2π = 1MHz, gm =
10−4ωm, κ = 0.02ωm, γa = 0.4ωm, γm = 10−4ωm, η = 10−4ωm,
nth = 100, Gm = 0.15ωm, ∆̃ =−ω ′

m, and θ = π/2.

From the Vi j elements, we can obtain the position variance
(⟨δq2

m⟩) of the mechanical resonator as follows:

⟨δq2
m⟩=V55e−2r, (16)

which can be expressed in dB units as,

⟨δq2
m⟩(dB) =−10log10

⟨δq2
m⟩

⟨δq2
ZPF⟩

, (17)

where ⟨δq2
ZPF⟩ = 1

2 is the zero-point fluctuations of the me-
chanical resonator. One can clearly see that the position
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quadrature is getting squeezed. In order to effectively sup-
press the thermal effects at the the optimal acoustic resonance
∆

opt
a , as depicted in the terms, G

′
m(δa†

1δbs†
m + δa1δbs

m), we
work in the red-detuned regime (∆̃ =−ω

′
m). The main param-

eters used for our numerical simulations are ωm/2π = 1MHz,
gm = 10−4ωm, κ = 0.02ωm, γa = 0.4ωm, γm = 10−4ωm, η =
10−4ωm, nth = 100, Gm = 0.15ωm, and ∆̃ = −ω ′

m. The other
parameters such as Jm, θ , Ga and ∆a are adjusted as latter on
indicated on the related figures. Figure 2 exhibits the position
variance as a function of the the acoustic effective coupling Ga
and detuning ∆a. It can be observed that the largest squeez-
ing is generated at the acoustic resonance ∆

opt
a ≈ 3.5ωm and

Ga = 0.124ωm. For the rest of the work, we take ∆a = ∆
opt
a

and assume the red-sideband detuning resonance condition. It
is revealed in Fig. 2(a) that no squeezing is generated near
Ga ∼ 0, or it is very weak. However, Fig.2(b) shows a large
degree of squeezing generated even for Ga = 0 around the
optimal acoustic resonance ∆

opt
a . This feature reveals how the

synthetic gauge induces the squeezing even if the BSBS effect
is not supported in the system. Moreover, it could be seen that
the squeezing generated in the presence of Jm ̸= 0 is stronger
compared to the case when there is no mechanical coupling
Jm = 0. To get further insight into the enhancement of the
squeezing through the synthetic gauge, we study the mechan-
ical position variance against the variation of both Jm and θ , as
displayed in Fig.3(a). On the other hand, corresponding study
for the effective phonon number is depicted in Fig.3(b). It
should be noted that the effective phonon number correspond-
ing to the mechanical oscillator nm

e f f can also be expressed in
term of the Vi j elements, and it yields,

nm
e f f =

1
2
(
V55e−2r +V66e2r −1

)
. (18)

It can be seen from Figure 3(a,b) that both variance and

FIG. 3: (a) Mechanical position variance (Equation 17) and (b) ef-
fective (mechanical) phonon number (Equation 18) versus Jm and
θ . Optimal squeezing parameters deduced from Figure 2 are used:
Gm = 0.15ωm, Ga = 0.124ωm, and ∆

opt
a . The others parameters are

similar to the ones in Figure 2.

phonon number are modulated along the θ direction. For

Jm ≤ 5×10−2ωm, the effect of the phase θ is negligible. How-
ever, for Jm > 5× 10−2ωm, the variance (Figure 3a) exhibits
peaks at θ ≡ (n+ 1

2 )π and dips for θ ≡ nπ , n being an integer.
This feature shows that significant squeezing is generated at
θ ≡ (n+ 1

2 )π . This also corresponds to an effective minimum
phonon number as expected in Figure 3b (see near Jm ∼ 0.1ωm
for instance). By paying attention to the colorbars of these fig-
ures, it can be figured out that with an increase in mechanical
coupling Jm, the mechanical resonator is getting cooled down
significantly resulting in stronger degree of squeezing. These
figures point out the crucial role played by both Jm and θ re-
garding enhancement of squeezing in our proposal. To fur-
ther reveal the oscillatory feature of the squeezing above dis-
cussed, we have extracted the position variance and phonon
number from Figure 3 at Jm ∼ 0.1ωm, and that is displayed in
Appendix B.

Next, we investigate the role of synthetic gauge in enhanc-
ing the squeezing of the position quadrature. We take specific
parameters in the (Gm,Ga) space, and in Fig. 4 depict how the
position variance varies with γa,nth and η . The left and right
columns in Figure 4 depict the mechanical position variance
plotted over the same variable for Jm = 0 and Jm = 0.1ωm, re-
spectively. The first interesting parameter considered here is
the Brillouin acoustic decay rate γa. The BSBS process in-
volved in our proposal relies on the fact that γa ≫ κ(≫ γm).
Therefore, it is crucial to point out the impact of this condi-
tion on the squeezing generation as shown in Figure 4(a,b).
Without the mechanical coupling (Jm = 0), Figure 4a shows
how the variance increases rapidly and reaches a saturation
limit above γa ≫ κ = 2× 10−2ωm as expected. Above this
BSBS condition, the position variance settles on a sort of
plateau, where the acoustic decay rate does no longer affect
the behavior of the generated squeezing. This regime could be
of great interests for quantum technologies involving squeez-
ing such as quantum information processing, quantum sensing
and metrology, and quantum computing. By considering the
synthetic gauge (Jm ̸= 0), Figure 4b shows a great enhance-
ment of the degree of squeezing (from 0 to near 5dB) com-
pared to when Jm = 0 (compare Figure 4a to Figure 4b). De-
spite the fact that the position variance behaves with almost
the same shape in both Figure 4(a,b), it is worth to mention
that the merit of the synthetic gauge has been to push the
limit of the generated squeezing beyond the 3dB. Further-
more, these figures show that the more the couplings (Gm,Ga)
are enhanced, better is the degree of the squeezing (see Ap-
pendix B for a large view). In Figure 4c, we have plotted the
position variance over the thermal phonon mechanical excita-
tion. The shadow area depicts the region below the 3dB. It can
be seen that when Ga = 0, there is only a short window where
the squeezing is above the 3dB (full line) compared to when
Ga ̸= 0 (dashed line). This feature reveals the key role played
by the BSBS effect, which suppresses the heating processes
in the system [44]. This BSBS effect is further reinforced
through the gap between the two lines in Figure 4c, showing
how Ga ̸= 0 has improved the degree of squeezing compared
to the case Ga = 0. By taking into account the synthetic gauge,
we observe in Figure 4d that the gap between the cases Ga = 0
and Ga ̸= 0 has been efficiently reduced. Indeed, the squeez-
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FIG. 4: Left and right column depicts the same quantities, which are plotted for Jm = 0 and Jm = 0.1ωm, respectively. (a,b) display the position
variance of the mechanical resonator over the Brillouin acoustic decay rate γa for two specific couples of points (Ga,Gm): (0.05ωm,0.08ωm)
for the full line, and (0.15ωm,0.124ωm) for the dashed line. (c,d) analyze the robustness of the mechanical position variance versus the thermal
noise nth. (e,f) figure out the behavior of the mechanical position variance versus the Duffing coefficient η . In (c-f), the full line is for Ga = 0
and the dashed line is for Ga = 0.124ωm. The rest of the parameters are the same as in Figure 2.

ing generated for Ga = 0 follows almost the one generated
for Ga ̸= 0, and they stay longer beyond the 3dB compared
to what is shown in Figure 4d. This confirms that the syn-
thetic gauge contributes to suppress the heating channels, in-
ducing strong squeezing even for Ga = 0, as earlier discussed
in Figure 2. Furthermore, it can be observed that squeezing
is somehow less prone to the affect of thermal phonons in the
presence of synthetic gauge. In Figure 4(e,f), we display the
mechanical position variance versus the Duffing nonlinear co-
efficient η . These figures show how the variance sharply in-
creases for weak values of η , and settles quickly to a plateau
like a saturation limit. However, it can be observed that the
synthetic gauge bridges the gap between the cases Ga = 0 and
Ga ̸= 0 as previously discussed. Moreover, Figure 4e shows
how the degree of the generated squeezing for Ga = 0 is be-
low the 3dB, while it exceeds this limit for Jm ̸= 0 as depicted
in Figure 4f. Once again, this highlights the merit of the syn-
thetic gauge that induces a strong squeezing even for Ga = 0
in our proposal as shown in Figure 2.

In Fig. 5(a) and (d) we exhibit the Wigner function distribu-

tion for the squeezed state generated for some specific param-
eters. Owing to the Gaussian nature of the quantum noise, our
linearized system can be described through a single Gaussian
Wigner function in the steady state defined as [28]

W (um) =
1

2π
√

det[Vm]
exp

[
− uT

mV−1
m um

2
]
, (19)

where um = (δqm,δ pm)
T is the column vector of the mechan-

ical fluctuations and Vm stands for the covariance matrix for
the mechanical mode. The left column in Figure 5 depicts
the Wigner function distribution of the mechanical resonator
(Figure 5a), the mechanical position variance (Figure 5b) and
the mechanical momentum variance (Figure 5c) for the syn-
thetic modulation phase of θ = 0. Similarly, the right col-
umn displays the same quantities at θ = π

2 i.e., the Wigner
function distribution (Figure 5d), the position variance (Fig-
ure 5e) and the momentum variance (Figure 5f). These figures
have been plotted in the long time limit so that the system has
reached its steady state. Moreover, these figures have been
extracted from Figure 3a for the mechanical coupling strength
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FIG. 5: Wigner function distributions and dynamic of mechanical
variances. Left column depicts Wigner function (a), position vari-
ance (b) and the momentum variance (c) at Jm = 0.1ωm, and θ = 0.
Right column depicts Wigner function (d), position variance (e) and
the momentum variance (f) at Jm = 0.1ωm, and θ = π/2. These fig-
ures are extracted from the feature displayed in Figure 3. The other
parameters are the same as in Figure 2.

fixed at Jm = 0.1ωm. In Figure 5(a,d), the contour represented
by a dark circle depicts the related coherent state, while the
shrunken and expanded shape bounded by the white ellipse
features the corresponding generated squeezed state. As pre-
dicted from Figure 3a, the Wigner function at θ = 0 (Fig-
ure 5a) shows less squeezing as compared to when θ = π/2
(Figure 5d). Moreover, these Wigner function distributions
confirm the squeezing along the position direction, while the
quantum fluctuation is transferred to the momentum direc-
tion which is amplified. To further analyze these observa-
tions, we have plotted the dynamical time-evolution of the in-
volved variances. As expected, both position and momentum
dynamical evolution at θ = 0 clearly show no squeezing (Fig-
ure 5(b,c)), which is revealed by an oscillatory behavior above
the Standard Quantum Limit (SQL). However, we can qualita-
tively observe that there is less amount of noise along the po-
sition direction compared to the momentum direction as pre-
dicted by the corresponding Wigner distribution (Figure 5a).
For θ = π/2, however, Figure 5e shows squeezing in position
quadrature below the SQL, while its corresponding momen-
tum is far above the SQL, revealing that quantum fluctuation
has been amplified along this direction as predicted from Fig-
ure 5d. From the above analysis, it can be seen that our Wigner
function distribution together with the dynamical evolution of
the variances agree well with the synthetic magnetism squeez-
ing enhancement pointed out in Figure 3. This work provides
an efficient scheme towards enhancement of squeezing be-
yond 3dB in optomechanical system that is based on the back-
ward stimulated Brillouin scattering effect. The generated
squeezing under this scheme is robust enough against thermal
noise compared to the case without the synthetic magnetism.
This investigation can be extended to electromechanical sys-
tems and hybrid opto-electromechanical systems.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the synthetic magnetism effect induc-
ing mechanical squeezing enhancement in an optomechanical
system, which hosts a backward stimulated Brillouin scatter-
ing process. Our model system consists of an acoustic mode
that couples to two optical modes through the BSBS process,
and a nonlinear mechanical oscillator that couples to the two
optical modes through the standard optomechanical radiation
pressure. A mechanical coupling, with a strength Jm that is
modulated through a phase θ , is connecting the acoustic and
mechanical modes, which induces a synthetic magnetism in
our proposal. Without this synthetic magnetism, there is a
given amount of squeezing that is generated in the system.
This squeezing is mainly induced by the BSBS process, and
is fragile against thermal noise. When the synthetic mag-
netism is accounted, the degree of the generated squeezing
is greatly enhanced and goes far beyond the 3dB. Moreover,
this large induced squeezing persists even when the system
is free from the BSBS process. Furthermore, this generated
squeezing is robust enough against thermal noise compared
to the case without synthetic magnetism. Another merit of
the synthetic magnetism in our proposal is revealed through
the peaks and dips of both squeezing magnitude and mechan-
ical effective phonon number depending on the modulation
phase of the mechanical coupling. This oscillatory feature is
reminiscent of a sudden death and revival of squeezing phe-
nomenon, which can be used to maintain a desired magnitude
of squeezing by tuning the phase θ . Our work sheds light on a
flexible scheme that can be used to generate a large amount of
mechanical squeezing, far beyond the 3dB limit. Our scheme
can be implemented in optical and microwaves cavities, as
well as in hybrid optomechanical systems. Such a generated
squeezed states can be useful for a range of quantum appli-
cations including quantum information processing, quantum
sensing and metrology, and the recent development in quan-
tum computing.
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Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian that describes the system considered by
us is given by,

H = ∑
j=1,2

ωc j a
†
ja j +ωab†

aba +ωmb†
mbm − ∑

j=1,2
gm,aa†

ja j(bm +b†
m)

(A1)

+
η

2
(bm +b†

m)
4 + Jm(eiθ b†

abm + e−iθ bab†
m)

+ ∑
j=1,2

iE j(a
†
je

−iωp j t −a je
iωp j t)−ga(a

†
1a2ba +a1a†

2b†
a).

The total Hamiltonian of the hybrid system in a frame ro-
tating with the laser frequency ωp j is given by:

H ′ =− ∑
j=1,2

∆ ja
†
ja j +∆ab†

aba +ωmb†
mbm − ∑

j=1,2
gm,aa†

ja j(bm +b†
m)

(A2)

+
η

2
(bm +b†

m)
4 + Jm(eiθ b†

abm + e−iθ bab†
m)

+ iE1(a
†
1 −a1)+ iE2(a

†
2 −a2)−ga(a

†
1a2ba +a1a†

2b†
a),

with ∆ j = ωp j −ωc j , and ∆a = ωa +ωp2 −ωp1 . By consider-
ing that the control field a2 is strong enough compared to a1,
it can be treated classically by deriving its steady-state as,

ȧ2 = i[H ′,a2], (A3)

= (i∆2 −
κ2

2
)a2 + igma2(bm +b†

m)+E2 + igaa1b†
a

= (i∆′
2 −

κ2

2
)a2 +E2 + igaa1b†

a, (A4)

with ∆′
2 = ∆2 + gma2(bm + b†

m). The steady-state solution
(ȧ2 = 0) yields,

α2 ∼
−E2

i∆′
2 −

κ2
2

or |α2| ∼
E2√

∆
′2
2 +

κ2
2
4

. (A5)

By substituting this expression in the rest of the Hamiltonian
in Equation A2, we get the following reduced Hamiltonian,

H ′ =−∆1a†
1a1 +∆ab†

aba +ωmb†
mbm −gma†

1a1(bm +b†
m)

+
η

2
(bm +b†

m)
4 + Jm(eiθ b†

abm + e−iθ bab†
m) (A6)

+ iE1(a
†
1 −a1)−Ga(a

†
1ba +a1b†

a),

where the acoustic effective coupling is Ga = gaα2 as men-
tionned in the main text.

Appendix B: Oscillatory behavior and effect of the effective
couplings

This section highlights some phenomena aforementioned
in the main text related to Figure 3 and Figure 4. Indeed,
it was mentioned that the position variance and the phonon

number displayed in Figure 3 exhibit sort of oscillatory be-
havior depending on the synthetic phase θ around the phonon
hopping rate Jm = 0.1ωm. Moreover, it was pointed out that
these two quantities are out of phase with each other over
θ . Figure 6a depicts the position variance while Figure 6b
shows variation of effective phonon numbers against phase θ .
These depictions are extracted from Figure 3a and Figure 3b
at Jm = 0.1ωm, respectively. As expected, it can be clearly
seen how these two quantities exhibit oscillatory features and
are out of phase.

FIG. 6: Mechanical position variance (a) and effective phonon num-
ber (b) (extracted from Figure 3 at Jm = 0.1ωm) against variation of
phase θ . The other parameters are the same as in Figure 2.

In Figure 4, it has been pointed out that as the effective cou-
pling Ga and Gm are enhanced, the strength of squeezing gets
enhanced as well. To get a clearer view of that feature, Fig-
ure 7 displays the mechanical position variance in Ga and Gm
space for Jm = 0 (a) and Jm = 0.1ωm (b). As it can be seen
in both figures, the squeezing get stronger and stronger as the
strength of the two effective couplings increases. This justifies
our statement aforementioned in the main text. Moreover, by
paying attention to the colorbars in Figure 7, it appears that
the squeezing is enhanced as the synthetic magnetism is ac-
counted in the system, i.e., Jm ̸= 0 and θ = π/2. This can be
seen by comparing the couple of points highlighted in Figure 7
for instance.
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FIG. 7: Squeezing degree of the mechanical position variance in Ga
and Gm space for Jm = 0 (a) and Jm = 0.1ωm (b). The rest of the
parameters are the same used in Figure 2.
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