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We propose an optomechanical scheme for reaching quantum entanglement in vibration polaritons. The
system involves N molecules, whose vibrations can be fairly entangled with plasmonic cavities. We find
that the vibration-photon entanglement can exist at room temperature and is robust against thermal noise.
We further demonstrate the quantum entanglement between the vibrational modes through the plasmonic
cavities, which shows a delocalized nature and an incredible enhancement with the number of molecules. The
underlying mechanism for the entanglement is attributed to the strong vibration-cavity coupling which possesses
collectivity. Our results provide a molecular optomechanical scheme which offers a promising platform for the
study of noise-free quantum resources and macroscopic quantum phenomena.

Introduction.—Recent efforts have been largely devoted to
studying the properties of strong coupling of molecules to
light, which forms a new excitation known as the molecular
polariton (MP) [1–4]. The molecular polaritons are of a wide
spectrum, ranging from far infrared to ultraviolet regimes [5–
8]. It has been shown an incredible modification of exciton
dynamics and reaction kinetics via the strong coupling to
microcavities [9–17]. Moreover, the polaritons demonstrated
their quantum nature prominently in the optomechanical
scheme, including Bose condensations, squeezed states,
and entanglement [18, 19]. The strong molecule-photon
coupling therefore led to a prosperous feature of several
fields such as molecular electronics [20–22], lasers [23], and
optomechanics [18, 24–26].

Molecular cavity optomechanics [27–36], known as a
combination of MPs and optomechanics, is a powerful
subject when exploring the spectroscopy and metrology, in
which the quantum entanglement may play an important
role. So far, the quantum entanglement has emerged
in a variety of systems, e.g., quantum liquid [37, 38],
ferromagnetic materials [39–41], and trapped ions [42].
Thanks to the advancements of cooling technique and material
synthesis [43–47], cavity optomechanical model has become
a promising platform to achieve prominent entanglement [48–
70]. The cavity optomechanics may enable a capability
of assembling entanglement robust to external noise and
fluctuations. This is fairly important for an extensive study
of complex materials including magnons and molecules that
contain much richer degrees of freedom than atoms. Recent
progresses reported the entanglement in ferromagnetic bulks
against the thermal noise and disorder [40, 41]. For molecular
systems, elaborate experiments demonstrated the collective
coupling to cavity photons, yielding the Rabi oscillation that
led to an incredibly enhanced up-conversion efficiency and a
modification of matter phases [71, 72]. In this regard, the
long-range coherence over many molecules arising from the
collectivity turns out to be of a central aspect, so as to combat
the local fluctuations. This however is still an open issue.

The collective molecule-cavity interaction essentially
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the nanoparticle-on-mirror configuration.
From top to bottom, they are metallic nanoparticle, self-assembled
monolayer of thiophenol molecules, and metallic substrate, respec-
tively. (b) Schematic of the molecular cavity optomechanical system.
Plasmonic cavity mode (with resonance frequency ωp) is coupled
to N molecular vibrational modes (resonance frequency ωv) via the
optomechanical interactions. Here the vibrational mode is depicted
as two masses linked by a spring.

brings out a
√

N enhancement of the optomechanical
coupling [73, 74]. This used to be a hard task in the cavity
optomechanics. In this Letter, we study the quantum entan-
glement in the molecular cavity optomechanical systems. The√

N scaling is shown to be a key for reaching the entanglement
between molecular vibrations. We find that, under feasible
parameter regimes, the cavity-vibration entanglement can
survive at room temperature and is highly robust to the
thermal noise. Moreover, our results reveal a delocalized
nature of the vibration-vibration entanglement, evident by
the unusual scaling of the logarithmic negativity against the
size of molecular sample. This further leads to a remarkable
enhancement when having a large number of molecules in
the sample. Our work offers a new paradigm for generating
quantum resources and for studying the quantum information
processing using molecular optomechanical systems.

Molecular model and Langevin equations.—We consider
a molecular cavity optomechanical system consisting of a
plasmonic cavity and N identical molecules. The plasmonic
system can be realized in the nanoparticle-on-mirror con-
figuration [75] or the scanning-tunnelling microscope tip on
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metallic substrate [76], where N organic molecules are sand-
wiched in the gap between the nanostructure and the metallic
substrate (see Fig. 1). Molecular optomechanics possesses
two notable advantages: (i) high molecule-photon coupling
from the tightly-confined mode volume of cavities; (ii) high
vibration frequency where the thermalization is suppressed at
room temperature, that is significant for quantum applications.
In this vein, the molecular optomechanical system provide a
promising platform for investigating quantum entanglement.
In the low-excitation-number case, the vibrational mode
of each molecule can be approximately described by a
harmonic oscillator with resonance frequencyωv and a normal
coordinate x = xzpf(b† + b), where xzpf is the zero-point
amplitude and b (b†) is the annihilation (creation) operator.
We assume that the cavity resonance frequency ωp is off-
resonant with the optically allowed electronic transitions
of the molecule. The vibration-cavity coupling is thus
parametric. The molecular vibration thus modulates the cavity
resonance frequency, i.e., ωp(x) ≈ ωp − g̃vx, where g̃v =

ωp(∂α/∂x)/(ε0Vp), with α, ε0, and Vp being the respective
polarizability of the molecule, the vacuum permittivity, and
the volume of the cavity [27]. The Hamiltonian of the system
is of the form (ℏ = 1)

H = ωpa†a+
N∑

j=1

[ωvb†jb j+gva†a(b†j +b j)]+ (Ωa†e−iωlt+H.c.),

(1)
where a (a†) and b j (b†j ) are the annihilation (creation)
operators of the cavity mode and the vibrational mode of the
jth molecule, respectively. gv = −g̃vxzpf is the molecular
optomechanical coupling constant [77]; Ω and ωl are the
amplitude and frequency of the pump field, respectively.
With the effective mass of the vibrations, one finds gv =

−ωpRv
√
ℏ/2mωv/(ε0Vp), where Rv = ∂α/∂x and α is the

Raman polarizability. As an estimation [27], ωp/2π = 333
THz, ωv/2π = 29.9 THz, R2

v/m ≈ 3 × 10−10ε2
0 Å4amu−1, and

Vp = 1.5×10−6 µm3, which yield −gv/2π ≈ 21 GHz. In recent
studies, for both theory [27, 28, 34] and experiments [29, 31,
76], the parameters were taken as −gv/2π ∼ 10 GHz-100 GHz
and ωv/2π ∼ 6 THz-48 THz (≈ 200 cm−1-1600 cm−1).

We consider a large number of molecules in the cavity,
i.e., N ≫ 1, that is always feasible in labs. Our motivation
is to study the entanglement between the molecules. To
this end, one defines the two collective vibrational modes
B1 =

∑M
j=1 b j/

√
M and B2 =

∑N
j=M+1 b j/

√
N − M (with

[Bl, B
†

l′ ] = δll′ ) [78, 79]. The Hamiltonian H in the rotating
frame of the drive frequency ωl can be rewritten as

HI = ∆pa†a+
2∑

l=1

[ωvB†l Bl+gla†a(B†l +Bl)]+(Ωa†+H.c.), (2)

where ∆p = ωp − ωl is the driving detuning, and g1 = gv
√

M
(g2 = gv

√
N − M) is the collective optomechanical coupling

strength between the cavity mode a and the collective
vibrational mode B1 (B2).

With a strong drive, the dynamics of this system can be
linearized by writing each operator into o = ⟨o⟩ss + δo, where
⟨o⟩ss and δo denote the steady-state mean and the quantum
fluctuation, respectively. The linearized quantum Langevin
equations are thus obtained

δȧ = −(i∆ + κ)δa − i
2∑

l=1

Gl(δB
†

l + δBl) +
√

2κain,

δḂ1 = −(iωv + γ1)δB1 − i(G∗1δa +G1δa†) +
√

2γB1,in,

δḂ2 = −(iωv + γ2)δB2 − i(G∗2δa +G2δa†) +
√

2γB2,in,

(3)

where κ and γl=1,2 are the decay rates of the cavity mode
and collective vibrational modes, respectively; ∆ = ∆p +∑2

l=1 gl(⟨Bl⟩ss + ⟨Bl⟩
∗
ss) is the normalized driving detuning;

G1 =
√

MGv and G2 =
√

N − MGv (Gv = gv⟨a⟩ss) are the
linearized collective (single-photon) optomechanical coupling
strengths. The collectivity of Gl in the molecular cavity
optomechanics may lead to the ultrastrong-coupling regime,
while it used to be weak in conventional optomechanics.
Thus the term GlδB

†

l in Eq. (3) resulting from the counter-
rotating-wave effect cannot be neglected, and it is the key
component for generating entanglement. Elaborate analysis
will be presented later on. The steady-state means are

⟨a⟩ss =
−iΩ

i∆ + κ
, ⟨Bl⟩ss =

−igl|⟨a⟩ss|
2

iωv + γl
. (4)

The noise operators ain, B1,in =
∑M

j=1 b j,in/
√

M, and
B2,in =

∑N
j=M+1 b j,in/

√
N − M are characterized by the

nonzero correlation functions [80], ⟨ain(t)a†in(t′)⟩ = δ(t − t′),
⟨Bl,in(t)B†l,in(t′)⟩ = (n̄l + 1)δ(t − t′), and ⟨B†l,in(t)Bl,in(t′)⟩ =
n̄lδ(t − t′), with n̄l being the thermal phonon number for the
vibrational mode Bl.

By defining the vectors of the quadrature fluctuation
operators u(t) = (δXB1 , δYB1 , δXB2 , δYB2 , δXa, δYa)T

and the noise operators N(t) =√
2(
√
γ1Xin

B1
,
√
γ1Y in

B1
,
√
γ2Xin

B2
,
√
γ2Y in

B2
,
√
κXin

a ,
√
κY in

a )T ,
with δXo = (δo† + δo)/

√
2, δYo = i(δo† − δo)/

√
2,

Xin
o = (o†in + oin)/

√
2, and Y in

o = i(o†in − oin)/
√

2 for
oin = ain and Bl,in, the Eqs. (3) can be expressed concisely as
u̇(t) = Au(t) + N(t), where the drift matrix A is given by

A =



−γ1 ωv 0 0 0 0
−ωv −γ1 0 0 −2GRe

1 −2GIm
1

0 0 −γ2 ωv 0 0
0 0 −ωv −γ2 −2GRe

2 −2GIm
2

2GIm
1 0 2GIm

2 0 −κ ∆

−2GRe
1 0 −2GRe

2 0 −∆ −κ


. (5)

Here GRe
l=1,2 (GIm

l ) is the real (imaginary) part of Gl. This
linearized system can achieve stability only if the real parts of
the eigenvalues of A are negative, as delineated by the Routh-
Hurwitz criterion [81].
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FIG. 2. Logarithmic negativity (a) Ea|B2
N

versus the detuning ∆/ωv

and the driving amplitude Ω/ωv. (b) Ea|B2
N

versus ∆/ωv for different
values ofΩ. Other parameters used are γl=1,2/ωv = 10−4, κ/ωv = 1/3,
M = 0, N = 100, and n̄ = 0.01.

To explore the steady-state quantum entanglement, we
introduce the covariance matrix V, which is characterized by
the matrix elements as Vi j =

1
2 [⟨ui(∞)u j(∞)⟩+⟨u j(∞)ui(∞)⟩]

for i, j = 1-6. The covariance matrix V is determined by
the Lyapunov equation AV + VAT = −Q [50], where Q =
diag{(2n̄1 + 1)γ1, (2n̄1 + 1)γ1, (2n̄2 + 1)γ2, (2n̄2 + 1)γ2, κ, κ}
represents the diffusion matrix.

Generating cavity-vibration entanglement.—To measure
quantum entanglement of the system, we initially provide the
definition of logarithmic negativity. For a two-mode system
composed by bosonic modes C and D, its covariance matrix
V can be represented as V = {{VC ,VCD}, {V

T
CD,VD}},

whereVC ,VCD, andVD are, respectively, the block matrices
associated with the mode C, the correlation term, and the
mode D. The definition of logarithmic negativity [82–84] is

EN = max[0,− ln(2η−)], (6)

where η− = 2−1/2{Σ(V) − [Σ(V)2 − 4 detV]1/2}1/2 is the
minimum symplectic eigenvalue of the matrix V, with
Σ (V) = detVC + detVD − 2 detVCD. For our system,
the quantum entanglement between the two modes a and Bl

(B1 and B2) is represented by the logarithmic negativity Ea|Bl
N

(EB1 |B2
N

). The reduced matrix V of two involved modes is
obtained by tracing out the uncorrelated rows and columns
in the covariance matrix V.

Since the two types cavity-vibration entanglement (Ea|B1
N

and Ea|B2
N

) exhibit similar behaviors with the change of the
adjustable parameters, in Fig. 2 we only show Ea|B2

N
versus the

detuning ∆ and the driving amplitude Ω. In the numerical
simulations, we adopt parameters that are experimentally
achievable: ωl/2π = 300 THz, ωv/2π = 30 THz, κ/2π = 10
THz, γ1/2π = γ2/2π = 0.03 THz, gv/2π = 30 GHz,
T ≈ 312 K, M = 0, and N = 100. For the vibrational-
mode frequency ωv/2π = 30 THz, the corresponding thermal
phonon number of vibrational mode can be estimated as
n̄l = n̄ = 0.01 when T ≈ 312 K. For convenience, we take
the vibrational-mode frequency ωv as the scaling unit in the
following numerical simulations. Figure 2 shows that Ea|B2

N
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FIG. 3. Ea|B2
N

versus the number of molecules N and the decay rate
κ/ωv. (b) Ea|B2

N
versus N and the thermal phonon excitation number

n̄. Ea|B2
N

versus (c) N and (d) n̄. Here ∆/ωv = 0.4, Ω/ωv = 16, and
other parameters are the same as those in Fig 2.

reaches a peak value around the optimal detuning ∆/ωv ≈ 0.4
when Ω takes maximum value. However, the cavity mode
and the vibrational mode are uncorrelated when Ω has a
small value. The reason is that the existence of entanglement
requires a large effective coupling strength G2 =

√
Ngv⟨a⟩ss,

i.e., a strong pump field with a large amplitude Ω. Notice
that we study the entanglement in the red-detuned regime,
because of a large coupling strength (|G2|/ωv ≈ 0.31 when
Ω/ωv = 16 and ∆/ωv = 0.4) that may generate considerable
entanglement [50, 53]. This falls into the ultrastrong coupling
regime in which the counter-rotating-wave term G2(δaδB2 +

δa†δB†2) survives. It turns out to be crucial for creating the
entanglement [85].

To investigate the dependence of cavity-vibration entangle-
ment on the collective coupling strength (

√
NGv), in Fig. 3(a)

and 3(c) we depict the Ea|B2
N

versus the number of molecules N
and the decay rate κ. The results show that Ea|B2

N
increases with

the number N, and the maximum value of Ea|B2
N

can reach is
smaller for the higher decay rates. The underlying physics for
this phenomenon is that Ea|B2

N
is a monotonically increasing

function of the collective coupling strength G2 =
√

NGv. The
increase in number N can greatly enhance the G2, thereby
correspondingly enhancing the cavity-vibration entanglement.
However, the decay rate κ of cavity mode is a detrimental
factor in the creation of entanglement. In Fig. 3(b), we show
the robust quantum entanglement against the thermal noise
by plotting the Ea|B2

N
as function of number N and the thermal

phonon excitation number n̄. The curves in Fig. 3(d) show that
Ea|B2
N

can still exist even when the thermal phonon numbers
in the vibrational mode are about n̄ = 200, which implies
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FIG. 4. (a) EB1 |B2
N

versus the scaled detuning ∆/ωv and Ω/ωv. (b)
EB1 |B2
N

versus ∆/ωv and thermal phonon numbers n̄. (c) EB1 |B2
N

versus
M and the scaled decay rate κ/ωv. (d) EB1 |B2

N
versus the total number

of molecules N and κ/ωv when M = N/2. EB1 |B2
N

versus (e) M and (f)
N for different values of κ. Here Ω/ωv = 60, γl/ωv = 0.3, ∆/ωv = 2,
M = 50, and n̄1 = n̄2 = 0.001 (T ≈ 210 K) when they are not
variables, and other parameters are the same as those in Fig 2.

that the cavity-vibration entanglement can not only emerge in
environments far above room temperature (T ≈ 312 K), but
also possesses strong robustness against thermal noise.

Generating vibration-vibration entanglement.—Since the
investigated system involves two collective vibrational modes
coupled to the plasmonic cavity, a natural question emerges:
can the plasmonic cavity induce quantum entanglement
between the two collective vibrational modes? To clarify
this issue, it is essential to derive a reduced Hamiltonian
containing only two collective vibrational modes. In the large
cavity-decay regime, by adiabatically eliminating the cavity
mode [77], the effective Hamiltonian can be expressed as

Heff ≈

2∑
l=1

(Ωl − iΓl)δB
†

l δBl − iG(δB†1 − δB1)(δB†2 − δB2), (7)

where Ωl and Γl are the effective frequency and decay rate of
the lth collective vibration mode, respectively; G ≈ (i/2ωv −

1/κ)G1G2 is the effective coupling strength [77].

In Fig. 4(a) we study the vibration-vibration entanglement
by plotting EB1 |B2

N
as function of ∆ and Ω. The results show

that the optimal detuning for the peak value of EB1 |B2
N

is located
around ∆/ωv ≈ 2, and a considerable driving amplitude
Ω is required to generate vibration-vibration entanglement.
This phenomenon can be explained by: As the detuning
∆ increases, a stronger driving amplitude is necessary to
yield a larger effective coupling (|Gl=1,2|/ωv ≈ 0.21 when
Ω/ωv = 60 and ∆/ωv = 2). We also find that the
vibration-vibration entanglement is much smaller than cavity-
vibration entanglement, because there is no direct interaction
between the two collective vibrational modes, and the indirect
coupling iG induced by cavity mode is much smaller than G1
and G2. Moreover, the vibration-vibration entanglement is
exceedingly susceptible to thermal noise (EB1 |B2

N
= 0 when

n̄ > 0.003), as shown in Fig. 4(b).
To further investigate the dependence of vibration-vibration

entanglement on the number of molecules, in Figs. 4(c) and
4(e) we plot EB1 |B2

N
versus the number M (in the collective

mode B1) and decay rate κ. The results show that EB1 |B2
N

initially start at zero, as the number M increases, EB1 |B2
N

correspondingly rises, reaching a peak value at the point
M = 50. Following this, EB1 |B2

N
decreases back to zero in

the remaining region. This phenomenon can be elucidated by
the indirect coupling strength G, which is determined by the
product of two collective optomechanical coupling strengths
(G ∝

√
MGv ×

√
N − MGv). In this scenario, the induced

coupling strength reaches its maximum when M = 50,
resulting in the strongest vibration-vibration entanglement.
On the contrary, the entanglement becomes relatively weak
and may even be completely disrupted by thermal noise when
M takes a larger or smaller value.

In Figs. 4(d) and 4(f), we study the influence of
total number of molecules N on the vibration-vibration
entanglement. Figure 4(d) shows that EB1 |B2

N
grows from

initial 0 to a larger value 0.018 with the number N increases.
Because the increase of the number N can significantly
enhance the indirect coupling between the two collective
modes, transforming them from independent to strongly
entangled. Moreover, we observed from Fig 4(f) that EB1 |B2

N

exhibits a approximate linear growth with respect to the
total number N, the reason may be that the induced indirect
coupling strength G is proportional to N (∝ NG2

v/2) when we
set the parameter condition M = N/2.

Finally, the quantum entanglement can be measured
by the time-resolved detection of photons emitted from
the plasmonic cavity field. Concretely, the cavity mode
quadratures can be measured by homodyne detection of
the cavity output. The vibrational mode quadratures can
be transferred to time-gated emitted photons, which can
then be homodyne detected through interference using an
additional microwave field. The cavity homodyned signal
and the molecular homodyned signal can be used to find the
correlations involving field and vibration quadratures.

Conclusion.—Our scheme of molecular optomechanics
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works with the red detuning. This is distinct from the blue-
detuning of which the cavity magnomechanics is in favor but
the molecular optomechanics may not [40, 41]. Here the
blue detuning yields a narrow window for the optomechanical
coupling, i.e., Gi ≲ 0.006ωv due to the stability [50].
Nevertheless, the red detuning leads to Gi ≲ 0.6ωv which
is much broader. Therefore the molecular optomechanical
systems are in favor of the red detuning rather than the blue
one, for creating strong entanglement. Our calculations reveal
an entanglement ≲ 7 × 10−4 in the blue-detuned regime.

In summary, we developed a molecular cavity optomechan-
ical scheme for generating the quantum entanglement in the
collective vibrations of molecular ensembles. The results
highlighted the role of the significant collective enhancement
(i.e.,

√
N scaling) which yields a strong molecule-cavity

entanglement at room temperature with experimentally
feasible parameters. The results further revealed the quantum
entanglement between the vibrational modes which shows
a long-range nature and a dramatic enhancement with the
number of molecules. Our scheme offers a new paradigm
for the quantum interfaces between molecules and plasmonic
cavities. These may form promising platforms of quantum
information processing and reactivity control, where the
molecular vibrations can function as the information storage
medium that can be transferred to others.
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Supplementary Material for “Collective Quantum Entanglement in Molecular Cavity
Optomechanics”

S1. MICROSCOPIC DERIVATION OF THE SINGLE-PHOTON OPTOMECHANICAL COUPLING COEFFICIENT

The interaction Hamiltonian between the molecule including the electronic and vibrational states and the plasmonic cavity
mode can be described as (ℏ = 1)

H = ωpa†a + ωvb†b + ωeσ+σ− + λωvσ+σ−(b† + b) − µ(σ+ + σ−)E, (S1)

where a (a†) and b (b†) are, respectively, the annihilation (creation) operators of plasmonic cavity mode with resonance frequency
ωp and the vibrational mode with the resonance frequency ωv. The electronic state of the molecule is described by the raising
operator σ+ = |e⟩⟨g| and lowering operator σ− = |g⟩⟨e| with the excited state |e⟩ and the ground state |g⟩, and ωe is the energy
separation between the two states. The coupling between the electronic state and the vibrational mode is characterized by the
Franck-Condon factor λ. The parameter µ is the induced Raman dipole, which describes the interaction between the electronic
state and the quantized electromagnetic field of plasmonic cavity mode E =

√
ℏωp/(2ε0Vp)(a† + a), where Vp is the effective

mode volume of plasmonic cavity and ε0 is the vacuum permittivity.
By applying the polaron transformation defined by the operator U = exp[−λσ+σ−(b† − b)], we can obtain the transformed

Hamiltonian

H1 = ωpa†a + ωvb†b + ω̃eσ+σ− − f
(
a† + a

) [
σ+eλ(b

†−b) + σ−e−λ(b
†−b)

]
, (S2)

where ω̃e = ωe−λ
2ωv and f = µ

√
ℏωp/(2ε0Vp). In the rotating frame defined by V(t) = exp(−iH0t) with H0 = ωpa†a+ωvb†b+

ω̃eσ+σ−, the Hamiltonian H1 becomes

H2(t) = − f
(
a†eiωpt + ae−iωpt

) [
σ+eiω̃eteλ(b

†eiωvt−be−iωvt) + σ−e−iω̃ete−λ(b
†eiωvt−be−iωvt)

]
. (S3)

Based on the Hamiltonian H2(t), we project the second-order perturbation term onto the ground state of the electronic state,

⟨g|σ−e−iω̃ete−λ(b
†eiωvt−be−iωvt)σ+eiω̃et′eλ(b

†eiωvt′−be−iωvt′ )|g⟩ f 2(a†eiωpt + ae−iωpt)(a†eiωpt′ + ae−iωpt′ )

= e−λ(b
†eiωvt−be−iωvt)eλ(b

†eiωvt′−be−iωvt′ )e−iω̃e(t−t′) f 2(a†eiωpt + ae−iωpt)(a†eiωpt′ + ae−iωpt′ )
≈ [1 + λ(b†eiωvt′ − be−iωvt′ − b†eiωvt + be−iωvt)]e−iω̃e(t−t′) f 2(a†eiωpt + ae−iωpt)(a†eiωpt′ + ae−iωpt′ ), (S4)

then the effective Hamiltonian between the plasmonic cavity mode and the vibrational mode can be obtained as∫ T

−∞

dt
∫ t

−∞

dt′λ f 2(b†eiωvt′ − be−iωvt′ − b†eiωvt + be−iωvt)e−iω̃e(t−t′)(a†eiωpt + ae−iωpt)(a†eiωpt′ + ae−iωpt′ ). (S5)

Referring to Eq. (S5), after carrying out a series of calculations, we can derive b†a†a, ba†a, b†aa† and baa† terms.
On the other hand, the effective coupling between the cavity mode and the vibrational mode can be rewritten as

⟨g|T e−i
∫ T
−∞

H2(t)dt |g⟩ ≈ 1 − i
∫ T

−∞

⟨g|H2(t)|g⟩dt, (S6)

where T is the time-ordering operator. By comparing the two Eqs. (S5) and (S6), we can obtain the effective Hamiltonian

⟨g|H2(t)|g⟩ = (gvb†eiωvt + g∗vbe−iωvt)a†a, (S7)

where we introduce the single-photon optomechanical coupling coefficient

gv ≈ −2λ f 2M−1(v) = −2λ f 2
 ωv + ω̃e

(ωv + ω̃e)2 − ω2
p
−

ωv − ω̃e

(ωv − ω̃e)2 − ω2
p
−

2ω̃e

ω̃2
e − ω

2
p

 . (S8)

By comparing Eq. (S8) with the expression for gv = −(ωp/ε0Vp)
√
ℏ/(2mωv)(∂α/∂x) derived by phenomenological method, we

can obtain the isotropic Raman tensor element

∂α

∂x
=

2λ f 2

M(v)
ε0Vp

ωp

√
2mωv

ℏ
=
λ|µ|2

M(v)ℏ

√
2mωv

ℏ
, (S9)

where α is the Raman polarizability and x is the molecular displacement.
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S2. DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN INVOLVING TWO COLLECTIVE VIBRATIONAL MODES

Here we provide a detailed derivation of the effective Hamiltonian for the two-coupled collective vibrational modes.
Specifically, in the regime of large cavity-mode decay, the three-mode molecular optomechanical system, consisting of one cavity
mode and two collective vibrational modes, is reduced to a two-coupled collective mode system by adiabatically eliminating the
cavity mode. Consequently, the effective Hamiltonian for this two-mode system can be obtained. To this end, we start from the
linearized quantum Langevin equations

δȧ(t) = − (i∆ + κ)δa(t) − i
2∑

l=1

Gl[δB
†

l (t) + δBl(t)] +
√

2κain(t), (S10a)

δḂ1(t) = − (iω1 + γ1)δB1(t) − iG∗1δa(t) − iG1δa†(t) +
√

2γB1,in(t), (S10b)

δḂ2(t) = − (iω2 + γ2)δB2(t) − iG∗2δa(t) − iG2δa†(t) +
√

2γB2,in(t), (S10c)

where ωl=1,2 = ωv is the resonance frequency for the lth collective vibrational mode, other parameters and variables have been
defined in the main text. For convenience, below we assume that the linearized collective optomechanical coupling strengths G1
and G2 are real. To obtain the two-coupled vibrational mode system, we consider that the system works in the parameter regime
ωl ≫ κ ≫ {Gl, γl}. In this case, the solution for the fluctuation operator δa(t) can be obtained as

δa(t) = δa(0)e−(κ+i∆)t − iG1

(
1 − e−(κ+i∆+iω1)t

κ + i(∆ + ω1)
δB†1(t) +

1 − e−(κ+i∆−iω1)t

κ + i(∆ − ω1)
δB1(t)

)
−iG2

(
1 − e−(κ+i∆+iω2)t

κ + i(∆ + ω2)
δB†2(t) +

1 − e−(κ+i∆−iω2)t

κ + i(∆ − ω2)
δB2(t)

)
+ Ain(t), (S11)

where δa(0) is the initial value of δa(t), and

Ain(t) =
√

2κe−(κ+i∆)t
∫ t

0
ain(s)e(κ+i∆)sds (S12)

is the new noise operator associated with cavity mode. Here we consider the time scale t ≫ 1/κ and ignore the initial value
δa(0), then the solution for δa(t) is approximated as

δa(t) ≈ −
iG1

κ + i(∆ + ω1)
δB†1(t) −

iG1

κ + i(∆ − ω1)
δB1(t) −

iG2

κ + i(∆ + ω2)
δB†2(t)

−
iG2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)
δB2(t) + Ain(t). (S13)

By substituting Eq. (S13) into Eqs. (S10b) and (S10c), the equations of motion become

δḂ1(t) =
 G2

1

κ − i(∆ − ω1)
−

G2
1

κ + i(∆ + ω1)

 δB†1(t) +
 G2

1

κ − i(∆ + ω1)
−

G2
1

κ + i(∆ − ω1)
− γ1 − iω1

 δB1(t)

+

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω2)

)
δB†2(t) +

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)

)
δB2(t)

− iG1Ain(t) − iG1A†in(t) +
√

2γ1B1,in(t), (S14a)

δḂ2(t) =
(

G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω1)

)
δB†1(t) +

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω1)

)
δB1(t)

+

 G2
2

κ − i(∆ − ω2)
−

G2
2

κ + i(∆ + ω2)

 δB†2(t) +
 G2

2

κ − i(∆ + ω2)
−

G2
2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)
− γ2 − iω2

 δB2(t)

− iG2Ain(t) − iG2A†in(t) +
√

2γ2B2,in(t). (S14b)
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Based on Eqs. (S14), we perform the rotating-wave approximation by discarding the δB†1(t) term in Eq. (S14a) and δB†2(t) term
in Eq. (S14b), then the equations become

δḂ1(t) =
 G2

1

κ − i(∆ + ω1)
−

G2
1

κ + i(∆ − ω1)
− γ1 − iω1

 δB1(t) +
(

G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω2)

)
δB†2(t)

+

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)

)
δB2(t) − iG1Ain(t) − iG1A†in(t) +

√
2γ1B1,in(t), (S15a)

δḂ2(t) =
(

G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω1)

)
δB†1(t) +

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω1)

)
δB1(t)

+

 G2
2

κ − i(∆ + ω2)
−

G2
2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)
− γ2 − iω2

 δB2(t) − iG2Ain(t) − iG2A†in(t) +
√

2γ2B2,in(t). (S15b)

By introducing the resonance frequency shift ωl,opt and the optical induced decay rate γl,opt for lth (l = 1, 2) vibrational mode,
with

ωl,opt =
G2

l (∆ + ωl)
κ2 + (∆ + ωl)2 +

G2
l (∆ − ωl)

κ2 + (∆ − ωl)2 , (S16a)

γl,opt =
G2

l κ

κ2 + (∆ − ωl)2 −
G2

l κ

κ2 + (∆ + ωl)2 , (S16b)

the Eqs. (S15) can be rewritten as

δḂ1(t) = − (Γ1 + iΩ1)δB1(t) +
(

G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω2)

)
δB†2(t)

+

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω2)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω2)

)
δB2(t) − iG1Ain(t) − iG1A†in(t) +

√
2γ1B1,in(t), (S17a)

δḂ2(t) =
(

G1G2

κ − i(∆ − ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ + ω1)

)
δB†1(t) +

(
G1G2

κ − i(∆ + ω1)
−

G1G2

κ + i(∆ − ω1)

)
δB1(t)

− (Γ2 + iΩ2)δB2(t) − iG2Ain(t) − iG2A†in(t) +
√

2γ2B2,in(t), (S17b)

where Ωl = ωl − ωl,opt and Γl = γl + γl,opt are, respectively, the effective frequency and decay rate for the collective vibrational
mode Bl. For simplicity, we present the effective coupling strengths between the two collective vibrational modes B1 and B2

G1 =
G1G2[κ + i(∆ − ωv)]
κ2 + (∆ − ωv)2 −

G1G2[κ − i(∆ + ωv)]
κ2 + (∆ + ωv)2 , (S18a)

G2 =
G1G2[κ + i(∆ + ωv)]
κ2 + (∆ + ωv)2 −

G1G2[κ − i(∆ − ωv)]
κ2 + (∆ − ωv)2 . (S18b)

Within the parameter regime ω1,2 ≫ κ ≫ G1,2 and in the resonance case ∆ = ωv = ωl=1,2, G1 and G2 can be approximated as

G1 = −G2 = G ≈ i
G1G2

2ωv
−

G1G2

κ
, (S19)

then the Eqs. (S17) can be simplified to

δḂ1(t) = − (Γ1 + iΩ1)δB1(t) + GδB2(t) − GδB†2(t) − iG1Ain(t) − iG1A†in(t) +
√

2γ1B1,in(t), (S20a)

δḂ2(t) = − GδB†1(t) + GδB1(t) − (Γ2 + iΩ2)δB2(t) − iG2Ain(t) − iG2A†in(t) +
√

2γ2B2,in(t). (S20b)

Based on the Eqs. (S20), we can obtain the effective Hamiltonian as

Heff = (Ω1 − iΓ1)δB†1δB1 + (Ω2 − iΓ2)δB†2δB2 − iG(δB†1 − δB1)(δB†2 − δB2). (S21)

It can be seen from Eqs. (S19) and (S21) that the coupling strengthG between the two collective vibrational modes is determined
by the product of the coupling strength between the cavity mode and each vibrational mode, i.e., G ∝ G1G2 =

√
M(N − M)G2

v .
We also find that the coupling strength G is much smaller than G1 and G2, which means that the strength of vibration-vibration
entanglement is much weaker than that of cavity-vibration entanglement.
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