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We study a mechanical oscillator coupled to a two-level system driven by a blue-detuned coherent
source in the resolved sideband regime. For weak mechanical damping, we find dynamical insta-
bilities leading to limit cycles. They are signaled by strong fluctuations in the number of emitted
photons, with a large Fano factor. The phonon-number fluctuations exhibit a strikingly similar be-
havior. When the coupling strength becomes comparable to the mechanical frequency, non-classical
mechanical states appear. We demonstrate that these properties can be detected by measuring the
photon-emission spectrum, which enables the reconstruction of the Wigner function. We then dis-
cuss the relation with cavity optomechanical systems. Candidates for observing these effects include
superconducting qubits, NV centers, and single molecules coupled to oscillators.

Introduction.- Mechanical oscillators coupled to a two-
level system (TLS) constitute useful toolboxes for study-
ing fundamental quantum physics and developing quan-
tum technologies. For instance, driving the TLS at
wisely-chosen frequencies permits to manipulate the os-
cillator, allowing non-thermal state generation [1], arbi-
trary quantum states superposition [2] or ground state
cooling [1, 3–6]. Alternatively, the TLS can be used as a
probe for the oscillator displacement [7–10], allowing non
destructive measurement of the phonon distribution [11]
and force detection [12, 13]. Reaching a stronger coupling
g0 between the oscillator and the TLS leads to larger sen-
sitivities and faster operation. When g0 becomes larger
than the TLS decay rate Γ, it becomes possible to manip-
ulate coherently the oscillator with the TLS [2, 14, 15].
Current experimental state of the art is reaching larger
values of the coupling constant g0 that can be of the same
order of the mechanical frequency ωm [16]. In these latter
systems Γ ≫ g0, ωm, leading to a classical behaviour of
the oscillator even at low environment temperature [17].
However the strong coupling quantum limit ωm ≳ g0 ≫ Γ
remains largely unexplored for the TLS.

In contrast, the quantum limit in cavity opto-
mechanics within the same regime has been extensively
studied, primarily through numerical methods. This
research, has led to the prediction of mechanical non-
classical states and large phonon fluctuations [18, 19].
Naturally, one might ask whether similar effects could be
observed for TLS and how these effects compare to those
observed in cavities.

In this paper we consider an oscillator whose displace-
ment induces a modulation of the energy splitting of a
TLS [4, 9, 13, 20]. We focus on the system’s dynamics
when the TLS is driven by a coherent field near the first
sideband in the blue-detuned regime. By choosing a suit-
able basis, we derive a Pauli rate equation. This greatly
simplifies the understanding of the problem and its so-
lution: the coherences vanish and all the information on
the stationary state is contained in the populations of the
mechanical Fock states in the energy eigenstate basis. We
find that by increasing the drive intensity, the system un-

FIG. 1. (a) : Schema of the TLS of energy splitting ω0 driven
by a laser of frequency ωL and coupled via g0 to an oscillator
of resonant frequency ωm. Here |e⟩ and |g⟩ indicate the two
states of the TLS, while Γ and γ are the damping rates of
the TLS and the oscillator. (b) : Energy diagram of the sys-
tem in the dressed atom picture, with only one multiplicity
N displayed. Here Ω is the Rabi frequency, |n⟩ and |N⟩ are
the number states of the oscillator and the laser source. The
|±, n,N⟩ are the eigenstates of the full diagonalized Hamilto-
nian, splitted by 2Ωn.

dergoes a transition from a thermal state to a series of
limit cycles characterized by a non-monotonic population
distribution. This transition is marked by large fluctu-
ations in the photons emitted by the TLS, indicated by
giant Fano (or Mandel) factors. This is reminiscent of
predictions for the Franck-Condon blockade in quantum
transport, for a two-state quantum dot [21–23]. Varying
g0 we predict the emergence of mechanical non-classical
states with negative Wigner function. Remarkably, these
non-classical quantum states are completely described by
the population distribution. This stems from the fact
that these states resemble Fock states, which, apart from
the vacuum state, are inherently non-classical. We pro-
pose a method to extract the Wigner function from the
measurement of the photon-emission spectrum. Finally,
we discuss how these results also extend to cavity op-
tomechanics under analogous conditions.
Theoretical Model.- We consider a TLS of energy split-

ting ω0 (we use ℏ = 1) coupled to a single mode of a
mechanical oscillator of frequency ωm [Fig. 1(a)]. The
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Hamiltonian of the isolated system reads

Hs = ωma†a+
ω0

2
σz + g0(a+ a†)σz . (1)

Here a is the annihilation operator for the oscillator mode
and σi is the i-Pauli matrix. The energy of the TLS is
modulated by the mechanical motion, for instance due to
Stark or Zeeman effect. This is relevant for various exper-
imental systems, such as singles molecules [9], nitrogen
vacancy in diamond nano-crystals [7] or superconducting
qubits [20]. Note that a vast body of literature exists on
TLS in atoms coupled to cavities [24–28]. However, these
systems are typically coupled via a Rabi (transverse) in-
teraction term σx and typically the cavity frequency is
close to the TLS energy splitting.

The TLS and the mechanical oscillator are coupled
to the electromagnetic (EM) and the mechanical envi-
ronments through the coupling σxE1 and (a + a†)E2,
respectively, where E1 and E2 are operators of the en-
vironments (namely electromagnetic fields and phonon
displacements). For the TLS, this leads to the decay
rate Γ = C̃1(ω0), where C̃1(ω) is the Fourier trans-
form of C1(t) = ⟨E1(t)E1(0)⟩ the self-correlation func-
tion of the EM environment. Similarly the oscillator
damping is described by γ(nB + 1) = C̃2(ωm), with
C2(t) = ⟨E2(t)E2(0)⟩. Here nB = (eωm/kBT − 1)−1

is the Bose distribution at the mechanical environment
temperature T and kB is the Boltzmann constant. For
the numerical simulations in the following we assume
kBT = ℏωm, which corresponds, for example, to a tem-
perature of 15 mK (achievable in a dilution refrigerator)
for a mechanical frequency ωm = 32 × 2π MHz. This
implies nB = 0.58. We assume that the Bose occupation
at the EM frequency ω0 is negligible.

The Hamiltonian Hs can be diagonalized exactly by
applying the Lang-Firsov [29] (or polaron) transforma-

tion: H1 = U†
1HsU1 = ωma†a + (ω0/2)σz, where U1 =

e−g0(a
†−a)σz/ωm . In the Born-Markov approximation,

one can derive a master equation for the system density
matrix ρs in this diagonal basis. In the resolved side-
bands limit (Γ, γ ≪ ωm) we find dρs/dt = Lρs (see SM),
with

Lρs = −i[H1, ρs] + γ(nB + 1)D(a)ρs + γnBD(a†)ρs

+ ΓD
(
σ−e

− g0
ωm

(a†−a)
)
ρs + γϕD(σz)ρs , (2)

and D(O)ρs = OρsO
† − (O†Oρs + ρsO

†O)/2. Note that
the last term represents a pure dephasing rate for the
TLS: γϕ = (2g0/ωm)2C̃2(0), which arises from mechani-
cal dissipation mediated by the coupling g0. The rate γϕ
is controlled by the zero frequency correlator, it is thus
in principle different from the damping rate. For sim-
plicity, we assume γϕ = γ in the following analysis. Any
intrinsic dephasing rate of the TLS can be accounted for
by the value of γϕ. In the Supplementary Material, we

show that even when γϕ is on the order of Γ, the results
presented below remain valid.
Weak-drive dressed states.- We assume that the TLS

is driven by a coherent source of frequency ωL and inten-
sity Ω. In the spirit of the dressed atom picture [30], we
describe this by a cavity of resonant frequency ωL popu-
lated by a large number of photons. The drive Hamilto-
nian reads

HL = ωLb
†b+

Ω

2

[
σ+e

2
g0
ωm

(a†−a)b+ h.c.
]
, (3)

where b is the annihilation operator for the photons in the
cavity. In the resolved sideband regime, photons can be
absorbed only if ωL−ω0 ≈ nωm, where n is an integer. In
the following we consider that the laser is tuned at one of
the blue detuned sidebands and focus in particular on the
first one by assuming ωL = ω0 + ωm + ϵ, with |ϵ| ≪ ωm.
We describe the interaction with the cavity field us-

ing a perturbation theory in Ω. For Ω = 0, the eigen-
states of H1 + HL are |σ, n,N⟩, where σ = {e, g} in-
dicates the TLS ground or excited state and n (N) la-
bels the phonon (photon) number state. The eigenvalues
read Eσ,n,N = λσω0/2 + nωm +NωL, with λe = −1 and
λg = 1. For the chosen value of the cavity frequency,
the states |e, n,N⟩ and |g, n− 1, N + 1⟩ form nearly de-
generate doublets with energy splitting ϵ [see Fig. 1(b)].
For Ω ̸= 0, degenerate perturbation theory leads to the
dressed eigenstates

|±, n,N⟩ = α±(n) |e, n,N⟩+ β±(n) |g, n− 1, N + 1⟩ ,
(4)

where we introduced α±(n) = ∓β∓(n) =√
(Ωn ∓ ϵ)/(2Ωn) and the Rabi splitting

Ωn =
√

(ΩWn,n−1)2 + ϵ2 [see Fig. 1(b)]. Here

Wn,m = ⟨n|e2g0(a†−a)/ωm |m⟩ is the Franck-Condon
factor. The condition ωm ≫ Ωn ensures that no other
state mixes significantly with the doublets.
Pauli rate equation.- The dressed states basis can be

used to solve the master equation (2), after the inclusion
of the drive. For ϵ ≫ Γ, γ, the secular approximation
applies since the energy splitting of the doublets Ωn is
much larger than Γ, γ. This simplifies greatly the solution
of the master equation, that reduces to the Pauli (rate)
equation for the populations of the perturbed eigenstates,
while the off-diagonal elements vanish in the stationary
limit. The transition rates given by Eq. (2) for the EM
environment from state |µ, n,N⟩ to state |µ′, n′, N − 1⟩
read

Γµ,n,N→µ′,n′,N−1 = Γ |αµ(n)βµ′(n′)Wn,n′−1|2 , (5)

where µ = {+,−}. Similarly, we find the rates induced
by the mechanical environment

γµ,n,N→µ′,n±1,N =
∣∣∣αµ′(n± 1)αµ(n)

√
n+ ξ±

+βµ′(n± 1)βµ(n)
√

n− ξ∓
∣∣∣
2

(ξ∓ + nB)γ , (6)
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FIG. 2. (a) Phonon probability distribution Pn for three
different driving intensities labeled as A, B, and C. (b)
Fano factor of the light emitted by the TLS (blue solid line,
left vertical axis) compared with the approximate Eq. (11)
derived from the phonon-number correlation function (red
dashed line, right vertical axis), as a function of the drive
intensity Ω/ωm. The green dotted line refers to the critical
drive intensity Ω∗ obtained from Eq. (10) and marking the
mechanical transition between the thermal steady state and
the limit cycle. In both pictures, the parameters in units of
ωm are: g0 = 0.1, Γ = 0.01, γ = γϕ = 10−4, ϵ = 0.01.

where we defined ξ± = (1 ± 1)/2. In the following, we
investigate the stationary state obtained from the Pauli
rate equation.

Limit cycles.- Solving numerically the Pauli rate equa-
tion we obtain the steady-state phonon population Pn

as a function of the drive intensity Ω. This is shown
in Fig. 2(a) for the coupling strength g0/ωm = 0.1. For
weak driving (Ω/ωm = 10−3), Pn follows a thermal Boltz-
mann distribution. We observe that increasing Ω leads to
a peaked distribution with a maximum at a finite value
of n. This indicates the appearance of a limit cycle in
phase space, similar to the instabilities discussed for cav-
ity optomechanics [19, 31, 32].

The mechanical transition toward a limit cycle can be
understood from the evaluation of the mean number of
phonons n̄ =

∑
n nPn. From a general conservation ar-

gument, the mean-phonon number obeys the equation of
motion.

˙̄n = −γ(n̄− nB) + Γop . (7)

The first term on the right-hand side represents the stan-
dard thermalization of an oscillator, and is obtained
when expanding at the lowest order in g0/ωm Eq. (6)
in the rate equation. The last term describes variation of
the number of phonons induced by the emission of pho-
tons in the optical environment. It can be written as
Γop =

∑∞
p=−∞ pI(p), where I(p) is the photon flux as-

sociated with the emission (or absorption) of p phonons
by the mechanical oscillator. This allows us to introduce
the total flux of photons as Ī ≡∑∞

p=−∞ I(p). It is clear

that Γop and Ī are two different quantities. However, in
the limit g0 ≪ ωm we can show that I(1+k) ≃ I(1−k) (see
SM). This implies that the optical mean-phonon rate is

equivalent to the total photon flux: Γop ≃ Ī. In such a
way, on average, each photon emitted by the TLS is as-
sociated with the transfer of one phonon from the TLS to
the mechanical oscillator. This stems from the fact that
the TLS is driven in the first blue sideband. In the steady
state ( ˙̄n = 0), this leads to the remarkable identity

Ī ≃ γ(n̄− nB) . (8)

It links the photon flux to the average number of phonons
through the mechanical damping coefficient. We verified
numerically the validity of Eq. (8) [cf. Fig. S2(a) in SM].
We can further determine in the limit g0 ≪ ωm the

photon flux explicitly from the rates of the Pauli Eq. (5).
It gives

Ī = ΓA(n̄+ 1) , (9)

where A = [Ωg0/(ϵωm)]
2
(see SM). From Eqs. (8) and (9)

we finally obtain the mean phonon number of the steady
state

n̄ =
ΓA+ γnB

γ − ΓA
. (10)

It diverges for the critical drive intensity Ω∗ ≃
|ϵ|ωm

√
γ/(g0

√
Γ), signaling the transition toward the

limit cycle for the oscillator. We investigate now the
photon fluctuations.
We can readily obtain the full counting statistics of the

emitted photons from the Pauli description of the dynam-
ics. For this, we introduce a counting field χ in the rate
equation [33–36] (see SM). The solution of the equation,
Pi,n(χ, t), gives the generating function of the emitted
photons S(χ, t) = ln[

∑
i,n Pi,n(χ, t)], where i labels the

state of the system. From S we obtain the photon flux
Ī = ∂Ṡt→∞(χ, t)/∂(iχ)|χ→0 and the zero frequency noise

SII = ∂2Ṡt→∞(χ, t)/∂(iχ)2|χ→0, where Ṡt→∞ is the time-
derivative of S evaluated in the limit of t → ∞. These
two quantities are readily measured in experiments by
using photocounters. They provide a measure of the pho-
ton fluctuations through the Fano factor F = SII/Ī or,
equivalently, the Mandel factor Q = F−1. A Fano factor
of 1 is an indication of Poissonian statistics. We repre-
sent in Fig. 2(b) (blue solid line) Fano factor F of the
photon as a function of the drive intensity Ω. It is larger
than 1, which indicates super-Poissonian statistics with
the emission of photons in bunches. We find that it can
take very large values (F ≫ 1) at the transition point
Ω∗. This shows that the mechanical instability toward
limit cycles is accompanied with strong fluctuations in
the photon statistics.
Equation (8) suggests that the photon flux fluctuations

are related to the phonon number fluctuations in a simple
way δI ∼ γδn. From this observation one can expect then

SII

Ī
≈ γ

Snn − Sth
nn

n̄− nB
, (11)
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FIG. 3. (a) Phonon probability distribution Pn computed
from the master Eq. (2) (blue solid line) and from the fit to
the noisy spectrum of inset (b). (b) Photon-emission spec-
trum around two side-bands, obtained by the resolution of
the master equation and the addition of a random noise (blue
solid line), compared to the result of the fit with Eq. (12) (red
dashed line). (c) Wigner function obtained from the resolu-
tion of the master equation. (d) Wigner function obtained
from the fit to the spectrum. The parameters, in unit of ωm,
are : g0 = 0.7, Ω = 0.25, Γ = 0.01, γ = γϕ = 10−4, and
ϵ = 0.3.

where Snn indicates the zero-frequency noise spectrum of
the phonon number, and where we subtracted its thermal
value so that for Ω = 0, the photon fluctuations correctly
vanish. We resort to the quantum regression theorem
and evaluate numerically the right-hand side of Eq. (11),
which we compare to the photon Fano factor in Fig. 2(b)
(red dashed line). This shows that within a numerical
factor ≈ 2.3, Eq. (11) holds. The large Fano factor of the
photon flux can thus be attributed to the strong phonon-
number fluctuations. This marks the transition toward
the self-oscillation regime.

Non-Classical States.- Increasing the drive intensity Ω
or the electro-mechanical coupling g0, additional maxima
in the phonon distribution Pn appear [cf. Fig. 3(a)]. From
Pn it is relatively straightforward to obtain the Wigner
function W (x, p) =

∑
n PnWn(x, p), where Wn(x, p) =

[(−1)n/π]e−(x2+p2)Ln[2(x
2 + p2)] is the Wigner distri-

bution associated to the number state |n⟩, and Ln is
the Laguerre polynomial of order n [37]. Remarkably,
we find that the Wigner function can be negative [see
Fig. 3(c,d)], indicating the formation of a non-classical
state. The non-classicality can be traced back to the
sharpness of the distribution Pn, which occurs for in-
stance for the first peak in Fig. 3(a). This state is very
similar to a single Fock state, Pn = δn,n0 , with n0 ̸= 0,
which has a negative Wigner function [38].

To characterize the negativity of W (x, p), we introduce
the factor η = −

∫
− W (x, p)dxdp/

∫
+
W (x, p)dxdp, where∫

± refers to the integral over the phase-space where the
Wigner distribution is negative (’-’) or positive (’+’) [39].
In Fig. 4 we show η for various values of Ω and g0. We
see the appearance of fringes for nearly constant values

of g0, for which the state is non-classical. Each fringe
correspond to a sharp peak at different values of n, as
indicated in the figure, with n increasing by reducing the
coupling g0. The typical maximum value of negativity,
as displayed on Fig. 4, is η ≈ 1%.

Measurement of the negativity - We propose a method
to experimentally measure the density matrix of the me-
chanical part, which, in the secular approximation, re-
duces to the populations. This information is sufficient
to extract the full Wigner function and obtain the nega-
tivity of the non-classical state. For the parameter range
we have considered here, this can be achieved by the
measurement of the photon-emission spectrum Sph(ω) =

2Re
∫ +∞
0

dteiωtTr
[
σd
+e

Ltσd
−ρst

]
. Here σd

± is the Pauli
operator in the diagonal basis, and ρst =

∑
σ Pσ |σ⟩

represents the steady-state density matrix, with |σ⟩ =
|±, n,N⟩. This implies

Sph(ω) =
∑

σ

Pσfσ(ω) , (12)

where fσ(ω) = 2Re
∫ +∞
−∞ dteiωtTr

[
σd
+e

Ltσd
− |σ⟩ ⟨σ|

]
. The

strong nonlinearity of the problem results in a frequency
dependence of fσ(ω) that varies significantly with σ. Us-
ing linear minimization methods to fit experimental spec-
tra, we expect that it should be possible to extract Pσ,
and, in turn, the phonon probability distribution Pn (see
SM). To show the feasibility of this method, we simu-
late an experimental spectrum [Sex

ph(ω)] by calculating
the emission spectrum [Sph(ω)] and adding to each point
[Sph(ωi)] a Gaussian random noise with mean Sph(ωi)
and standard deviation 0.03 ω−1

m . Fig. 3(b) shows a
comparison between Sex

ph(ω) and Eq. (12) where the Pn

have been obtained by fitting Sex
ph(ω). The minimization

allows to retrieve remarkably well the predicted distri-
bution Pn [see Fig. 3(a)], and consequently the Wigner
distribution [Fig. 3(c,d)]. We discuss the method’s ro-
bustness against noise and sampling rate variations in
the SM.

Beyond the secular approximation. – The secular ap-
proximation fails when the condition ϵ ≪ Γ, γ is no longer
valid, but we can still numerically solve Eq. (2) for the
density matrix ρs [40]. As before, we find large Fano fac-
tors at the mechanical transition and nonclassical steady
states for strong coupling g0 (see Fig. S2 in the SM),
confirming that our previous interpretations remain valid
even in the presence of nonvanishing coherences.

Cavity optomechanics. - The method presented and
the behavior that we found allows to shed a new light
on the cavity optomechanics in the regime gO/ωm ≲ 1,
where gO is the single photon optomechanical coupling,
which has been intensively investigated in the past [19,
38, 39, 41–43]. Actually, the large gO coupling generates
a Kerr term in the Hamiltonian of the form of n2

cg
2
O/ωm,

where nc is the number of photons in the cavity. The
anharmonicity allows to single out two states, as in the
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superconducing qubits [44] or more recently mechanical
qubits [45, 46]. Thus, it is possible to blue-detune the
laser to a transition involving only two cavity states, say
nc = 0, 1, while the others are detuned. We find that the
cavity optomechanical model can then be mapped onto
the Hamiltonian (1) for a TLS coupled to an oscillator
via σz (see SM). This induces the simplifications that we
exploited to obtain the results presented above, which
thus apply to both systems.

Conclusion. - In this paper, we investigate the proper-
ties of a mechanical oscillator strongly coupled to a TLS.
When the TLS is weakly driven by a coherent source
tuned to the first blue sideband, we find that increasing
the drive intensity causes the oscillator to transition from
a thermal to a self-oscillation regime. This transition is
signaled by large photon fluctuations, which we found
to be strongly correlated with the phonon fluctuations
through the relation (11). At the mechanical transition,
the photon statistics are characterized by a large photon
Fano factor, which can be measured. As the electro-
mechanical coupling is increased, we observe the emer-
gence of non-classical steady mechanical states. These
states are associated with sharp phonon distributions
that resemble Fock states. We then propose a method
to extract the Wigner distribution from the experimen-
tal photon-emission spectrum. This method utilizes the
diagonal form of the density matrix in the secular ap-
proximation, making it a broadly applicable approach.
Therefore, we expect it to extend beyond the specific
system studied here. We finally showed that this ap-
proach applies to cavity optomechanical systems in sim-
ilar regimes, recovering and extending previous results
obtained through more complex numerical methods.
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Lett. 92, 075507 (2004).

[4] K. Jaehne, K. Hammerer, and M. Wallquist, New Jour-
nal of Physics 10, 095019 (2008).

[5] P. Rabl, Phys. Rev. B 82, 165320 (2010).
[6] A. D. O’Connell, M. Hofheinz, M. Ansmann, R. C. Bial-

czak, M. Lenander, E. Lucero, M. Neeley, D. Sank,
H. Wang, M. Weides, J. Wenner, J. M. Martinis, and
A. N. Cleland, Nature 464, 697 (2010).

[7] O. Arcizet, V. Jacques, A. Siria, P. Poncharal, P. Vincent,
and S. Seidelin, Nature Physics 7, 879 (2011).

[8] S. D. Bennett, S. Kolkowitz, Q. P. Unterreithmeier,
P. Rabl, A. C. Bleszynski Jayich, J. G. E. Harris, and
M. D. Lukin, New Journal of Physics 14, 125004 (2012).

[9] V. Puller, B. Lounis, and F. Pistolesi, Phys. Rev. Lett.
110, 125501 (2013).

[10] C. Elouard, B. Besga, and A. Auffèves, Phys. Rev. Lett.
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Appendix A: Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian

We recall the full system Hamiltonian including the fictitious cavity representing the laser drive in the initial basis,

Htot = ωma†a+ ωLb
†b+

ω0

2
σz + g0(a+ a†)σz +

Ω

2

(
σ+b+ σ−b

†) , (A1)

where a (b) is the annhiliation operator for the phonon (photon) in the oscillator (the cavity), and σi is the i-Pauli

operator. We first apply the Lang-Firsov (LF) transformation U1 = e−g0(a
†−a)σz/ωm to diagonalize exactly the

electro-mechanical coupling. In the LF basis, the Hamiltonian reads

H1 = U†
1HtotU1 = ωma†a+ ωLb

†b+
ω0

2
σz +

Ω

2

[
σ+be

2g0(a
†−a)/ωm + σ−b

†e−2g0(a
†−a)/ωm

]
− g20

ωm
I . (A2)

It is clear from this Hamiltonian that any change of the state of the TLS (via the σ± operators) is associated to

a displacement of the oscillator (via the e±2g0(a
†−a)/ωm operators). The last term of equation (A2) is the so-called

polaronic energy, and it can be discarded when studying the equation of motion.
We then diagonalize the Hamiltonian keeping the source interaction term by applying standard degenerate pertur-

bation theory. For this we consider a frequency of the laser ωL = ω0 + ωm + ϵ, where |ϵ| ≪ ωm is the detuning from
the first blue-detuned sideband. Therefore the Hamiltonian (A2) is approximated to be bloc-diagonal, with coupling
terms only between the states |e, n,N⟩ and |g, n− 1, N + 1⟩. Here |i, n,N⟩ are the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian for
Ω = 0 as indicated in the main text. We thus obtain the eigenstates in presence of drive (this defines the unitary
transformation U)

|+, n,N⟩ =
√

Ωn − ϵ

2Ωn
|e, n,N⟩+

√
ϵ+Ωn

2Ωn
|g, n− 1, N + 1⟩ ,

|−, n,N⟩ =
√

ϵ+Ωn

2Ωn
|e, n,N⟩ −

√
Ωn − ϵ

2Ωn
|g, n− 1, N + 1⟩ ,

(A3)

where we introduced the Rabi splitting Ωn ≡
√
(ΩWn,n−1)2 + ϵ2, with Wn,m = ⟨n|e2g0(a†−a)/ωm |m⟩ the Franck-

Condon factor. Let us introduce |µ⟩ with µ = ± so that

|µ, n,N⟩ = αµ(n) |e, n,N⟩+ βµ(n) |g, n− 1, N + 1⟩ . (A4)

The associated eigenvalues read

E±,n,N = nωm +NωL +
ω0

2
+

1

2
(ϵ± Ωn) . (A5)

We finally obtain the diagonal Hamiltonian

H2 = U†H1U =
∑

n

Ωn

2
|n⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ σz + ωma†a+ ωLb

†b+

(
ω0 + ϵ

2

)
I , (A6)

where now the Pauli matrix is in the space of the eigenstates (±) and the last term can be discarded.

Appendix B: Master Equation

We now take into account the coupling to the environment and derive a master equation for the system density
matrix in the basis where the Hamiltonian is diagonal. In the initial basis, the dissipation is described via the
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2

interaction Hamiltonians:

HEM = (σ+ + σ−)⊗ E1 ,

Hmec = (a+ a†)⊗ E2 .
(B1)

Where E1 and E2 are operators of the electromagnetic and mechanical environments. In the LF basis, these Hamil-
tonians become:

U†
1HEMU1 =

(
σ+e

2g0(a
†−a)/ωm + σ−e

−2g0(a
†−a)/ωm

)
⊗ E1 ,

U†
1HmecU1 =

(
a+ a† − 2

g0
ωm

σz

)
⊗ E2 .

(B2)

Within the Born and Markov approximations, the master equation of the system reads [1]

d

dt
ρ
(I)
S (t) = −

∫ ∞

0

dτ
∑

α

{
Cα(τ)

[
Sα(t)Sα(t− τ)ρ

(I)
S (t)− Sα(t− τ)ρ

(I)
S (t)Sα(t)

]

+Cα(−τ)
[
ρ
(I)
S (t)Sα(t− τ)Sα(t)− Sα(t)ρ

(I)
S (t)Sα(t− τ)

]}
= [Lm + Lo] ρ

(I)
S (t) .

(B3)

Here, ρ
(I)
S (t) is the density matrix of the system in the interaction picture and Sα(t) indicates the operators of the

system involved in the interactions with the environment having a correlation function Cα(t) = ⟨Eα(t)Eα(0)⟩. The
master equations naturally splits into two parts, one induced by the coupling to the mechanical environment (Lm)
and one to that of the optical environment (Lo). Therefore, from Eqs. (B2) we have Sα = U†xz(a+a†−2g0σz/ωm)U

for the dissipation induced by the mechanical environment; and Sα = U†(σ+e
2g0(a

†−a)/ωm + σ−e−2g0(a
†−a)/ωm)U for

the dissipation induced by the electromagnetic environment.
In the following, we detail the calculations of one of the terms of Lm:

BM1 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ
∑

α

Cα(τ)Sα(t− τ)ρ
(I)
S (t)Sα(t) . (B4)

The time-evolution of the Sα(t) operators is obtained by writing explicitly

Sα(t) =
∑

i,j

Sij eiωijt |i⟩ ⟨j| , (B5)

where |i⟩ and |j⟩ are the eigenstates of the system in the diagonal basis. Using the general notation in Eq. (A4) and
calling |i⟩ = |µ, n,N⟩ and |j⟩ = |µ′, n′, N ′⟩, we find for instance for the operator U†aU

(U†aU)ij =
[
αµ(n)αµ′(n′)

√
n′ − 1 + βµ(n)βµ′(n′)

√
n′ − 2

]
δn,n′−1δN,N ′ , (B6)

where δn,n′ is the Kronecker symbol. We define µ = {−1, 1} such that σz |µ⟩ = µ |µ⟩. It follows

(U†aU)(t) =e−iωmt
∑

µ,µ′,n

[
αµ(n)αµ′(n+ 1)

√
n+ βµ(n)βµ′(n+ 1)

√
n− 1

]

e−i(µΩn−µ′Ωn+1)t/2 |µ, n⟩ ⟨µ′, n+ 1| .

(B7)

Considering that Ωn ≪ ωm, at lowest order the time-evolution of (U†aU)(t) is given by e−iωmt. A similar derivation
for (U†a†U)(t) leads to the dominant time dependent term eiωmt. Finally we find for (U†σzU)(t)

(U†σzU)(t) =
∑

µ,µ′,n

[αµ(n)αµ′(n)− βµ(n)βµ′(n)] ei(µ−µ′)Ωnt/2 |µ, n⟩ ⟨µ′, n| . (B8)

We see that the time dependence of (U†σzU)(t) is controlled by the low frequency Ωn.

In Eq. (B4), we have combinations of these operators (oscillating as e±iωmt) and of ρ
(I)
S (t) (that depends on time

over the low frequency scale given by γ and Γ). Since we assumed the resolved sidebands limit γ,Γ ≪ ωm, we can
use the rotating wave approximation and neglect the fast oscillating terms. Therefore Eq. (B4) reduces to

BM1 =

∫ ∞

0

dτ Cα(τ)
[
a(t− τ)ρ

(I)
S (t)a†(t) + a†(t− τ)ρ

(I)
S (t)a(t)

+

(
2
g0
ωm

)2

σz(t− τ)ρ
(I)
S (t)σz(t)

]
.

(B9)
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Now we perform the integral. It is known from the Sokhotski–Plemelj theorem [2] that
∫ ∞

0

dτ C(τ)e±iκτ = − i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dω C̃(ω)P

(
1

ω ∓ κ

)
+

1

2
C̃(±κ) . (B10)

On that equation, C̃(ω) is the Fourier transform of C(t), while P indicates the Cauchy principal value. For the
following we always neglect this last term, as it only induces a shift of the energy of the system. Therefore Eq. (B4)
reads

BM1 =
1

2

[
C̃(ωm)a(t)ρ

(I)
S (t)a†(t) + C̃(−ωm)a†(t)ρ(I)S (t)a(t)

]

+

(
2
g0
ωm

)2 ∫ ∞

0

dτ C(τ)σz(t− τ)ρ
(I)
S (t)σz(t) .

(B11)

In order to perform the remaining integral in Eq. (B11), we consider that the spectrum of correlation of the mechanical

environment is flat around ω ∼ 0. This means C̃(Ωn) ≈ C̃(0), for any Ωn. We finally obtain

BM1 =
1

2

[
C̃(ωm)a(t)ρ

(I)
S (t)a†(t) + C̃(−ωm)a

†(t)ρ(I)S (t)a(t) +

(
2
g0
ωm

)2

C̃(0)σz(t)ρ
(I)
S (t)σz(t)

]
. (B12)

We define the oscillator damping rate (1+γnB) = C̃(ωm) and the pure dephasing rate γϕ =
(
2 g0
ωm

)2
C̃(0). Repeating

this derivation for all the other terms in the BM equation (B3), we finally obtain in the Schrödinger picture Eq. (2)
from the main text:

d

dt
ρs =− i[H1, ρs] + γ(nB + 1)D(a)ρs + γnBD(a†)ρs

+ ΓD
(
σ−e

− g0
ωm

(a†−a)
)
ρs + γϕD(σz)ρs . (B13)

Appendix C: Rate equation

In the regime where the secular approximation applies, the master equation reduces to a Pauli rate equation.
Defining the reduced probabilities Pµ,n =

∑
N Pµ,n,N and using Eqs. (5) and (6) from the main text, we obtain

Ṗµ,n = −Pµ,n

∑

µ′

[∑

n′

Γµ,n→µ′,n′ + γµ,n→µ′,n+1 + γµ,n→µ′,n−1

]

+
∑

µ′

[∑

n′

Pµ′,n′Γµ′,n′→µ,n + Pµ′,n+1γµ′,n+1→µ,n + Pµ′,n−1γµ′,n−1→µ,n

]
.

(C1)

Then, the probability to have n phonon in the system reads

Pn =
∑

µ

[
Pµ,nα

2
µ(n) + Pµ,n+1β

2
µ(n+ 1)

]
, (C2)

with αµ(n) and βµ(n) the coefficient defined in Appendix (A).

Appendix D: Effect of an pure intrinsic dephasing rate

In the main text, we mention that introducing an intrinsic pure dephasing rate Γϕ for the TLS is equivalent to
increasing γϕ, and specify that this does not significantly affect the results presented. Figure (S1)(a,b) compares the
phonon probability distributions and the Fano factor in two scenarios: without intrinsic TLS dephasing (as in the
main text) and with an intrinsic dephasing rate of γϕ = Γ. All other parameters remain unchanged from Fig. (2) of
the main text. The close agreement between the curves demonstrates that even a large intrinsic pure dephasing term
γϕ has minimal effect. Similarly, Fig (S1)(c,d) presents the Wigner distribution for the parameters of Fig. 3 in the
main text, with γϕ = γ in (c) and γϕ = Γ in (d). Once again, these results highlight the weak impact of the pure
dephasing rate on the system’s behavior.
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Fig. S1. (a) Phonon probability distribution Pn for three different driving intensities labeled as A, B, and C, alternatively for
γϕ = γ (solid lines) and γϕ = Γ (dots). (b) Fano factor of the light emitted by the TLS, for γϕ = γ (blue solid line) or γϕ = Γ
(red dashed line), as a function of the drive intensity Ω/ωm. In both pictures, the parameters in units of ωm are: g0 = 0.1,
Γ = 0.01, γ = 10−4, ϵ = 0.01. (c) Wigner distribution for γϕ = γ and (d) Wigner distribution for γϕ = Γ, for the parameters
in units of ωm: g0 = 0.7, Γ = 0.01, γ = 10−4, Ω = 0.25, ϵ = 0.3.

Appendix E: Symmetry in the photon flux

The flux of photons emitted by the TLS associated to the creation (or annihilation) of p phonons in the oscillator
is defined as

I(p) =
∑

µ,η,n

Pµ,nΓµ,n→η,n+p . (E1)

From Eq. (5) from the main text, the transition rates read

Γµ,n→η,n+p = Γα2
µ(n)β

2
η(n+ p)W 2

n,n+p−1 . (E2)

Using this last equation and the relation between the coefficients α and β, the expression for I(p) reduces to

I(p) = Γ
∑

µ,n

Pµ,nα
2
µ(n)W

2
n,n+p−1 . (E3)

We then explicit the Fanck-Condon factors, using the following equation from [3] :

Wn,m = sgn(M −N)N−M

√
N !

M !

(
2
g0
ωm

)M−N

e−2(g0/ωm)2L(M−N)
N

[(
2
g0
ωm

)2
]

, (E4)
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where M = max(m,n), N = min(m,n) and L(α)
n is the generalized Laguerre polynomial of order n. Expanding this

expression at the lowest order in g0/ωm, one can readily obtain for p ∈ N :

Wn,n+p ∼
√

n!

(n+ p)!

(
2
g0
ωm

)p
(n+ p)!

p!n!
,

Wn,n−p ∼
√

(n− p)!

n!

(
2
g0
ωm

)p
n!

p!(n− p)!
.

(E5)

The symmetry relation given in the main text I(1+p) ≃ I(1−p) is verified as long as W 2
n,n+p/W

2
n,n−p ≃ 1. This implies

that

(n+ p)!(n− p)!

(n!)2
≃ 1 , (E6)

which is true for n large or p small. In the opposite limit, when p approaches n, the relation above breaks down.
However, larger p implies smaller values of the Franck-Condon factor, and consequently of I(p). In general, only the
terms for 0 ≤ p ≤ 2 really contribute to the total flux.

Appendix F: Relation between the photon flux and the mean number of phonon

From the Fermi golden rule, one can write the mean value of the photon flux as

Ī =
∑

µ,η,n,m

Pµ,nΓ| ⟨η,m|σ−e
−g0(a

†−a)/ωm |µ, n⟩ |2 . (F1)

Using the closure relation and considering that the lone state |e, 0⟩ that does not couple to the other states has a
vanishing occupation (Pe,0 ≃ 0), one obtains:

Ī = Γ
∑

µ,n

Pµ,nαµ(n)
2 . (F2)

An expansion of the transition rates at the lowest order in g0/ωm shows that Γ−,n→+,m ∼ 1, while Γ+,n→−,m ∼
O(g0/ωm)4 and Γ±,n→±,m ∼ O(g0/ωm)2. Therefore the dynamics is separated between a fast and a slow part. In the
stationary regime, one can consider only the slow dynamics, which implies that P−,n ≃ 0. Additionally, the coefficient
α+ can be expanded as

α2
+(n) ≃

(
Ωg0
ϵωm

)2

n ≡ An . (F3)

This leads to the photon flux

Ī = ΓA
∑

n

P+,nn . (F4)

On the other side, the mean number of phonons in the oscillator reads

n̄ =
∑

µ

∞∑

n=1

n
[
Pµ,nα

2
µ(n) + Pµ,n+1β

2
µ(n+ 1)

]
. (F5)

In the framework of the approximations previously described, this reduces to

n̄ = (A+ 1)
∑

n

P+,nn− 1 ≃
∑

n

P+,nn− 1 , (F6)

where in the last step we used A ≪ 1. We finally obtain the equation given in the main text

Ī = ΓA(n̄+ 1) . (F7)

We note that this equation is valid for small electro-mechanical coupling. Additionally, the approximation P−,n ≈ 0
remains valid only for Ω < Ω∗, i.e. for values below the threshold for the self-oscillation. The comparison between the
numerical values of Ī as a function of n̄ and the Eq. (F7) is displayed of Fig. S2(b). On this figure we only plotted
the values of Ī and n̄ for Ω < Ω∗, as for larger laser intensity the equation is no longer valid.
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Fig. S2. Mean photon flux and mean phonon number plotted as parameterized curves of Ω:
(
Ī(Ω), n̄(Ω)

)
. (a) Comparison

between the numerical data and Eq. (8) from the main text. (b) Comparison between the numerical data and Eq. (F7), for
Ω < Ω∗. The parameters are the same as for the Fig. 2 in the main text.

Appendix G: Numerical method for the noise spectrum of the phonon number

To determine numerically the noise spectrum of the phonons in the oscillator, we follow standard methods used to
determine the spectrum of operators when the system is described by the evolution of a probability (P ) of occupation

of given states (see for instance [4]). One has the evolution equation for the vector P as Ṗ = M̂P . The matrix M̂
admits different left and right eigenvectors, with complex eigenvalues λi such that Reλi < 0, apart for λ0 = 0. One
then introduces operators acting in the space of probability so that the operator average can be obtained by a scalar
product (w0, Ô v0), where w0 and v0 are the left and right, respectively, eigenstates with vanishing eigenvalue of M̂ .
Let us introduce the variation of the number n as δn̂ = n̂− n̄. One can then calculate the classical correlation function
as follows:

Snn(t) = (w0, δn̂ eM̂tδn̂ v0). (G1)

Considering that Snn(t) is symmetric in time, the Fourier transform reads

Snn(ω) =

∫ ∞

0

dt (w0, δn̂ eM̂tδn̂ v0)(e
iωt + e−iωt) . (G2)

By integration we obtain

Snn(ω) = −2

(
w0, δn̂

M̂

M̂2 + ω2
δn̂ v0

)
. (G3)

The noise spectrum for the phonon at zero frequency finally reads Snn(0) = lim
ω→0

Snn(ω).

Appendix H: Full counting statistics

In the main text, we introduced the generating function as eS(χ,t) =
∑

i,k Pi,k(t)e
ikχ = ⟨eikχ⟩, where Pi,k(t) is the

probability to be in the state |i⟩ at time t while k photons are in the environment. We follow for the calculation Ref.
[5] (see also [6]). From this we retrieve all the cumulants of the number of photons emitted in the EM environment.
Since we are interested by the statistics of the stationary photon flux, we take the time-derivative of these cumulants
in the steady state (t → ∞). That way we obtain

Ī =
∂Ṡt→∞(χ, t)

∂(iχ)
|χ→0 ,

SII =
∂2Ṡt→∞(χ, t)

∂(iχ)2
|χ→0 .

(H1)
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To derive the generating function, we define the Fourier-like transform Pi(χ, t) =
∑

k Pi,k(t)e
ikχ such that eS(χ,t) =∑

i Pi(χ, t), and we introduce the vector P (χ, t) whose elements are the Pi(χ, t). Then, in a similar way as in the
Appendix G one can write a rate equation

Ṗ (χ, t) = M̂(χ)P (χ, t) . (H2)

Here M̂(χ) is the rate matrix where all the non-diagonal elements related to transitions induced by the EM environment

are multiplied by eiχ. Like in the former section, M̂(χ) admits right eigenvectors Vn(χ) with complex eigenvalues
λn(χ) such that Reλn < 0. Solving Eq. (H2) in the basis of Vn(χ) leads to

P (χ, t) =
∑

n

αn(χ)Vn(χ)e
λn(χ)t , (H3)

with αn(χ) some irrelevant constant number. For t → ∞, all the elements of this sum are exponentially damped. The
only elements that remains is the one for which Reλn(χ) is the greatest, that we label λ0(χ). It follows

Pt→∞(χ, t) ≃ α0(χ)V0(χ)e
λ0(χ)t . (H4)

The generating function in the steady state then reads

St→∞(χ, t) = ln

[∑

i

α0(χ)V
(i)
0 (χ)

]
+ λ0(χ)t . (H5)

The time-derivative reduces to

Ṡt→∞(χ, t) = λ0(χ) . (H6)

Finally, from Eqs. (H1) we obtain

Ī =
∂λ0(χ)

∂(iχ)

∣∣∣∣
χ→0

, SII =
∂2λ0(χ)

∂(iχ)2

∣∣∣∣
χ→0

. (H7)

Appendix I: Reconstruction of the density matrix

In the main text, we discuss how the full density matrix (and hence the non-classical state) can be measured directly
from the photon-emission spectrum of the system. In this section we give few additional details.

The photon emission spectrum is defined as

Sph(ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dt ⟨σd

+(t)σ
d
−(0)⟩ eiωt = 2Re

[∫ +∞

0

dt ⟨σd
+(t)σ

d
−(0)⟩ eiωt

]
, (I1)

where we introduced the Pauli operator in the diagonal basis σd
± = U†σ±e±2g0(a

†−a)/ωmU , and made use of the
relation

⟨σd
+(t)σ

d
−(0)⟩

∗
= ⟨σd

+(−t)σd
−(0)⟩ (I2)

to relate the negative time correlation function to the positive one. In the secular approximation the master equation
dρs/dt = Lρs has a stationary solution that is diagonal in the basis of the eigenstates (|σ⟩) of the Hamiltonian:
ρst =

∑
σ Pσ |σ⟩ ⟨σ|. Using the quantum regression theorem we can then write the photon-emission spectrum as

Sph(ω) = 2Re

[∑

σ

Pσ

∫ +∞

0

dt Tr
(
σd
+(0)e

Ltσd
− |σ⟩ ⟨σ|

)
eiωt

]
. (I3)

Defining λi, |vi⟩, and ⟨wi|, the eigenvalue, the right, and left eigenvectors of L, respectively, the equation becomes:

Sph(ω) = 2Re


∑

i,σ

Pσ Tr
(
σd
+ |vi⟩ ⟨wi|σd

− |σ⟩ ⟨σ|
) ∫ +∞

0

dt e(λi+iω)t


 . (I4)



8

We denote λ0 = 0 the eigenvalue corresponding to the the stationary solution |v0⟩ and ⟨w0| the corresponding left
eigenvalue. One can show that the trace operation is equivalent to the projection onto the vector ⟨w0|.

The term for i = 0 does not contribute to the sum since ⟨σ+⟩ = 0. For the stability of the system Re(λi) < 0 for
all i > 0, leading to a converging integral that can be performed:

Sph(ω) =
∑

σ

Pσfσ(ω) . (I5)

where

fσ(ω) = −2Re

[∑

i

⟨y0| σ̌d
+ |vi⟩

⟨wi| σ̌d
− |σ⟩

(λi + iω)

]
. (I6)

The expression (I5) obtained is perfectly suited to be used in a fit procedure to extract Pσ from the experimental
spectrum.

In order to show the feasibility of the procedure we investigate the efficiency of the method proposed. Let us assume
that we have measured the emission spectrum on a set of frequencies {ωi} for i=1, . . . , N , covering the non-vanishing

spectrum region. We thus have a set of measured data {S(ex)
ph (ωi)}. We can define the χ2 function as

χ2 =
N∑

i=1

[
S
(ex)
ph (ωi)−

∑
σ Pσfσ(ωi)

∆Si

]2
, (I7)

where ∆Si are the estimated error on the data. In the following, for simplicity, we assume that ∆Si = ∆S independent
on i. We now proceed to the minimization of the χ2 with the constraint that the distribution is normalized. We thus
eliminate P0 from the minimization with the condition P0 = 1 −∑σ ̸=0 Pσ. We then look for the saddle point given

by the condition ∂χ2/∂Pσ ̸=0 = 0, which in matrix form reads: AP = B, with

Aσσ′ =
∑

i

1

∆2
i

[fσ(ωi)− f0(ωi)] [fσ′(ωi)− f0(ωi)] ,

Bσ =
∑

i

1

∆2
i

[fσ(ωi)− f0(ωi)]
[
S
(ex)
ph (ωi)− f0(ωi)

]
.

(I8)

The error drops from the minimization equation. The linear equation can be solved numerically leading to the solution
P = A−1B.

To test the procedure, we simulate the expected experimental spectrum by first computing the exact spectrum
from the full master equation. Then, we add a random noise to each point, following a Gaussian distribution of mean
Sph(ωi) and of standard deviation p×max

ω
[Sph(ω)], with p a parameter such that 0 < p < 1.

The result of the phonon probability distribution fitted with the method presented and for different values of the
noise intensity p is shown in Fig S3(a) [for examples of noisy spectra see Fig S4(e,f,g)]. This Figure shows that even
for p = 0.1, the method allows to retrieve remarkably well the predicted probability distribution. For this value, the
reduced χ2

r = χ2/N reads χ2
r = 0.9987, indicating that the agreement between the simulated experimental spectrum

and the theoretical model is consistent with the expected error variance. Figure S3(b) shows instead the dependence
on the sampling frequency spacing.

In Fig S3(b), we set the noise to be 1% of the maximum of the signal and we vary the sampling frequency spacing
f = (ωi+1 − ωi)/ωm. As expected, a lower sampling rate induces more errors on the Pn, as several pics in the
emission-spectrum can no longer be distinguished.
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Fig. S3. Phonon probability distribution Pn predicted by the simulation (blue solid line), compared with the Pn obtained
via the fitting procedure. In (a) the introduced noise error is p = 0.01 (orange dots), p = 0.05 (green stars) or p = 0.1 (red
hexagons), and the sampling rate is f = (ωi+1 − ωi)/ωm = 8.10−5. In (c) the sampling rate is f = 8.10−5 (orange dots),
f = 8.10−4 (green stars) or f = 4.10−4 (red hexagons), and the percentage of error is p = 0.01. The other parameters are the
same as in Fig 3(b) of the main text : g0 = 0.7, Ω = 0.25, Γ = 0.01, γ = γϕ = 10−4, and ϵ = 0.3.

We discuss now the expected error for each value of the Pn predicted by the minimization procedure. To estimate
the error, we identify the range in which varying a single parameter, while still minimizing all the others, causes χ2 to
remain within a 95% confidence interval. This approach provides insight into whether certain values of Pn are more
sensitive to fluctuations than others.

In order to calculate these quantities we begin by rewriting Eq. (I7) as

χ2 = PTAP + 2BP + C , (I9)

with C =
∑

i

{
S
(ex)
ph (ωi)

2 [1− 2f0(ωi)] + f0(ωi)
2
}
, and A and B the matrices defined above. We then expand χ2 to

the second order around its minimum P (0) : χ2(P ) = χ2(P (0)) + δPTAδP , with δP = P − P (0). Next, we express
the variation δχ2 = χ2(P )− χ2(P (0)) as a function of a single element of δP , say δPk:

δχ2 = AkkδP
2
k + 2δPk

∑

i̸=k

AikδPi +
∑

i ̸=k,j ̸=k

AijδPiδPj

≡ AkkδP
2
k + 2δPk(B

′)T δP ′ + (δP ′)TA′δP ′ .

(I10)

Here, we introduced δP ′ the vector δP with its k-th row removed, A′ the matrix A with its k-th row and k-th column
removed, and B′ the k-th column of A with its k-th row removed. To account for the potential correlations between
Pk and the other elements Pi ̸=k, we determine the values of δPi ̸=k that minimize δχ2 for the chosen value of δPk. To
achieve this, we look for the saddle point given by the condition ∂(δχ2)/∂(δPi ̸=k) = 0, which reads in the matrix form

A′δP ′ = −δPkB
′ . (I11)

Inverting this relation and injecting it in the Eq (I10), it follows

δχ2 =
{
Akk − 2(B′)T (A′)−1B′ + [(A′)−1B′]TA′[(A′)−1B′]

}
δP 2

k , (I12)

or alternatively

δPk =
√

δχ2
{
Akk − 2(B′)T (A′)−1B′ + [(A′)−1B′]TA′[(A′)−1B′]

}−1/2
. (I13)

Equation (I13) relates the fluctuation δPk to a given variation δχ2, while accounting for the reorganization of all other
δPi ̸=k. To define the error bars δPk, we select for δχ2 the value δχ2

max = χ2
min − χ2

max, where χ2
min is the minimum

found by the minimization procedure, and χ2
max is determined with the condition

∫ χ2
max

−∞
dχ2f(χ2) = 0.95 . (I14)

Here f(χ2) is the probability distribution of χ2. As the number of degrees of freedom ν is quite large (ν ∼ 105), this

is well approximated by a normal distribution of mean ν and of standard deviation
√
2ν. This particular value of

δχ2
max ensures that δPk lies within a 95% confidence interval.



10

Figure [S4(a,b,c)] compares the predicted phonon probability distribution to the distribution obtained using the
fitting method for a sampling rate f = 8.10−5, including the error bars computed with Eq. (I13). The error bars grow
significantly with increasing noise intensity, highlighting the strong correlation between the Pk. Naturally, the error
becomes more pronounced for larger k. Figure [S4(d,e,f)] shows the noisy emission spectra obtained for the values of
noise intensity used in Fig. [S4(a,b,c)].
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Fig. S4. (a,b,c) Phonon probability distribution Pn predicted by the simulation (blue solid line) and by the minimization
method (orange dots), with the error-bars obtained via Eq. (I13) for δχ2

max, for a noise parameter p = 0.05 (a), p = 0.01
(b) and p = 0.5 (c). (d,e,f) Photon-emission spectrum obtained by the resolution of the master equation (blue dashed line),
compared to the noisy spectrum with a noise parameter p = 0.05 (d), p = 0.01 (e) and p = 0.5 (f). The other parameters are
the same as in Fig 3(b) of the main text : g0 = 0.7, Ω = 0.25, Γ = 0.01, γ = γϕ = 10−4, and ϵ = 0.3.

Appendix J: Beyond the secular approximation

For ϵ < Γ, the secular approximation breaks down. However, as specified in the main text, the master equation
can still be solved numerically. It is then possible to recover the results discussed previously, such as the large Fano
factor at the mechanical transition [see Fig S5(a)], or the non-classical mechanical state [see Fig S5(b)]. On these
latter Figures, ϵ = Γ/2 implies that the secular approximation does not apply. In this case the full counting statistic
method described on Appendix F cannot be used to derive the Fano factor, so we use instead the Mandel equation [7]

F = 1 + 2Ī

∫ ∞

0

dt
[
g(2)(t)− 1

]
, (J1)

where g(2)(t) is the second order correlation function of the photons emitted by the TLS, in the stationnary regime.
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Fig. S5. (a) Fano factor of the light emitted by the TLS, obtained by integration of the second order correlation function of the

photons g(2)(t), for a coupling constant g0 = 0.1ωm. (b) Wigner distribution of the phonon for g0 = 0.5ωm and Ω = 0.05ωm,
with negativity η = 1.3%. The parameters in units of ωm are : Γ = 0.1, γ = 10−4, ϵ = 0.05, kBT = 1.

Appendix K: Application of our model to opto-mechanical cavities

The dressed state picture discussed in the main text can also be used to describe the dynamics of cavity opto-
mechanical systems. It allows to recover in a simpler way the results obtained for these systems, such as the instabilities
and the mechanical steady non-classical states. The Hamiltonian for a driven opto-mechanical cavity in the rotating
wave approximation reads [8]

Hs = −δa†a+ ωmb†b+ gOa
†a(b† + b) + Ω(a† + a) . (K1)

Here a (b) is the annihilation operator for the cavity (the oscillator), gO is the single-photon opto-mechanical coupling,
Ω is Rabi frequency of the source and δ is the detuning of that source. We follow the same method as described

in the main text. We first apply a LF transformation, defined as U2 = e−gOa†a(b†−b)/ωm , to diagonalize exactly the
opto-mechanical coupling. This leads to

U†
2HsU2 = −δa†a+ ωmb†b−K(a†a)2 +Ω

(
a†egO(b†−b)/ωm + ae−gO(b†−b)/ωm

)
, (K2)

where we introduced the Kerr term K = g2O/ωm. For Ω = 0, the eigenstates of the systems are |N,n⟩, where |N⟩ (|n⟩)
indicates the Fock state of the cavity (the oscillator). For Ω ̸= 0, we describe the laser interaction using a degenerate
perturbation theory in Ω. For that, we consider a very weak laser intensity such that the cavity is populated at
maximum by 1 photon, and we then select the frequency of the laser for which δ = ωm − K + ϵ. In this way, the
states |0, n⟩ and |1, n+ 1⟩ are nearly degenerated. Note that when gO/ωm ≲ 1 the anharmonicity generated by
the interacting term leads to photon blockade, preventing the population of higher photonic states. We define the
eigenstates |±, n⟩ that are linear combinations of |0, n⟩ and |1, n+ 1⟩. The system is then described by the master
equation

d

dt
ρs = κD

(
ae−gO(b†−a)/ωm

)
ρs + γ(1 + nB)D(b)ρs + γnBD(b†)ρs , (K3)

where κ (γ) is the damping rate of the cavity (the oscillator), and ρs the density matrix of the system in the LF basis.
Note that here we use the usual dissipators, and do not re-derive the whole master equation as we did in Appendix B.
This equation reduces to a Pauli rate equation in the secular regime, where

√
ϵ2 + 4(ΩWn,n−1)2 ≪ κ, γ. In that limit

we derive the steady state of the system. Figure S6(a) shows the probability distribution of phonons for the strong
opto-mechanical coupling gO = 0.8ωm. Multiple maxima can be observed, as in the case of a driven TLS coupled to
a mechanical oscillator. Similarly, the sharpness of the first maximum resemble a Fock state, hence the negativity in
the Wigner distribution associated [Fig. S6(b)].
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Fig. S6. (a) Phonon probability distribution in the oscillator in the steady state, solving the Pauli rate equation (blue solid line)
or the full master equation (dashed orange line). (b) Wigner function associated, with negativity η = 1.42%. The parameters
in units of ωm are : gO = 0.8, Ω = 0.1, κ = 0.01, γ = 10−4, ϵ = 0.05, T = ℏωm/kB .
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