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Light-matter interaction with squeezed vacuum has received much interest for the ability to en-
hance the native interaction strength between an atom and a photon with a reservoir assumed to
have an infinite bandwidth. Here, we study a model of parametrically driven cavity quantum electro-
dynamics (cavity QED) for enhancing light-matter interaction while subjected to a finite-bandwidth
squeezed vacuum drive. Our method is capable of unveiling the effect of relative bandwidth as well
as squeezing required to observe the anticipated anti-crossing spectrum and enhanced cooperativ-
ity without the ideal squeezed bath assumption. Furthermore, we analyze the practicality of said
models when including intrinsic photon loss due to resonators imperfection. With these results, we
outline the requirements for experimentally implementing an effectively squeezed bath in solid-state
platforms such as InAs quantum dot cavity QED such that in situ control and enhancement of
light-matter interaction could be realized.

I. INTRODUCTION

Squeezed light, in which the uncertainty in one quadra-
ture is reduced below that of the vacuum state, pro-
vides powerful resources for various quantum applica-
tions such as quantum sensing [1], networking [2], and
simulations [3], as well as efficient spin-squeezing [4] and
qubit readouts [5–7]. Recently, squeezed light has at-
tracted a lot of interest as a means to modify and en-
hance light-matter interaction in cavity QED [8–21] as
well as boson-mediated interaction [22–24]. For cavity
QED, it has been shown theoretically and experimen-
tally that using intracavity squeezing combined with a
“squeezed reservoir” - that is, a quantum reservoir in-
duced by injecting an infinitely broadband squeezed vac-
uum [25–27] - can exponentially improve the interaction
strength as well as provide an in situ dynamical control of
the coupling rate. Coupling the system to the aforemen-
tioned ideal squeezed reservoir is necessary for cancelling
out the effective thermal noise induced by the squeezed
intracavity modes, as was shown in [7, 13, 14, 16].

Squeezing-enhanced cavity QED systems are a promis-
ing route for realizing strong and even ultrastrong cou-
pling in systems with otherwise limited cooperativity,
which is particularly important for optical cavity QED
based technologies. However, understanding the prac-
tical performance of such systems can strongly depend
on the properties of the squeezed reservoir they are cou-
pled to. In particular, it is known in other contexts that
the spectral bandwidth of the injected squeezed light can
affect the properties of cascaded quantum optical sys-
tems [28–32]. Unfortunately, existing theoretical frame-
works to date fail to model such inter-cavity, correspond-
ing to finite squeezing bandwidths. Instead, a simpli-
fying assumption of infinite bandwidth (i.e., one large
enough compared to any other spectral scale in the sys-
tem) allows accurate application of the Born-Markov ap-
proximation to eliminate the reservoir’s self-correlations
[26]. This assumption, however, is idealized, and it is not
clear whether realistic, finite-bandwidth squeezed reser-

voirs can satisfy the requirements for squeezing-enhanced
cavity QED models.
In this work, we present a general framework for ex-

ploring squeezing-enhanced cavity QED systems with
finite-bandwidth squeezed reservoirs. We demonstrate
how the broadband squeezed reservoir assumption breaks
down for various cavity QED effects at varying band-
widths, particularly in the cases of enhanced light-matter
interactions and dynamics of the qubit and cavity un-
der finite-bandwidth squeezed reservoirs. We show that
for sufficiently large bandwidth, the exponential enhance-
ment between the Bogoliubov mode and atom is recov-
ered, but for bandwidths below a certain point, anti-
crossing spectra are modified due to effective thermal
heating of the squeezed vacuum state and no strong-
coupling splitting is observed. Furthermore, we find that
including intrinsic loss in the cascaded system has a sig-
nificant impact on the effectiveness of enhancing light-
matter interaction via intracavity squeezing (ICS) and
injected external squeezed (IES) light. Our findings pave
the way towards understanding the interplay between
squeezing bandwidth and the effectiveness of injected
squeezed vacuum in suppressing unwanted decoherences.

II. QUANTUM SYSTEM IN A SQUEEZED
RESERVOIR

A. Cavity QED in a squeezed resonator

We first rederive the master equation of a
parametrically-driven cavity QED system coupled
to a broadband squeezed reservoir. Our cavity system
comprises a detuned degenerate optical parametric
oscillator (DOPO) with detuning δa and parametric
drive strength Ea (assumed to be real value), and can
be captured by the following Hamiltonian

HDOPO = δaâ
†â− Ea(â

†2 + â). (1)
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FIG. 1. Illustration: (a) A cavity QED system with the cavity (cyan) coupled to a two-level atom (center circle) is driven by
a degenerate parametric process, represented by pump and a nonlinear medium (yellow), and the probe’s photons scattering
from the systems are detected to measure either spectrum or time dynamics. The cavity itself does not couple to a squeezed
bath, resulting in irreversible decay in case of the weakly coupled cavity QED system. (b) The idealized case where a cavity
QED system with squeezing is coupled to a perfect squeezed bath (orange ellipse) whose spectrum is a white noise spectrum
(i.e., an infinite bandwidth). In this scenario, exponential enhancement of light-matter interaction due to squeezing exhibits
strong coupling spectrum and observable Rabi dynamics of the qubit and cavity, even when the qubit itself is weakly coupled
to the cavity mode, as in (a). (c) Injected large-bandwidth squeezed vacuum, where the idealized squeezed reservoir is replaced
with a large squeezed bandwidth source, and whose output is then injected into a cavity QED system with squeezing. This
protocol still enhances the light-matter interaction, but still has residual unwanted decoherence that makes its spectrum and
Rabi dynamics less visible than that of the perfect squeezed reservoir case.

We note that the detuned DOPO is diagonalizable by the
Bogoliubov transform and is dynamically stable without
dissipation [33] as long as δa > Ea [34]. Our DOPO cav-
ity also contains a two-level atom (emitter), i.e., qubit,
whose coupling to the cavity is described by the Jaynes-
Cumming model. Thus, the total cavity Hamiltonian
becomes

H = δaâ
†â+

δq
2
σ̂z − Ea(â

†2 + â2) + g(â†σ̂ + âσ̂†). (2)

We now introduce a Bogoliubov transformation on the
cavity operator [35]

α̂ = â cosh r + â† sinh r, (3)

where r is the squeezing coefficient defined by

r =
1

4
ln

1 + λ

1− λ
, (4)

and λ = Ea/δa. This transformation diagonalizes the
DOPO and defines a Bogoliubov oscillator (BO) in terms
of the new ladder operator α̂ with a renormalized fre-
quency. One then obtains a new Hamiltonian in the Bo-
goliubov frame

H̃ =
δa

cosh2 r
α̂†α̂+

δq
2
σ̂z +

ger

2
(α̂† + α̂)σ̂x

−i
ge−r

2
(α̂† − α̂)σ̂y (5)

From this Hamiltonian, one can see that in the Bo-
goliubov frame, the coupling strength between an atom
and a bosonic mode grows exponentially with r as ger/2.
However, this picture is drastically changed once loss is
included, as the cavity loss operator is transformed ac-
cordingly into the squeezed frame as [36]:

Lα̂ =
√
κ(α̂ cosh r + α̂† sinh r). (6)

Under the action of the squeezed frame Lindbladian,
decoherence is also exponentially amplified, which can
wash away vacuum Rabi splitting in either the qubit or
the cavity’s output spectrum, as illustrated in Fig. (1a).
It has been suggested that coupling a cavity QED system
to a broadband squeezed vacuum reservoir in terms of the
new ladder operator α̂ with a renormalized frequency,
where the squeezing bandwidth is vastly larger than the
cavity’s linewidth - as shown in Fig. (1b), could mitigate
or even cancel out the effect of Lα̂ [13, 14, 35]. Working
in this infinite-bandwidth squeezed reservoir approxima-
tion, we find that the Lindbladian master equation takes
the form

dρ

dt
=− i[H, ρ] +

κ

2
(N + 1 + η)Da[ρ] +

κ

2
NDa† [ρ]

− κ

2
MD′

a[ρ]−
κ

2
M∗D′

a† [ρ], (7)

where Da[ρ] = aρa† − 1
2{a

†a, ρ} and D′
a[ρ] = aρa −

1
2{aa, ρ}. Throughout this paper, we use Da[ρ] and
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D[a](ρ) interchangeably. N,M are the effective ther-
mal photon and two-photon coefficients introduced by
the squeezed bath, respectively, and are defined as
N = sinh2 re,M = eiθe sinh re cosh re, where re denotes
the reservoir’s squeezing strength and θe its quadrature
phase. Above, η is the ratio between the cavity’s intrinsic
loss rate κi and outcoupling rate κ, i.e. η = κi/κ. More
compactly (and, for the discussion in this subsection, as-
suming η = 0), we can represent the Lindbladian with a
single dissipator as

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] + κD√

N+1â−eiθ
√
Nâ† [ρ]. (8)

With the right squeezing strength and phase-matching
conditions, which ensure that the intra-cavity squeezed
vacuum transforms to a vacuum state in the Bogoliubov
frame, (see Appendix B for derivation), we can write Eq.
(8) in the Bogoliubov frame as

dρ̃

dt
= −i[H̃, ρ̃] + κDα̂[ρ̃]. (9)

In Eq. (9), the Bogoliubov-frame state ρ̃ is now initialized
to a vacuum state owing to the phase matching condition.
Moreover, the loss rate stays the same as in the lab frame
while the coupling is exponentially enhanced, resulting
in true exponential enhancement in cooperativity for the
atom-photon interaction. Intuitively, this effect can be
understood as an exponential amount of photons coher-
ently interacting with the atom inside the cavity, while at
the same time the squeezed reservoir counteracts the as-
sociated noise induced by the intracavity squeezed state,
thereby suppressing unwanted decoherences.

B. Finite-bandwidth squeezed bath

While the broadband squeezed reservoir assumption
simplifies the analysis for squeezing-enhanced cavity
QED systems, it has several unphysical properties, such
as requiring infinite energy [31]. Furthermore, it re-
mains rather vague what are the bandwidth regimes for
which the broadband squeezed reservoir assumptions can
hold in experimental conditions, and at arbitrarily strong
squeezing coefficient of the drive. In this section, we de-
rive the requisite master equation to capture the effects
of finite-bandwidth squeezed vacuum injection.

When relaxing the infinite bandwidth approximation,
the master equation no longer obeys a pure Lindbla-
dian or Markovian evolution as the system-bath exhibits
non-zero temporal correlations (or memory) of the form

⟨a†i (t)aj(t′)⟩ [29–31], making it rather difficult to derive
a rigorous, self-consistent non-Markovian master equa-
tion, especially when the system contains both photonic
and atomic degree of freedom. A more accurate model
that can account for finite bandwidth whilst allowing a
relatively simple master equation can be derived from
the cascaded system via the SLH formalism [37], as illus-
trated in Fig. 1(c). For our system of interest, we write
the jump operators as L1 =

√
κaâ and L2 =

√
κbb̂, with

additional intrinsic loss operators L1,i =
√
κiâ, L2,i =

√
κib̂. The bandwidth of our “squeezed reservoir” in

SLH is determined by the relative magnitude of κa to κb,

which are the coupling rates of cavity modes â, b̂, respec-
tively, into the common waveguide. We then get the full
system’s master equation as:

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +D[

√
κaâ+

√
κbb̂](ρ)

+D[
√
κiâ](ρ) +D[

√
κib̂](ρ) (10)

H = i(Eaâ
†2 − E∗

a â
2) + δbb̂

†b̂+ (Ebb̂
†2 + E∗

b b̂
2)

+

√
κaκb

2i
(b̂†â− â†b̂) (11)

Where Eb is the parametric drive amplitude of the cav-

ity b̂. Note that we choose the first degenerate OPO to
be on-resonant instead of detuned: in this manner, it
reduces to an ideal squeezing source such that the out-
put light is perfectly squeezed in the absence of intrinsic
loss. We note that in the limit of κa → ∞, the broad-
band squeezed reservoir approximation is recovered via
adiabatic elimination of the â mode (see Appendix C for
details).

C. Cavity QED in finite-bandwidth squeezed bath

With the SLH formalism, we can straightforwardly ex-
tend our model to include a cavity QED system with both
injected and intracavity squeezing. By coupling a qubit

with a spontaneous decay process D[
√
γσ] to mode b̂ and

performing the Bogoliubov transformation on the b̂ as

β̂ = b̂ cosh r − b̂† sinh r, we obtain the Bogoliubov frame
Hamiltonian of the cascaded model, where the atom is

now coupled to the Bogoliubov mode β̂

H̃ = i(Eaâ
†2 − E∗

b â
2) +

δb

cosh2 r
β̂†β̂ +

ger

2
(β̂ + β̂†)(σ + σ†) +

√
κaκb

2i

[
(β̂† cosh r + β̂ sinh r)â−H.c

]
+Herr (12)

Herr = −ge−r

2
(β̂ − β̂†)(σ − σ†) (13)
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FIG. 2. Weakly coupled system. We solve the master equation for spectra using δβ = δq = 1.0, κa ∈ [1.5, 16.5], Ea =
0.2055κa, κb = 0.015, γ = 0.001 and g = 0.003. All units are normalized to δq. (a) For a system fixed at 20dB squeezing, we
vary the bandwidth ratio κa/κb. Using parameters for a weakly coupled system, we plotted the atom’s absorption spectrum
and compare against the spectrum obtained from squeezed bath as well as a vacuum bath. For κa/κb = 300, the spectrum
has a large linewidth, indicating that the system is experiencing squeezing-induced effective thermal decoherence process. For
κa/κb = 1000, the spectrum is comparable to the ideal squeezed bath case (green dashed line). (b) Convergence towards
squeezed bath can be achieved through increasing the required bandwidth κa, while at finite-bandwidth regime the absorption
spectrum is dominated by thermal and squeezing noises.

And the master equation can be similarly obtained as

dρ̃

dt
= −i[H̃, ρ̃] +D

[√
κaâ+

√
κb

(
β̂ cosh r + β̂† sinh r

)]
(ρ̃) +D [

√
κiâ] (ρ̃) +D

[√
κib̂

]
(ρ̃) +D [

√
γσ] (ρ̃) (14)

Here, we use D[
√
κib̂](ρ̃) to indicate intrinsic loss chan-

nel with b̂ = β̂ cosh r+ β̂† sinh r. In the Bogoliubov frame

β̂, we have the simultaneous exponential enhancement
to the atom-cavity coupling rate g as gs = ger/2 to
the BO and dissipation rate κb. This enhanced deco-
herence has been observed in superconducting qubit [19]
and trapped ion experiments [17, 18], and analyzed the-
oretically in [22, 36], where the squeezing exponentially
amplifies all bosonic decoherence channels such as ther-
mal and dephasing processes. In the Bogolibov frame,
these decoherence channels manifest as effective thermal
noise that scales as sinh2 r and two-photon noises that
scales as cosh r sinh r [19]. By replacing the squeezed
bath with a source OPO that injects squeezed light into

b̂, we can explore the necessary bandwidth κa/κb to ef-
fectively cancel out said noises and observe the enhanced
coupling gs, which can be extracted from the qubit ab-
sorption spectrum [13, 38]

S(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dte−iωt⟨σ̂−(t)σ̂+(0)⟩, (15)

where σ̂+(0) is the steady-state expectation value of σ̂+,
defined as σ̂+(0) ≡ limt→∞ Tr[ρ(t)σ̂+]. The use of qubit
absorption spectrum allows a true lab frame interpreta-
tion of light-matter interaction, and extraction of the en-

hanced coupling as the difference between the frequencies
of the two peaks.

III. RESULTS

A. Enhancing weakly coupled cavity QED

The simplest application of our cascaded model is to
enhance a weakly-coupled system [13]. The finite but
large-bandwidth squeezed vacuum effectively “cools” the
BO down to its ground state, which in the lab frame is
equivalent to the squeezed vacuum (See Appendix D for
details). Here, we show that through numerically solv-
ing Eq. (14) and Eq. (15) we can find exactly how much
bandwidth — set by the ratio κa/κb — one needs to prac-
tically recover the exponential enhancement in coupling
strength, which we compare against the spectra obtained
from eq. (9). We first set κi = 0 to study a simplified
model without intrinsic loss, and for g/κb < 0.5 or coop-
erativity C = 4g2/κbγ < 1, the system is in the weak-
coupling regime of cavity QED. The choice of Ea gives
a reservoir steady-state squeezing of ≈ 20dB, similar to
the squeezing value reported in [13].
In Fig. 2a, we show the absorption spectrum for
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FIG. 3. Strongly coupled system: We set δβ = δq = 1.0, κa ∈ [3.0, 16.5], Ea = 0.2055κa, g = κb = 0.015 and γ = 0.001 for our
master equation simulation. All units are normalized to δq. (a) For a strongly coupled system, we plotted the anti-crossing
spectra and compare against the absorption spectrum obtained from squeezed bath as well as a vacuum bath. For κa/κb = 500,
the spectrum has a large linewidth and signature of thermal noise as shown by extra smaller peaks, and for κa/κb > 1000,
the spectrum is comparable to the ideal squeezed bath case (orange dashed line) with minimal residual thermal noises (shown
by the near-absence of smaller extra peaks). (b) Comparison of spectra linewidths for 12dB and 20dB squeezing, showing
the relatively fast convergence towards the ideal squeezed bath limit for 12dB, indicating the dependence of the squeezed bath
assumption’s validity on the squeezing strength.

different bandwidths with a fixed squeezing of 20dB.
When the source bandwidth goes from κa/κb = 100
to κa/κb > 1000, vacuum Rabi splitting becomes more
pronounced, and eventually converges towards the spec-
trum of an exponentially enhanced BO-atom system in
squeezed bath. We notice that at κa/κb = 300, the spec-
trum begins to exhibit the splitting signature of dressed
Jaynes-Cumming eigenstates, in spite of excessive loss
and linewidth broadening. When the bandwidth is in-
creased, a “cooling” effect then starts to kick in, due to
suppression of the effective thermal noise sinh2 r, and can
be observed in the form of a narrower linewidth for the
value κa/κb = 1070, as compared to the linewidth at
κa/κb = 300. This confirms that injecting an extremely
broadband squeezed vacuum - generated either through
a large out-coupling rate κa or by another mechanism
- is equivalent to modelling the bosonic Lindblad oper-
ator as an infinite bandwidth squeezed reservoir, with
the squeezed thermal noise completely suppressed at the
infinite bandwidth limit.

Motivated by the observation of linewidth narrowing
arising from increasing the bandwidth of the squeezed
vacuum drive, we plotted the spectrum’s linewidth, nor-
malized to the ideal linewidth obtained from computing
the spectrum in squeezed bath in Fig. 2b as a func-
tion of κa/κb for different squeezing strength. We ob-
serve that the linewidth rapidly decreases as a function
of κa/κb and eventually converges towards the expected
linewidth of a system with given κb, γ. We note that
the required bandwidth for full suppression of the un-
wanted squeezing-induced effective thermal noise in all
of our simulations scales with the squeezing coefficient,
and hence the final synthetic coupling strength ger/2.
These results indicate possibly stringent requirements on

pushing a weakly coupled system into a strongly coupled
one through simultaneous injected squeezed vacuum with
intracavity squeezing. However, a possible application of
such a weakly coupled system being enhanced towards
strong coupling is squeezed lasing, where the main re-
quirement is having an enhanced cooperativity greater
than 1 [35].

B. Effects on strongly coupled system

Beyond enhancing a weakly-coupled atom-cavity sys-
tem, the above scheme can also be applied towards en-
hancing a system already within the strong coupling
regime, where g > κ/2 ≫ γ. Owing to the relative fre-
quency of the Bogoliubov oscillator and the enhanced
coupling strength gS ≈ 0.075, the system exhibits asym-
metric spectra that deviates from the Jaynes-Cumming
model’s anti-crossing response, which can be explained
through a Jaynes-Cumming model with re-normalized
coupling strength [39].
While a weakly coupled system enhanced towards

strong coupling exhibits the standard two-peak vacuum
Rabi splitting in its spectra, the enhanced strongly cou-
pled system exhibits multi-peak spectra, where small
peaks between and outside the main Rabi splitting peaks
arise from multiple higher rung transitions in the atom-
cavity system [38, 40] that result from excitations of the
higher energy levels of the hybrid cavity-atom system.
Specifically, when the squeezing bandwidth is increased,
a suppression can be observed via reduction in visibil-
ity of multiple smaller peaks exhibited by the spectra, as
effective thermal effect - and thereby, higher rung tran-
sitions induced by said thermal bath - is reduced. Due
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FIG. 4. Effects of intrinsic loss: (a) Absorption spectra with intrinsic loss κi, where κi is relative to κb, the outcoupling

rate of b̂, at 12dB squeezing. For a strongly over-coupled resonator where κi/κb = 0.1, the anti-crossing spectrum does not
change much from the case without intrinsic loss, indicating the negligible squeezed thermal photon contribution, but as soon
as κi ≥ 0.5κb, the spectrum broadens and limits the broadband squeezed vacuum drive, as well as exhibiting features indicative
of thermal noises. (b) Vacuum Rabi oscillation of the cavity occupation in the lab frame, (c) and of the qubit. The increase
of thermal squeezed photons at higher κi quickly washes away Rabi oscillation, as shown in the purple data line.

to the simultaneous appearance of higher-rung transition
peaks and vacuum Rabi splitting for 200 < κa/κb < 450,
we choose not to estimate linewidths from these spec-
tra in Fig. (3b). We note that these thermal-induced
transitions start to be suppressed when κa/κb ≥ 450 and
become negligible around κa/κb > 800, once again indi-
cating that the system is ”cooling” down to true squeezed
vacuum and converges towards the ideal squeezed bath
limit as the bandwidth becomes extremely large. For
detailed discussions on higher rung transition peaks and
noises in the finite-bandwidth SLH ”squeezed reservoir”,
see Appendix D.

Within the strong coupling regime, we explore the
interplay between bandwidth and squeezing strength,
which provides insights on the validity of the infinite-
bandwdith squeezed bath assumption. Interestingly, we
observe a trade-off between linewidth and squeezing,
which is related to the coherence time of each squeezing
quadrature [41]. Intuitively, at smaller squeezing values,
the effective squeezed bandwidth of the OPO is increased,
which allows reaching closer to the ideal squeezed bath
limit even for more modest values of κa/κb. In Fig. 3b,
we observe said trade-off for the case with 20dB and 12dB
squeezed vacuum (r ≈ 1.38), indicating that at 12dB the
system converges to the squeezed-bath spectra around

κa/κb
>∼ 400. Furthermore, at 12dB squeezing, the effec-

tive residual squeezed thermal photon occupation is sig-
nificantly less than that of 20dB squeezing, which means
the system is subjected to less thermal noises and there-
fore a moderately-large-bandwidth squeezed vacuum in-
jection can act effectively as a true squeezed bath. We
conclude that the validity of squeezed bath assumption
strongly depends on the squeezing coefficient r, in addi-
tion to the squeezing bandwidth.

C. Intrinsic loss

The cascaded model can be extended to capture loss
by adding an additional decay rate κi to the Lindbla-
dian. This intrinsic loss is important for capturing the
loss of squeezing through photons escaping the cavity
into free space, absorption, or other dissipation chan-
nels, and is a central issue in efficiently outcoupling or
transporting squeezed light generated in a cavity. In Fig.
4a we show how intrinsic loss in transporting squeezed
light can become a significant impediment to implement-
ing squeezed drive with intracavity squeezing for enhanc-
ing cavity QED. As expected, a small amount of intrin-
sic loss (κi/κb = 0.05, 0.1) does not adversely broadens
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crystal cavity can be performed confocally. (b) Illustration of
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cavity, with the phase matching condition ω++ω− = 2ωdrive.
(c) Simulated qubit’s Rabi oscillation signature for squeezing
on and squeezing off, and in both cases the system is sub-
jected to 10% intrinsic loss and the qubit starts in the excited
state |e⟩. Solid (dashed) arrow indicates the Rabi cycle’s peak
of the squeezed cavity QED’s qubit dynamics (vacuum cavity
QED’s qubit dynamics).

the spectrum’s linewidth nor introduces excessive ther-
mal noise, and only moderately reduces the achievable

squeezing/anti-squeezing as seen by the b̂ mode. At
the value of κi/κb = 1.0, however, intrinsic loss is suf-
ficient to wash away Rabi oscillations. To understand
this, we can see that in the Bogoliubov frame, thermal

noises induced by increasing intrinsic loss is ”enhanced”
by anti-squeezing, which becomes another contribution
to the broadening of the anticrossing’s linewidth and re-
emergence of thermal transition peaks (see Appendices
B and F for quantitative analysis on the thermal pho-
ton number). This enhanced decoherence is dominant
at the critical coupling condition κb = κi as it scales
roughly as ∼ η sinh2 r, indicating that only by strongly
over-coupling the resonator to the squeezed drive can
one practically overcome the issue, rather than simply
increasing the bandwidth of the squeezed vacuum drive
or the squeezing strength [35]. Furthermore, with higher
thermal squeezed occupation, the system is in fact show-
ing classical-like response in the spectrum rather than
genuine anti-crossing from vacuum Rabi coupling. These
results agree with the conclusion from ref. [35].
In Fig. (4b) and (4c), we plot the dynamics of the

(lab-frame) photon number and the qubit, and we ob-
serve the signature of cavity QED system whose deco-
herence is dominated by thermal noise induced by the
intrinsic losses. At critical coupling κi/κb, vacuum Rabi
oscillation is completely destroyed and replaced by cavity
thermalization towards a squeezed thermal state, a qual-
ity shared by its corresponding anti-crossing spectrum
which only exhibits thermal peaks. However, at experi-
mentally realizable outcoupling-to-loss ratio κi/κb < 0.5,
we are still able to recover most of the oscillation.

IV. DISCUSSION

Experimental feasibility: While injecting broadband
squeezed vacuum is frequently mentioned as a method
to achieve effective strong coupling for systems driven
by intracavity squeezing via a below-threshold OPO, the
required bandwidth to reach the desired synthetically
strong coupling from a weakly coupled system should
be very large, especially considering the typical requi-
site squeezing values of >∼ 15dB. Since a cavity OPO
threshold scales with the inverse square of its quality fac-
tor, this squeezing-bandwidth value becomes less practi-
cal. A viable alternative is using parametric waveguides -
such as periodically-poled lithium niobate waveguide [42–
44] with THz optical bandwidths and Josephson travel-
ling wave parametric amplifier [45] with GHz microwave
bandwidths - as their bandwidths are much larger than
that of an optical cavity (typically GHz to tens of MHz)
or a microwave cavity (typically tens of kHz to sub-kHz).
In addition, parametric waveguides do not have a thresh-
old and therefore enable a path towards using broadband
squeezed vacuum for enhancing light-matter interactions
with strong continuous wave or pulse pumps. Further-
more, we note that in nonlinear nanophotonic waveguide,
the squeezing bandwidth can simply be controlled by tun-
ing the pump spectrum - e.g. when using ultrashort laser
pulses [42], or the waveguide poling, or both [46], en-
abling experiments with tuneable squeezing bandwidth.
Experimental implementation: For optical cavity
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QED, a potential platform to realize this enhanced light-
matter interaction is III-V semiconductors with self-
assembled quantum dots. Specifically, InAs quantum
dots have been shown to have single-photon coupling up
to 25GHz in a gallium arsenide (GaAs) photonic crys-
tal resonator (Fig. 5(a)), with relatively narrow optical
linewidth (γ ∼ 0.1GHz) [47, 48]. While in these earlier
experiments cavity Q factor has been around 30,000 at
920nm quantum dot wavelength, there is room to im-
prove this Q by at least an order of magnitude, as lim-
ited by the material absorption loss. Furthermore, GaAs
has both large χ(2) and χ(3) values [49], enabling the
generation of strong squeezing inside a cavity (when cou-
pled to a squeezed bath) in a monolithic platform with
low pump powers. A source of broadband squeezed vac-
uum in GaAs (or AlGaAs) could be realized by using a
quasi-phase-matched poled waveguide that facilitates de-
generate squeezing when pumped at the second-harmonic
mode [50, 51]. Using a train of ultrafast pulses with tens
of fs pulse-width, the squeezed vacuum could attain THz
bandwidth, and a waveguide can be overcoupled to the
photonic crystal cavity to ensure κ > κi (Fig. 5(a)). For
an intrinsic Q factor of 105, the loaded Q factor can be
as low as 104 while retaining g/κ ∼ 1. The intracavity
squeezing can then be realized via pumping at two fre-
quencies ω+, ω− such that squeezing can be generated via
GaAs’s χ(3) (Fig. 5(b)), all of which can be performed
through free space optics to take advantage of photonic
crystal’s out-of-plane emissions, and therefore removes
the need to have another waveguide to carry pump opti-
cal signals. We emphasize that for experimental imple-
mentation, it is best to work in the low detuning regime
where δa, δc >∼ g so that the parametric pump powers
needed for realizing squeezing is within reasonable power
range (µW−mW) for integrated platforms. To probe the
enhanced coupling experimentally, we consider reading
out the qubit’s or the cavity’s vacuum Rabi oscillation,
which is accessible through through photonic crystal’s
out-of-plane emission. We show the corresponding sim-
ulation of the qubit’s Rabi oscillation for squeezing on
and no squeezing in Fig. 5(c), assuming that the qubit is
initialized in the excited state |e⟩. The vacuum Rabi fre-
quency of the system does indeed increase as compared to
the original, un-enhanced Jaynes-Cumming model, albeit
with similar increases in decoherence due to coupling to
the intrinsic loss channel. Finally, we add that aside from
III-V quantum dots, other platforms that support both
optical nonlinearity and optically active quantum defects
could also be viable for realizing our proposal such as SiC
and diamond with lithium niobate. For example, SiC
has large (but much lower than GaAs) bulk χ(2) and χ(3)

nonlinearity, low optical loss and a diverse family of opti-
cally active color centers, and has experimentally demon-
strated combined nonlinear optics with color centers in
the same device [21]. Meanwhile, diamond’s diverse color
centers and ability to be heterogenously integrated with
lithium niobate can take advantage of lithium niobate’s
large χ(2) and mature fabrication of low-loss quasi-phase-

matched waveguides or resonators [52].

V. CONCLUSION

We conclude that injecting broadband squeezed vac-
uum is necessary for enhancing cavity QED. However,
the bandwidth requirement far exceeds the capability
of cavity-based squeezed light sources but are within
reach for travelling wave or waveguide-based squeezed
light source, or alternatively, intracavity squeezing using
a strongly dissipative mode. We also show that intrin-
sic loss remains the major limiting factor for efficiently
enhancing cavity QED with parametric drive at strong
squeezing, and further reduction in loss is necessary to
enable experiments with high squeezing for pushing the
interaction strength well into the strong coupling regime.
Together, we believe this approach will enable a better
understanding for future experimental implementations
in both integrated cavity QED with solid-state atomic
defects and circuit QED with superconducting qubits to
exploit injected and intracavity squeezed light towards
quantum technology applications such as squeezed lasing
[35], fast entangling gates [17, 18, 53], fast quantum non-
demolition qubit readout [7], enhancing weakly nonlinear
bosonic system [22, 54, 55], and squeezed reservoir engi-
neering for exotic macroscopic quantum systems [56, 57].
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Appendix A: SLH derivation of simulation model

In general, to account for driving a quantum system
with output from another quantum system, we use the
cascaded source model prescribed by SLH formalism,
which models scattering, loss and Hamiltonian of a com-
posite quantum system. Consider the SLH triples G1 and

G2 of the source OPO and an arbitrary quantum system,
respectively

G1 = (S1, L1, H1) = (I,
√
κaâ, i(Eaâ

†2 − E∗
a â

2) (A1)

G2 = (S2, L2, H2) (A2)

To depict the cascade between H1 and H2, we use the
concatenation product rule, which is given by

G = G2 ◁ G1 =

(
S2S1, L2 + S2L1, H1 +H2 +

1

2i
(L†

2S2L1 − L†
1S

†
2L2)

)
(A3)

For systems coupled via a common waveguide, S1 = S2 =
I. The total SLH triple is

G =

(
I, L1 + L2, H1 +H2 +

1

2i
(L†

2L1 − L†
1L2)

)
(A4)

When applied to our system, we have

L1 + L2 =
√
κaâ+

√
κbb̂ (A5)

1

2i
(L†

2L1 − L†
1L2) =

√
κaκb

2i

[
b̂†â− â†b̂

]
(A6)

Eqs. (A5) and (A6) represent the outcouplings and cou-
plings mediated by the common waveguide between the

â and b̂ modes, respectively.

Appendix B: Phase-matching and
squeezing-matching conditions for squeezed bath

To ensure that the Bogoliubov mode β̂ is in the ground
state, one can phase-match the phase and strength be-
tween the squeezed bath and intracavity squeezing. Here,
we re-derive the matching conditions in ref [35]. In the
lab frame, we can write the master equations as

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

κ

2
(N + 1 + η)Lb̂[ρ] +

κ

2
NLb̂† [ρ]+

−κ

2
MDb̂[ρ]−

κ

2
M∗Db̂† [ρ]

(B1)

Where L and D are the dissipators

Lb̂[ρ] = 2b̂†ρb̂− b̂†b̂ρ− ρb̂†b̂ (B2)

Db̂[ρ] = 2b̂ρb̂− b̂b̂ρ− ρb̂b̂ (B3)

With N and M are the squeezing coefficients

Ns = sinh2 re ≡ s2e (B4)

Ms = cosh re sinh re
−iθe ≡ cesee

−iθe (B5)

Where re is the external squeezing coefficient. Now con-
sider an injected squeezed bath. Performing the Bo-

goliubov transformation β̂ = cosh rb̂ − e−iθ sinh rb̂ ≡
cb̂− e−iθsb̂, we have the new master equation

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

κ

2
(Ns + 1 + η)Lα̂[ρ] +

κ

2
NsLα̂† [ρ]+

−κ

2
MsDα̂[ρ]−

κ

2
M∗

sDα̂† [ρ]

(B6)

Where the new squeezing coefficients are

Ns = s2(1 + η) +Ns(c
2 + s2) + cs(Mse

−iθ +M∗
s e

iθ)
(B7)

Ms = cseiθ(2Ns + 1 + η) +Msc
2 +M∗

s e
2iθs2 (B8)

To derive the phase matching conditions, we want Ns =
Ms = 0 to suppress exponentially large decoherences
κ sinh2 r, κ cosh r sinh r. For the case where η = 0, we
have

Ns = s2 + s2e(c
2 + s2) + cscese(e

−i(θ+θe) + ei(θ+θe))
(B9)

Ms = cseiθ(2s2e + 1) + cesee
−iθec2 + cesee

iθee2iθs2

(B10)

For Ns = 0, we want s2 = s2e, c
2 = c2e, which means

r = re. This simplifies to

Ns = s2 + s2(c2 + s2) + c2s2(e−i(θ+θe) + ei(θ+θe))
(B11)

Finally, let θ+ θe = π, we have Ns = s2 + s4 − c2s2 = 0.
Applying these conditions on Ms, we also have

Ms = eiθ
[
cs(2s2 + 1)− c3s− cs3

]
= 0 (B12)

Thus, we have derived the necessary conditions on the
squeezed bath such that we can exactly cancel out ex-
cessive noises from squeezing and recover Eq. (9). When
intrinsic loss η is included, we show that it is still possible
to cancel out Ms by solving the following relation

cos θ[cs(2s2e + 1 + η)− cesec
2 − s2cese] = 0 (B13)
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FIG. 6. Comparison of best-fit absorption spectra using spectra computed from simulating Eq. D1 that includes thermal and
squeezing noises, and SLH absorption spectra. nth is obtained from computing λ sinh2 r.

Equating this expression to zero, we have

sinh[2(r − re)] + sinh(2r)η = 0 (B14)

So the external squeezing strength will be

re = r +
1

2
sinh−1[η sinh(2r)] (B15)

Plugging re back into Eq. (B11), we find

Ns =
1

2

[
2η sinh2 r +

√
1 + η2 sinh2(2r)− 1

]
(B16)

Which gives the following master equation

dρ̃

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

κ

2
(Ns + 1 + η)Lβ̂ [ρ] +

κ

2
NsLβ̂† [ρ]

(B17)

We conclude that even with phase-matching and
squeezing-matching conditions, intrinsic loss still poses a
fundamental challenge to achieving strong coupling when
both loss η >∼ 0.1 and squeezing value r >∼ 1 to keep Ns

small, as the dissipator takes the form of thermal noises
with strength Nsκ.

Appendix C: Phase and squeezing strength
matching in SLH

To find the squeezing and phase-matching conditions
in finite-bandwidth ”squeezed bath”, we adapt ref. [58]

derivation of output squeezed vacuum from a source
OPO. We start with a source OPO in mode â, which
has output mode âout(t) whose correlation functions are

⟨â†out(t)âout(t′)⟩ =
λ2 − µ2

8

[
e−µ(t−t′)

µ
− e−λ(t−t′)

λ

]
(C1)

⟨âout(t)âout(t′)⟩ =
λ2 − µ2

8

[
e−µ(t−t′)

µ
+

e−λ(t−t′)

λ

]
(C2)

Where

λ =
κa

2
+ |Ea| (C3)

µ =
κa

2
− |Ea| (C4)

Since b̂in(t) = âout(t), the correlation functions for b̂in(t)
are the same as âout(t). In the limit of large µ, λ, the
correlations can be approximated as Markovian, with the
following coefficients

⟨b̂†in(t)b̂in(t
′)⟩ = ⟨â†out(t)âout(t′)⟩ = Nsδ(t− t′) (C5)

⟨b̂in(t)b̂in(t′)⟩ = ⟨âout(t)âout(t′)⟩ = Msδ(t− t′) (C6)

Here

Ns =
(λ2 − µ2)2

4µ2λ2
(C7)

Ms =
λ4 − µ4

4µ2λ2
(C8)
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Finally, the phase of M , according to ref. [58], is M =
|M |e2iϕ, where ϕ = arg(Ea). In our simulation, we set
ϕ = 0, so according to phase-matching condition θ+θe =
θ + 2ϕ = π, we have θ = π.

Appendix D: Analysis of finite bandwidth effects

In this section, we explore an effective model for
explaining decoherence processes at various injected
squeezed vacuum bandwidth. We revisit the squeezed
reservoir model but add thermal and squeezed noise
channels with varying strength, such that in the squeezed
frame the master equation becomes

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +D[

√
λN + 1α̂− eiθ

√
λNα̂†](ρ̃) (D1)

Or, in the expanded form

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

κ

2
(λN + 1)Dα[ρ] +

κ

2
λNDα† [ρ]

− κ

2
λMD′

α[ρ]−
κ

2
λM∗D′

α† [ρ] (D2)

Where λ ∈ [0, 1] is a free parameter for fitting. At λ = 0,
we recover the ideal squeezed bath case, and at λ = 1,
we have the master equation without the squeezed bath
to counteract squeezing-induced noises. Physically, these
decoherence channels have dissipation rates that scales
as ∼ λ sinh2 r. In Fig. 6, we fit the spectra gener-
ated by Eq. (D1) for various ratios κa/κb through a
grid search of λ that minimizes the difference between
the fitted spectra and the spectra generated via SLH
simulation. Notice that at larger ratio κa/κb, the fit
and SLH spectra tend towards agreement for spectrum
features and approximate peak heights, which might be
attributed to the fact that using a master equation as
in Eq. (D1) implicitly assumes a purely Markovian re-
sponse from the bath, which breaks down when κa is not
much larger than all other system’s spectral values. The
various smaller peaks that lie between the vacuum Rabi
peaks at κa/κb ∈ {300, 400, 500} are higher-rung transi-
tion peaks, which arise due to (incoherent) excitations of
higher-energy levels of the qubit-cavity ladder [59] due to
coupling to a thermal reservoir. For further discussions
on a strongly or ultrastrongly coupled system in thermal
reservoir, see [60].

Appendix E: Simulation details

To keep the squeezing strength of the ideal squeezed
reservoir case and the cascaded squeezing model the
same, we compute the steady-state intracavity photon

number N [5] of the empty b̂ cavity via input-output for-
malism [34, 61]

Nb,ss =
2κa|Ea|2(2κa + κb)[

κ2
a

4 − 4|Ea|2
] [

κ2
a

4 − 4|ϵ|2 + κaκb

2 +
κ2
b

4

] (E1)

Here, we assume that κi = 0. Using Eq. (E1), we com-

pute the necessary two-photon drive amplitude of the b̂
cavity, Eb = tanh−1(r), where r = arcsinh(

√
Nb,ss), so

that we can match the squeezing strength of the b̂ mode
with the â mode in simulation.
We note that for simultaneous injected external

squeezing and intracavity squeezing in the SLH model,
the Hilbert space truncation needs to be adjusted ac-
cordingly at higher squeezing to avoid accidentally throw-
ing away higher Fock state occupation. Our simulations

were performed in the Bogoliubov frame β̂ as we can
use a smaller number of Hilbert space truncation, result-
ing in faster simulation and convergence compared to lab
frame Hamiltonian. We use Na = 25 for all of our sim-
ulations, and we vary Nb between 6 and 16 depends on
the bandwidth κa, the squeezing strength r and the ef-
fective squeezed thermal noise strength sinh2 r - which
is responsible for non-vacuum occupation in the Bogoli-
ubov ladder [19, 35]. For the finite bandwidth regime,
where κa/κb

<∼ 400, our simulations’ accuracy is limited
by the Hilbert space truncation.
For computing the anti-crossing spectra, we use the

quantum regression theorem. In QuTiP [62, 63] imple-
mentation, we find the steady-state via direct method or
LGMRES for large Hilbert space, then input into two-
time correlation function to obtain ⟨σ̂−(t)σ̂+(0)⟩, and
finally perform Fourier transform to obtain S(ω). To
ensure smooth spectra, we sample from the correlation
function for a time tf ≫ 1/γ. Finally, we note that com-
putation time for obtaining spectra and quantum dynam-
ics using parameters reported in this manuscript ranges
between 20 hours to 48 hours, due to relatively slow con-
vergence of QuTiP’s master equation solvers with differ-
ent parameter scales, as well as poorly conditioned Liou-
villian matrices.

Appendix F: Intrinsic loss model

In realistic experiments, a system will encounter in-
trinsic loss κi > 0 due to imperfection in device fabrica-
tions that cause scattering loss, material absorption and
coupling to other decoherence channels such as another
waveguide. Such a loss mechanism can be captured in
the SLH model by adding κi into the loss terms in the
Lindbladian, and we assume that κi is equal for both

â and b̂. With loss, the steady-state intracavity photon

number N of the cavity b̂ without a two-level system and
parametric drive is, according to input-output formalism
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FIG. 7. (a) Photon number in the second empty cavity driven by a finite-bandwidth squeezed vacuum source, as a function of
bandwidth and intrinsic loss κi, with squeezing fixed at ∼ 20dB. (b) Effective squeezed thermal photon occupation Ns as a
function of intrinsic loss and squeezing strength for the second cavity with squeezing drive (see Eq. B17)

Nb,ss,lossy =
2|Ea|2κaκb(2κa + κb + 3κi)

(κb + κi)
[
(κa+κi)2

4 − 4|Ea|2
] [

(κa+κb+2κi)2

4 − 4|Ea|2
] (F1)

Using Eq. (F1), we can solve for the expected squeez-
ing value when κi ̸= 0, thereby satisfying the squeezing
strength matching condition. All other parameters in
Eq. (12) are kept the same. Note that Eq. (F1) re-
duces to Eq. (E1) when κi = 0. In Fig. 7(a) we show
the steady-state cavity photon number fixed at 20dB as a
function of bandwidth as well as intrinsic loss, and in Fig.
7(b), the effective thermal occupation of the cavity in the
squeezed frame as a function of intrinsic loss as well as

in squeezing, according to Eq. (B16). To simulate the
SLH master equation with intrinsic loss for Fig. 4, we
work in the squeezed frame and truncate the Bogoliubov
mode between 8 to 12 Fock states to account for higher
thermal photon occupation in the squeezed Fock ladder.
We stress that while at higher intrinsic loss, the squeezed
frame shows that the number of squeezed thermal pho-
ton scales with κi, it is important to use the lab frame
of the cavity to show that the intracavity state is in fact
losing photons.
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