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We study the chaotic motion of an optomechanical system coupled to a non-Markovian environ-
ment. We show that the environmental memory time can significantly affect chaos in an enhancing
way. In addition to classical chaotic motion, the quantum entanglement in the presence of chaos
is investigated. It is found that both the environmental memory and chaos can lift up bipartite
entanglement in a non-linear optomechanical system. These observations may help expand our
understanding of the transition from classical to quantum dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optomechanics has provided a powerful tool to study
both classical and quantum dynamics [1–15]. By using
non-Markovian style “baths” interacting with such sys-
tems of interest, one is able to fine tune a memory time
parameter found in these non-Markovian reservoirs and
observe their effects on the system in question. In par-
ticular, we focus on the effects of this memory time pa-
rameter on the signature of classical chaos and quantum
entanglement within our optomechanical system. While
many have studied Markovian open systems using the
widely used ansatz of the Born-Markov approximation,
which assumes a memory-less environment and a weak
coupling between system and environment [16–20], the
theory on non-Markovian quantum open systems is less
widely used but more realistic for many true experimen-
tal systems. With the development of non-Markovian
quantum-state diffusion (NMQSD) [21–29], we are able
to study the non-Markovian effects of open optomechani-
cal systems where the bath of the system has a ‘memory’
such that it may feed information back to the system in
a non-trivial way.
Classical chaos has exhibit fascinating features in con-

nections with various topics in math and physics, such
as fractal dimension [30], dynamical systems [31], and of
course, quantum systems [32], while showing numerous
applications [33, 34]. Many attempts have been made
to study chaotic dynamics of quantum systems including
semi-classical orbit methods [35–38] and statistical and
spectral chaos using random matrix methods [39, 40].
The route to chaos generated by a optomechanical sys-
tem within a Markov environment has been studied in
[6]. This naturally leads to the question of what would
happen to such a system embedded in non-Markovian
environments. This is the first part of our investigation
below.
As entangled states may be generated between these

coupled optomechanical quantum systems, it is expected
that the qualitative nature of the dynamics can affect
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entanglement [41]. This will be the second part of our
study investigating how signatures of classical chaos can
affect quantum entanglement. Different from a linearized
system, our system has a non-linear Hamiltonian result-
ing in non-Gaussian states. Recent methods [42, 43] are
employed to determine the negativity of our entangled
state and a time averaged entanglement measure is used
to provide a comparison with the prototypical quantita-
tive measure of classical chaos, the maximal Lyapunov
exponent (LE).
Additionally, it has been shown that non-Markovian

environment plays a pivotal role in entanglement dynam-
ics [44–46], which has shown usefulness in preverving and
enhancing entanglement [47, 48] in optomechanial sys-
tems. It would be interesting to see whether it’s still the
case with the presence of classical chaos.
The paper is organized as follows. Section II will give

a detailed description of our optomechanical system cou-
pled to a non-Markovian environment. Section III and
IV will provide results of our numerical simulations, with
section III focusing on the non-Markovian reservoir’s in-
fluence on classical chaos. Section IV explores the rela-
tion between entanglement and chaos within the optome-
chanical non-Markovian open system. Finally, a conclu-
sion of our results is given.

II. OPTOMECHANICAL MODEL COUPLED TO
NON-MARKOVIAN ENVIRONMENT

In this section, we introduce the optomechanical sys-
tem and the non-Markovian environment that will be
used to investigate chaos and entanglement. The op-
tomechanical system is where a mechanical mode couples
with an optical mode, as exhibited in Figure 1.
Assuming ~ = 1, the system is described by the Hamil-

tonian [1] given by

Hs =
[

−∆+ g0(b+ b†)
]

a†a+Ωb†b+ αL(a
† + a), (1)

where a and b are the annihilation operators of the optical
mode and mechanical mode which satisfy the commuta-
tion relations [a, a†] = 1 and [b, b†] = 1. ∆ is the detuning
parameter and Ω is the cantilever frequency. The detun-
ing is defined as ∆ ≡ ωL−ωcav, where ωL is the pumping
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the optomechanical
system, where the light field is considered to be in

non-Markovian environment. The mechanical bath is
set to be Markov to account for mechanical loss.

laser frequency and ωcav is the resonance frequency of the
cavity mode a. αL is the pumping laser amplitude and
g0 is the coupling constant between the two modes.

Since the optomechanical system is modelled as an
open system, the cavity has radiative loss and cantilever
has mechanical damping with respect to their local envi-
ronments. The two baths are Bosonic, with the optical
bath is set to be non-Markovian, which is the main fo-
cus of our study and can be adjusted experimentally [49].
While the mechanical bath is considered Markov to ac-
count for mechanical loss. The two baths are separated.

Using the first order approximation of the NMQSD
equation [22], the master equation takes the form (details
can be seen in Appendix A)

ρ̇ = −i[Hs, ρ] + ΓD
[

b, ρ
]

+

{

f0(t)[a, ρa
†] + if1(t)[a

†, [Hs, a]ρ] + f2(t)[a
†, [a†, a]aρ] +H.C.

}

, (2)

where H.C. stands for Hermitian conjugate. The Lind-
blad term ΓD

[

b, ρ
]

= Γ
{

bρb† − 1
2 (b

†bρ + ρb†b)
}

repre-
sents the Markov mechanical bath. f0, f1 and f2 are
time-dependent coefficients which are given by

f0(t) =

∫ t

0

α(t, s) ds,

f1(t) =

∫ t

0

α(t, s)(t− s) ds,

f2(t) =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

α(t, s)α(s, u)(t − s) du ds.

(3)

α(t, s) is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (O-U) correlation func-
tion

α(t, s) =
κγ

2
e−γ|t−s|, (4)

where 1/γ is the memory time, and κ/Ω = 1 is the optical
damping rate.
We express the system parameters in units of Ω and

introduce the dimensionless time parameter τ = Ωt.

Additionally, we introduce two dimensionless variables
[6, 50, 51]

σ = g0/κ, P =
8α2

Lg
2
0

Ω4
. (5)

The pumping parameter P gives the strength of the laser
input of the cavity. The quantum-classical scaling pa-
rameter σ is set to be σ = xzpt/xres = g0/κ = 0.1, where

xzpt =
√

~/(2mΩ) are the zero-point fluctuations of the
cantilever (with mass m). Furthermore, xres is the reso-
nance width of the cavity, and g0 is the optomechanical
single-photon coupling strength [6, 51]. Since xres is a
classical quantity, σ shows how close the quantum dy-
namics of the optomechanical system is to the classical
limit, where σ → 0 provides the classical limit.

We use the re-scaled creation and annihilation opera-
tors 〈a1〉 = [Ω/(2αL)]〈a〉, 〈b1〉 = (g0/Ω)〈b〉. Applying the

trace expectation 〈Ȧ〉 = tr(Aρ̇), the complete set of dy-
namical equations can be seen in Appendix B Eq. (B1),
here we give the first two equations

d

dτ
〈a1〉 =− i(1 + f1)

{

〈a1b1〉+ 〈a1b
†
1〉 −

∆

Ω
〈a1〉+

1

2

}

−
f∗
0 + f2
Ω

〈a1〉,

d

dτ
〈b1〉 =− i

{

P

2
〈a†1a1〉+ 〈b1〉

}

−
Γ

2Ω
〈b1〉.

(6)

Eq. (B1) forms a set of closed dynamical equations which will be used to investigate both chaos and entangle-
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ment of our system. Semi-classical (SC) approximation
is made since the coupling g0 is weak. Since the Hamil-
tonian is non-linear, an exact set of equations will have
too many terms. Therefore, we use a SC approximation
such that terms higher than second order are split.

III. CHAOS AND NON-MARKOVIAN
ENVIRONMENTS

The mechanism of how a non-Markovian environment
affects a chaotic system is the focus of this section. In
general, chaotic systems tend to be very sensitive to pa-
rameter changes. The simulation methods used below
allow one to manually adjust such a parameter, the non-
Markovian memory time, which can have a delayed effect
on the dissipative process of our open system. Such an
effect may significantly influence chaos generation and
therefore, we examine various memory times and their
effects of chaos generation.
Our simulation is mainly based on observing the op-

tomechanical system while changing the memory time of
the optical bath represented by the parameter γ (the in-
verse of memory time). Furthermore, we vary the system
parameters ∆ and P to get a comprehensive picture of
the chaos distribution of our system. The initial states
are set to be the vacuum states. We use the maximal Lya-
punov exponent (LE) as the indicator of chaos, which is
calculated using the Wolf’s method of phase reconstruc-
tion [52]. If the LE is positive, the system is considered
to be chaotic.
By taking the real and imaginary parts of the time se-

ries of 〈a1〉 and 〈b1〉 from Eq. (B1), we can generate the
four-dimensional phase diagrams based on different mem-
ory times (the inverse of γ). Figure (2) below illustrates
the system dynamics under different memory times for a
fixed point (P = 1.25 and ∆ = −0.70). The increase of
γ results in the system changing from regular to chaotic,
which serves as a key example of memory induced chaos.
Next, we plot the bifurcation diagrams which mark

the stable points of the cantilever oscillation. We fix
P = 1.37. At γ = 10, the period-doubling bifurca-
tion takes place, as is exhibited in Fig. (3a), where
the chaotic region is bounded within a small segment
∆ ∈ [−1.03,−0.92]. For the γ = 2 case, Fig. (3b) shows
the chaotic region expanding to ∆ ∈ [−1.13,−0.99] while
a new chaotic region at ∆ ∈ [−0.83,−0.52] emerges, with
some inter-adjacent regular regions inside. The compari-
son between Fig. (3a) and (3b) clearly indicates that the
longer memory time can, not only expand chaotic regions,
but also induce chaos from the previously non-chaotic ar-
eas. Note that γ = 2 is not far away from the Markov
limit, but it still causes significant change to chaotic dy-
namics, further indicating that the chaos is very sensitive
to parameter changes, including the memory time.
To summarize the appearances of chaos, the LE of ev-

ery data point is plotted to form global chaos landscapes,
as is shown in Fig. (4a) for γ = 10 and (4b) for γ = 1.

The parameter ranges are set to be P ∈ [0.8, 1.6] and
∆ ∈ [−1.4,−0.4]. As the pumping increases, we see more
chaotic motion [6, 50, 51]. In both cases, the chaotic re-
gions have some fine structures of inter-adjacent regular
regions. For our model, we have shown that the non-
Markovian condition expands the chaotic regions while
lowering the pumping bar for chaos generation. For the
the case of γ = 10 (Fig. 4a), the chaos emerging level is
P = 1.37, while for γ = 1 (Fig. 4b), the level is lowered
to P = 1.08.
Comparing Fig. (4a) and (4b), we have seen that the

increase of memory time can expand chaotic areas in
the parameter plane and decrease the pumping thresh-
old for chaos generation. While the amplitude damp-
ing is the major dissipating channel, the environmental
memory can slow down the dissipation of energy. The
dissipative dynamics will undergo temporal revivals due
to the memory effect. This results in the emerging of
chaos that requires less pumping energy, thus lowering
the pumping threshold while expanding chaotic regions
across the map. A similar phenomena has been discussed
in [48] where the memory enhanced entanglement gener-
ation was also due to the back-flow in the dissipation
channel in the form of information. Since energy carries
information, our model can be understood in a similar
fashion.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT AND CHAOS

We now turn to the quantum aspects of our optome-
chanical system to investigate entanglement under the
presence of chaos and memory time. The optomechanical
system we are studying is a weakly coupled bipartite sys-
tem. There have been several studies focusing on chaos
and its effects on entanglement [41, 53–57]. One previ-
ous study looks at the effects of environment memory on
entanglement [48].
Since the non-linear Hamiltonian of our system (1)

causes our physical states to be non-Gaussian, the con-
ventional ways of calculating inseparability [58–60] would
cause imaginary terms that cannot be ignored. There-
fore, a non-conventional method is needed to calculate
the entanglement of the two modes of our system. Here,
we will use a hierarchy of necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for the negativity of the partial transposition (NPT)
in terms of observable moments [42]. Though this leads
only to sufficient conditions for entanglement, it can be
applied to a variety of quantum states (including non-
Gaussian states).

A. Entanglement Measurement

A brief introduction of Shchukin and Vogel’s (SV) cri-
terion is provided here [42]. It is known that a bipartite
quantum state is entangled if NPT is achieved [43, 61].
We start with a separable bipartite state ρ̂. The condi-
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(a) γ = 10 (b) γ = 2 (c) γ = 0.8

FIG. 2: Phase diagrams with different correlation frequencies γ at ∆ = −0.70, P = 1.25. The coordinates
(Z1, Z2, Z3, Z4) are the real and imaginary parts of 〈a1〉 and 〈b1〉. The 4th coordinate Z4 is represented by scaled
colours. As memory time increases (γ decreases), the dynamics goes from regular to chaotic. Fig. 2c exhibits the

emerging of chaos as γ is lowered to 0.8.

(a) γ = 10 (b) γ = 2

FIG. 3: Bifurcation diagrams and corresponding Lyapunov exponents (LE), with the laser pumping parameter
P = 1.37 and detuning varying from -1.2 to -0.4. In Fig. 3a, the chaotic region is bounded within a small segment

∆ ∈ [−1.03,−0.92]. In Fig. 3b, the chaotic region expanding to ∆ ∈ [−1.13,−0.99] and a new chaotic region
∆ ∈ [−0.83,−0.52] emerges, with some inter-adjacent regular regions inside.

tion for its separability is that its partial transposed den-
sity operator ρ̂PT can be written in the following form
(assuming that we are transposing the second Hilbert
space state, which won’t affect our result)

ρ̂PT =

∞
∑

n=0

pnρ̂
(n)
1 ⊗ ρ̂

(n)T
2 . (7)

Based on this property of separable states, we can employ
NPT as a sufficient condition for inseparability, which is
referred to as the Peres-Horodecki condition [61–63]. The
separability is determined through a matrix of moments
of the partial transposition, which is given by

Mpqrs,nmkl = 〈a†qapa†namb†sbrb†kbl〉PT. (8)

Shchukin and Vogel [42] introduced a way of ordering the
moments Mpqrs,nmkl as follows

1, 〈a〉, 〈a†〉, 〈b〉, 〈b†〉, 〈a2〉, 〈a†a〉, 〈a†2〉, 〈ab〉,

〈a†b〉, 〈b2〉, 〈ab†〉, 〈a†b†〉, 〈b†b〉, 〈b†2〉, ...
(9)

The moments Mpqrs,nmkl in Eq. (8) can be expressed in
terms of the moments of the original state

〈a†qapa†namb†sbrb†kbl〉PT = 〈a†qapa†namb†lbkb†rbs〉.
(10)

For our quantum state, it is convenient to use a higher-
order test involving a small number of minors, which was
introduced in [43]. The matrix determinant is given as
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(a) γ = 10 (b) γ = 1

FIG. 4: Pictures of chaotic regions of the optomechanical systems with different memory times plotted in the P -∆
plane. The colour scale shows the value of maximal Lyapunov exponent (LE) of every data point. Comparing Fig.

4a and 4b, the chaotic area expands as the memory time gets longer (γ decreases).

(a) γ = 10 (b) γ = 1

FIG. 5: The entanglement strength En on the P -∆ plane. The colour scale measures the value of En. The
entanglement shows similar fine structures as the chaos.

follows (using the re-scaled a1 and b1)

DHO =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1 〈a1b
†
1〉

〈a†1b1〉 〈a†1a1b
†
1b1〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (11)

If there exist a negative determinant

DHO < 0, (12)

then the NPT has been demonstrated, which provides
a sufficient condition for entanglement. Conveniently,

the set of mean values are already provided by the semi-
classical equations of motion (B1), and the SC approxi-

mation is used such that 〈a†1a1b
†
1b1〉 = 〈a†1a1〉〈b

†
1b1〉.

We define N to denote the negativity of the partial
transposition (NPT)

N = max[0,−DHO]. (13)

A positive value for N indicates that the states are en-
tangled. We then define En as the long-time average of
N (t) [56]. It provides an overview of the entanglement
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(a) P = 1.3 (b) P = 1.4

FIG. 6: Bifurcation diagram, maximal Lyapunov exponent (LE), comparing with average negativity of the partial
transposition (En), when γ = 10.

FIG. 7: Phase diagram and the corresponding long term dynamical evolution of the NPT N , with P = 1.4. The
first roll shows ∆ = −1.1 (non-chaotic) and the second roll ∆ = −1.0 (chaotic). The dynamical evolution of N

appears solid simply because it is oscillating very quickly.

intensity as is given by

En =
1

T

∫ T

0

N (t)dt, (14)

where T → ∞. Since En is only determined by parame-

ters P , ∆ and γ, we can calculate the averge NPT (En)
of every data point analogous to the LE for chaos.
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(a) P = 1.3 (b) P = 1.4

FIG. 8: Bifurcation diagram, maximal Lyapunov exponent (LE), comparing with average negativity of the partial
transposition (En), when γ = 1.

B. Simulation Results

The following simulations show the quantum entan-
glement under the influence of chaotic motion and non-
Markovian environment. We consider two memory pa-
rameters, namely the close to Markov case and the non-
Markovian case.
First, we focus on the close to Markov case, with

γ = 10. Overall, the graph (Fig. 5a) of average NPT
(En) on the parameter plane reflects almost the same
fine structure as the chaos graph (Fig. 4a). It is worth
noting that the very smallLE spikes in Fig. (4a) coincide
with sharp En spikes. To provide a closer look, we show
the bifurcation, LE, and En diagrams, fixing γ = 10.
With P = 1.3, Fig. (6a) shows two very small LE spikes
coincide with two huge En spikes. Fig. (6b) demon-
strates that the chaotic area ∆ ∈ [−1.066,−0.94] corre-
sponding to an area of entanglement increase. As shown
in Fig. (7), the chaos can enhance the bipartite entan-
glement for the non-linear optomechanical system, our
results are in tune with the observations for a quantum
kicked top system [56]. In summary, the bipartite entan-
glement generation can be increased by classical chaotic
dynamics. However, it should be noted that the En level
(as shown in Fig. 4a) can be lower than some non-chaotic
areas on the parameter plane meaning that the enhance-
ment effect of entanglement by chaos is localized (on the
parameter plane).
Furthermore, in the non-Markovian γ = 1 case (Fig.

5b), we can still see some fine structures related to the
chaos graph (Fig. 4b), where theEn level around chaotic
areas is larger than the γ = 10 case (Fig. 4a). In Fig.
(8b), we can observe the slight enhancement of entangle-
ment by chaos. Yet, that effect dies down at ∆ > −0.78
while in Fig. (8a), it terminates at ∆ > −0.74. Overall,
the En level is higher than the γ = 10 case and the dis-
tinction of En between chaotic and non-chaotic areas is

much less, which is similar to the results demonstrated
in a linear optomechanical system [48], whose explana-
tion is that the memory effect creates information back
flow such that the dissipative dynamics will experience
temporal revivals. The dissipation and the back flow
from the environment may reach a new balance point
so that the steady state entanglement (t → ∞) may be
dependent on its memory. The result of this mechanics is
the enhancement of entanglement by the environmental
memory time, in our non-linear optomechanical system.
Though this effect is still localized, as one cannot tell
whether all areas on Fig. (5b) have higher En than Fig.
(5a). In summary, both the environmental memory and
the chaotic dynamics can significantly affect entangle-
ment generation.

V. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed classical chaos in a non-Markovian
optomechanical system and measured the corresponding
quantum entanglement. We have shown that environ-
mental memory can increase chaos generation in the op-
tomechanical system. For the non-linear optomechanical
system, it is shown that the memory effect causes the
energy back flow resulting in the chaos region expand-
ing while lowering the pumping bar for chaos genera-
tion. As for the entanglement, we observed two effects.
The first one is that bipartite entanglement is sensitive
to chaos and can be enhanced by it. The second effect
is that the environmental memory time can increase bi-
partite entanglement generation. In conclusion, in the
non-linear optomechanical system, non-Markovian mem-
ory time can be an enhancing factor for classical chaos
generation, while chaos and environmental memory both
can increase entanglement generation.
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Appendix A: The non-Markovian quantum state
diffusion (NMQSD) equation

The following section provides a detailed derivation of
the non-Markovian master equation.
Both environments are set to be at zero temperature,

and separate from each other. Since the Markov environ-
ment is well-understood and its formation can be added
to the master equation easily, we can focus on the optical
bath and use the non-Markovian quantum state diffusion
(QSD) equation to derive the master equation.
The non-Markovian bath for the optical mode can be

described by a set of harmonic oscillators [48]

HB =
∑

j

ωjc
†
jcj , (A1)

where cj and c†j are annihilation and creation operators

satisfying the commutation relation [ci, c
†
j ] = δij . In gen-

eral, the interaction Hamiltonian between the system and
its Bosonic bath is described by

HI =
∑

j

gj(Lc
†
j + L†cj), (A2)

where L = a is the Lindblad operator representing the
optical damping and gj are the system-bath coupling in-
tensities. The interaction Hamiltonian is in the form of
a rotating wave approximation which assumes the condi-
tion of weak coupling strength (gj ≪ Ω).
Assuming the optomechanical system and the environ-

ment are not correlated initially, the state of the optome-
chanical system connecting to a non-Markovian bath can
be represented by the non-Markovian quantum state dif-
fusion (NMQSD) equation [21, 23] governing the time
evolution of the a stochastic pure state |ψt(z∗)〉, which is
given by

∂t|ψt(z
∗)〉 =

[

− iHs + az∗t − a†O(t, z∗)

]

|ψt(z
∗)〉, (A3)

where O(t, s, z∗)ψt ≡ δψt

δzs
and O(t, z∗) ≡

∫ t

0
dsα(t, s)O(t, s, z∗) with the initial condition

O(t, s = t, z∗) = a. α(t, s) = κγ
2 e

−γ|t−s| is the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (O-U) correlation function.
z∗t = −i

∑

j gjz
∗
j e
iωjt is a colored complex Gaussian

process satisfying

M [z∗t zs] = α(t, s). M [ztzs] = 0, (A4)
whereM [·] ≡

∫

dz2

π
e−|z|2 [·] denotes the ensemble average

over the noise zt.
To solve (A3), one needs to find the operator

O(t, s, z∗). Under the condition that the memory time

is not too long, we consider the expansion of O(t, s, z∗)
in powers of (t− s) [22]

O(t, s, z∗) = O(s, s, z∗) +
∂O(t, s, z∗)

∂t

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=s

(t− s) + · · · ,

(A5)
which is a systematic expansion of the non-Markovian
QSD. The zeroth-order term corresponds to the standard
Markov QSD when 1/γ → 0. We choose the first-order
approximation of the operator O(t, s, z∗) since the first-
order term is the most important correction to Markovian
dynamics given that the memory time is assumed to be
short.
At the time point t = s, the expression of the operator

O(t, s, z∗) is given by [22]

O(s, s, z∗) = a, (A6)

∂O(t, s, z∗)

∂t

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=s

= −i[Hs, a]−

∫ s

0

α(s, u)du[a†, a]a,

(A7)

where Hs is the system Hamiltonian and a is the Lind-
blad operator. At this time point, the operator O be-
comes

O = f0(t)a− f1(t)i[Hs, a]− f2(t)[a
†, a]a, (A8)

where

f0(t) =

∫ t

0

α(t, s) ds,

f1(t) =

∫ t

0

α(t, s)(t − s) ds,

f2(t) =

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

α(t, s)α(s, u)(t− s) du ds.

(A9)

One can turn (A3) into a master equation by taking the
ensemble mean over the noise zt and introducing the re-
duced density matrix ρt = M [|ψt(z∗)〉〈ψt(z∗)|]. When
the environment is not far away from Markov, the de-
pendence of the operator O(t, z∗) on the noise zt is neg-
ligible. Under this approximation, the master equation
[22] takes the form

d

dt
ρt = −i[Hs, ρt] + [a, ρtO(t)†]− [a†, O(t)ρt]. (A10)

For further details about the derivation of the master
equation, see [24, 28].
Since the mechanical bath is separate and Markov, it

can be added to the master equation by simply including
the appropriate Lindblad term which is given by

ΓD
[

b, ρ
]

= Γ
{

bρb† −
1

2
(b†bρ+ ρb†b)

}

, (A11)

where Γ/Ω = 10−3 is the mechanical damping.
Using the first order approximation of O(t) (A8), the

master equation takes the final form
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ρ̇ = −i[Hs, ρ] + ΓD
[

b, ρ
]

+

{

f0(t)[a, ρa
†] + if1(t)[a

†, [Hs, a]ρ] + f2(t)[a
†, [a†, a]aρ] +H.C.

}

, (A12)

where H.C. stands for Hermitian conjugate.

Appendix B: The complete set of dynamical
equations

d

dτ
〈a1〉 =− i(1 + f1)

{

〈a1b1〉+ 〈a1b
†
1〉 −

∆

Ω
〈a1〉+

1

2

}

−
f∗
0 + f2
Ω

〈a1〉,

d

dτ
〈b1〉 =− i

{

P

2
〈a†1a1〉+ 〈b1〉

}

−
Γ

2Ω
〈b1〉,

d

dτ
〈a†1a1〉 =−

i

2
(〈a†1〉 − 〈a1〉)−

1

Ω
(f0 + f∗

0 + f2 + f∗
2 )〈a

†
1a1〉

+ i(f∗
1 − f1)(−

∆

Ω
+ 〈b†1〉+ 〈b1〉)〈a

†
1a1〉+

i

2
(f∗

1 〈a1〉 − f1〈a
†
1〉),

d

dτ
〈b†1b1〉 =− i

P

2
〈a†1a1〉(〈b

†
1〉 − 〈b1〉)−

Γ

Ω
〈b†1b1〉,

d

dτ
〈a21〉 =− 2i(1 + f1)

{

(−
∆

Ω
+ 〈b†1〉+ 〈b1〉)〈a

2
1〉+

〈a1〉

2

}

−
2

Ω
(f∗

0 + f2)〈a
2
1〉,

d

dτ
〈b21〉 =− 2i

{

P

2
〈a†1a1〉〈b1〉+ 〈b21〉

}

−
Γ

Ω
〈b21〉,

d

dτ
〈a1b1〉 =− i(1 + f1)

{

(〈b21〉+ 〈b†1b1〉)a1 −
∆

Ω
〈a1b1〉+

1

2
〈b1〉

}

− i

{

〈a1b1〉+
P

2
〈a†1a1〉〈a1〉+ (

g0
Ω
)2〈a1〉

}

−
1

Ω
(f∗

0 + f2)〈a1b1〉,

d

dτ
〈a1b

†
1〉 =− i(1 + f1)

{

(〈b†21 〉+ 〈b†1b1〉)a1 + (
g0
Ω
)2〈a1〉 −

∆

Ω
〈a1b

†
1〉+

1

2
〈b†1〉

}

+ i

{

〈a1b
†
1〉+

P

2
〈a†1a1〉〈a1〉+ (

g0
Ω
)2〈a1〉

}

−
1

Ω
(f∗

0 + f2)〈a1b
†
1〉,

(B1)

where we have used the relations (in terms of a and b)

〈a†〉 = 〈a〉∗, 〈b†〉 = 〈b〉∗, 〈aa†〉 = 〈a†a〉+ 1,

〈bb†〉 = 〈b†b〉+ 1, 〈a†2〉 = 〈a2〉∗, 〈b†2〉 = 〈b2〉∗,

〈a†b†〉 = 〈ab〉∗, 〈a†b〉 = 〈ab†〉∗.

(B2)
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