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Frequency up-conversion, enabled by molecular optomechanical coupling, has recently emerged as
a promising approach for converting infrared signals into the visible range through quantum coherent
conversion of signals. However, detecting these converted signals poses a significant challenge due to
their inherently weak signal intensity. In this work, we propose an amplification mechanism capable
of enhancing the signal intensity by a factor of 1000 or more for the frequency up-converted infrared
signal in a molecular optomechanical system. The mechanism takes advantage of the strong coupling
enhancement with molecular collective mode and Stokes sideband pump. This work demonstrates
a feasible approach for up-converting infrared signals to the visible range.

Introduction—The mid- and far-infrared frequency
range, encompassing wavelengths from 2.5 to 500µm, is
a critical region of the electromagnetic spectrum with
significant applications in many fields, including thermal
imaging [1], quantum sensing [2], microscopy [3, 4], clin-
ical medicine [5], and astronomical surveys [6, 7]. How-
ever, detecting photons within this range presents a sig-
nificant challenge, as conventional infrared detectors are
sensitive to the thermal noise at the frequency vicinity
of these photons, and require cryogenic temperatures to
reduce this noise. As a result, there is a pressing need for
improved detection technologies that can operate within
this frequency range without the need for cryogenic cool-
ing.

One promising approach is to utilize coherent up-
conversion technology [8–14] to convert lower-frequency
infrared (IR) light into the visible or near-infrared
(VIS/NIR) range, which can be detected by using cost-
effective and highly sensitive VIS/NIR cameras. This
strategy takes advantage of the well-developed infras-
tructures and capabilities of VIS/NIR cameras, includ-
ing their high integration and low cost, making it an
attractive option for a wide range of applications. Re-
cently, molecular optomechanical cavities have emerged
as a promising candidate to achieve coherent frequency
up-conversion [15]. In such systems, the molecular vi-
brational motion is bilinearly coupled to the IR field and
optomechanically coupled to the VIS field to be converted
into. The advantages of coupling multiple molecules and
enhancing coupling strength via plasmonic nanocavities
result in a significant enhancement of the detection effi-
ciency [16, 17] beyond the conventional optomechanical
cavity setups [18–31]. The question still remains as to
whether this system is capable of detecting a weak IR
signal at the few-photon level with enhanced sensitivity.

In this Letter, we propose a scheme to amplify the in-
tensity for the frequency up-converted IR signal in the

molecular optomechanical system with a blue-detuned
pump field, tuned close to the first Stokes sideband fre-
quency of VIS mode. We show that the coherent IR
signal of interest can be amplified by a factor of 1000 (or
more). Such an amplification mechanism is proved to ex-
ist for the blue-detuned pump scheme, while being absent
in the pioneer works with a red-detuned pump field [15–
17]. Additionally we present the necessary stability anal-
yses to show the parametric regions where the ampli-
fication scheme remains stable. The current theoreti-
cal study provides a routine strategy to analyze the up-
converted IR detection, covering both amplification and
stability considerations. And our amplification scheme
will enable detecting the frequency up-converted IR sig-
nal of weak intensity.

Model.—The molecular optomechanical system con-
sists of N molecules and a cavity supporting both VIS
and IR modes, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The cavity modes
may consist of plasmonic modes of nanoparticles [16, 17],
supporting two plasmonic modes with frequencies ωa in
the VIS region (with annihilation operator a) and ωc in
the IR region (with annihilation operator c). Molecules
are specifically chosen to couple with both the VIS and
IR modes [15–17]. A strong pump field in the visible
range with frequency ωp and amplitude εp is applied to
drive the VIS mode a in the cavity. The weak IR sig-
nal of interest with frequency ωir and amplitude εir is
incident on the cavity and couples to the IR mode c. In
the interaction picture with respect to H0 = ℏωpa

†a, the
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Figure 1. (a) The molecular optomechanical system consisting
of N molecules (with frequency ωb of the vibrational mode)
coupled to both the VIS mode (with frequency ωa and decay
rate κa) via the optomechanical interaction and the IR mode
(with frequency ωc and decay rate κc) via the bilinear interac-
tion. The VIS mode is driven by a pump field with frequency
ωp and amplitude εp. The IR signal of interest with frequency
ωir and amplitude εir is incident on the cavity with coupling
to the IR mode c. (b) Scheme of frequency up-converted IR
signals based on the molecular optomechanical system. Here
the IR signal of interest is near-resonant with the vibrational
frequency of the molecules (as well as the IR mode c) and
the blue-detuned pump field is near-resonant with the first
Stokes sideband of the VIS mode, i.e., ωir ≃ ωb = ωc and
ωp ≃ ωa +ωb. The input weak IR signal with frequency ωir is
up-converted as the output VIS signal (aout,−) with frequency
ωp − ωir via the optomechanical interaction between the VIS
mode and the molecular vibration.

Hamiltonian of the system is given as (ℏ = 1)

Hsys = ∆0a
†a+ ωcc

†c+

N∑
j=1

ωbb
†
jbj

+

N∑
j=1

gaa
†a(b†j + bj) +

N∑
j=1

gc(c
† + c)(b†j + bj)

+ i(εpa
† + εire

−iωirtc† − H.c.), (1)

where bj (b†j) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the
vibrational mode of the jth molecule with frequency ωb.
The fourth term describes the optomechanical interaction
between the VIS mode and the molecular vibration with
the coupling strength ga and the fifth term represents
the bilinear interaction between the IR mode and the
molecular vibration with the coupling strength gc. The
term including εp (εir) describes the coupling of the pump
field to the VIS mode (the coupling of the IR signal to the
IR mode). The parameter ∆0 = ωa − ωp is the detuning
of the VIS mode with respect to the pump field. Without
loss of generality, we assume these parameters (ga, gc, εp,
and εir) are real numbers.

By introducing the molecular collective operator B =∑N
j=1 bj/

√
N satisfying [B,B†] = 1, the Hamiltonian in

Eq. (1) is simplified as

H = ∆0a
†a+ ωcc

†c+ ωbB
†B +Gc(c

† + c)(B† +B)

+Gaa
†a(B† +B) + i(εpa

† + εire
−iωirtc† − H.c.), (2)

where Ga = ga
√
N (Gc = gc

√
N) is the collective op-

tomechanical (bilinear) coupling strength. The corre-
sponding quantum Langevin equations (QLEs) are ob-
tained as

ȧ = −(i∆0 + κa)a− iGaa(B
† +B) + εp +

√
2κaain,

(3a)

ċ = −(iωc + κc)c− iGc(B
† +B) + εire

−iωirt +
√
2κccin,

(3b)

Ḃ = −(iωb + γB)B − iGaa
†a− iGc(c

† + c) +
√
2γBBin,

(3c)

where κa (κc) and γB are the decay rates of the VIS (IR)
mode and the molecular collective mode respectively. ain,
cin, and Bin are the noise operators with zero mean values
⟨oin⟩ = 0 for o = a, c, B. The amplitude of the IR sig-
nal εir of interest is much smaller than that of the pump
field εp, and is therefore treated as a perturbation. The
relations between steady-state mean values of the oper-
ators are obtained by neglecting the term εir exp(−iωirt)
in Eq. (3b) as ⟨c⟩ss = −iGc(⟨B⟩ss + ⟨B⟩∗ss)/(iωc + κc),
⟨B⟩ss = −i[Ga|⟨a⟩ss|2+Gc(⟨c⟩ss + ⟨c⟩∗ss)]/(iωb+γB), and
⟨a⟩ss = εp/(i∆+ κa). Here ∆ = ∆0 +Ga(⟨B⟩∗ss + ⟨B⟩ss)
represents the effective detuning, modified by the col-
lective optomechanical interaction. These steady-state
mean values are solved self-consistently.

The up-converted IR signal is analyzed via the quan-
tum fluctuation δo = o− ⟨o⟩ss (o = a, c, B) on top of the
steady-state value [32]. By keeping only the first-order
term of quantum fluctuation, we obtain the linearized
QLEs as

δȧ = −(i∆+ κa)δa− iGa(δB
† + δB) +

√
2κaain,

δċ = −(iωc + κc)δc− iGc(δB
† + δB) + εire

−iωirt

+
√
2κccin,

δḂ = −(iωb + γB)δB − i(G∗
aδa+ Gaδa

†)

− iGc(δc+ δc†) +
√
2γBBin, (4)

where Ga = Ga⟨a⟩ss is the enhanced collective optome-
chanical coupling strength due to the strong pump field.
Note that the εir exp(−iωirt) term is now included in
Eq. (4). Here we do not employ the rotating-wave ap-
proximation for either the optomechanical or bilinear in-
teraction terms.

To solve the linearized QLEs (4), we use the ansatz
⟨δo⟩ = o+e

−iωirt + o−e
iωirt for o = a, c, B [32–35], where

o+ and o− correspond to the values of positive- and
negative-frequency components. With this ansatz, o±
and o∗± are solved analytically with their exact expres-
sions presented in the Supplementary Material [36–38].
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Figure 2. (a) The conversion efficiency Tac as a function of the
enhanced collective optomechanical coupling strength |Ga| for
N = 107. (b) The conversion efficiency Tac as a function of
the number of the molecules N at ga/2π = 0.08GHz. Here we
consider the resonance case ωir = ωb = ωc = 2π×30THz and
other parameters are ∆ = −ωb, κa/2π = 30THz, κc/2π =
0.5THz, γB/2π = 0.16THz, εp/2π = 500THz, and gc/2π =
0.1GHz.

Amplification.—The IR signal of interest is amplified
when the frequency of the blue-detuned pump field is
tuned close to the first Stokes sideband of the VIS mode,
i.e., ∆ ≃ −ωb. The up-converted signal is included in the
quantum fluctuation δa of the VIS mode. The detection
is performed on the output field of the VIS mode, de-
noted as aout = ⟨aout⟩ss + δaout, where ⟨aout⟩ss (δaout) is
the steady-state (fluctuation) component of the output
field aout. The mean value of the fluctuation component
is rewritten as ⟨δaout⟩ = aout,+e

−iωirt+aout,−e
iωirt, where

aout,+ and aout,− are the first anti-Stokes and Stokes com-
ponents of ⟨δaout⟩, respectively. With the input-output
relation aout + ain + εp/

√
2κa =

√
2κaa [39], we obtain

the output signal as aout,± =
√
2κaa±.

In the case of the blue-detuned pump field with ∆ =
−ωb, our main focus is on the upconversion at the first
Stokes sideband. For the near-resonant case ωir ≃ ωb =
ωc, the first Stokes component a− is obtained explicitly
as [36]

a− =
2iεirGaGc∆(∆− ωir + iκa)(∆− ωir + iκc)

A(ωir)
, (5)

where A(ωir) = {[∆2 − (ωir − iκc)
2][∆2 − (ωir − iγB)

2]−
4G2

c∆
2}[∆2 − (ωir − iκa)

2] + 4|Ga|2∆2[∆2 − (ωir − iκc)
2].

For the input IR signal εir/
√
2κc [36], the conversion ef-

ficiency Tac at the first Stokes sideband is obtained as

Tac = |tac|2 =

∣∣∣∣2√κaκca−
εir

∣∣∣∣2 , (6)

where tac ≡ aout,−/
(
εir/

√
2κc

)
denotes the conversion

coefficient from the IR signal to VIS range at the first
Stokes sideband [35, 40].

For simplicity, we first consider the case where the IR
signal is fully resonant with the vibrational frequency

Figure 3. (a) The maximum conversion efficiency Tmax
ac as

functions of the decay rates κa and κc at optimal coupling

strength |Ga| = |G(∗)
a | ≃

√
(G2

c |η−1
c |+ κcγB |ηB |)κa|ηa|/κc.

(b) The optimal coupling strength |G(∗)
a | as functions of the

decay rates κa and κc. Here N = 107 and other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 2.

of the molecules (as well as the IR mode), i.e., ωir =
ωb = ωc. In this case, the conversion coefficient is tac =
2
√
κaκcGaGc/(G

2
cκaη

−1
c −|Ga|2κcη

−1
a +κaκcγBηB), where

ηa,c = 1 + iκa,c/(2∆) and ηB = 1 + iγB/(2∆) [36].
Figure 2(a) shows the conversion efficiency Tac as a

function of the enhanced collective optomechanical cou-
pling strength |Ga| at the first Stokes sideband ∆ =
−ωb. In our numerical simulations, we choose the
experimentally feasible parameters [16, 17, 41–49] as
ωir/2π = ωb/2π = ωc/2π = 30THz, κa/2π = 30THz,
κc/2π = 0.5THz, γB/2π = 0.16THz, εp/2π = 500THz,
gc/2π = 0.1GHz, and N = 107. One scheme for realiz-
ing the molecular optomechanical system involves an Au
nanoparticle inside a nanogroove etched in a gold film
to form the plasmonic cavity. Biphenyl-4-thiol molecules
are chosen to support a prominent vibrational mode that
couples to both the VIS and IR modes in the plasmonic
cavity [16]. The single-photon optomechanical coupling
strength between the VIS mode and the molecular vi-
bration can reach ga ∼ 2π × 100GHz [44]. For other
molecules, such as rhodamine 6G molecule, the single-
photon optomechanical coupling strength ga is within
the range 2π × (0.006− 145) MHz [45]. Theoretically,
the number of the molecules N in the cavity and the op-
tomechanical coupling strength ga are affected by the size
of plasmonic cavity. Increasing the cavity size leads to
a higher number of molecules but a decreased coupling
strength [15, 44]. However, the overall effect of ampli-
fication is determined by the enhanced collective cou-
pling strength Ga, which can be further enhanced with
the average photon number ⟨a⟩ss . Detailed discussions
on the impact of the number of the molecules and the
coupling strength are presented in the Supplementary
Material [36].
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The curve in Fig. 2(a) shows that Tac exceeds
unity under the appropriate coupling strength con-
dition to achieve the amplification of frequency up-
converted IR signal. Moreover, the conversion efficiency
of the IR signal reaches a maximum (i.e., Tmax

ac ≈
12) at optimal coupling strength [36] |Ga| = |G(∗)

a | ≃√
(G2

c |η−1
c |+ κcγB |ηB |)κa|ηa|/κc = 2π×3.48THz for the

given parameters. This trend inversion of the conversion
efficiency occurs due to the requirement of matching re-
lationship between two transfer processes described by
the beam-splitting interaction (GcδB

†δc + h.c.) and the
two-mode-squeezing one (Gaδa

†δB† + h.c.). The incom-
ing IR signal is firstly converted into the molecular col-
lective mode δB, which is then amplified into the VIS
mode δa†. For the case with ωb = ωc = −∆, the two-
mode-squeezing coupling Hamiltonian (Gaδa

†δB† + h.c.)
can be diagonalized in terms of two new normal (Bo-
goliubov) modes, whose eigenvalues deviate largely from
ωb when the coupling strength is too strong. In this
too-strong coupling case, the beam-splitting coupling
(GcδB

†δc+h.c.) can be seen as the largely-detuned cou-
pling between the IR mode and the two normal modes.
Hence, once the coupling strength |Ga| is too strong (the
two transfer processes are far away from the match-
ing requirement), the IR signal cannot be converted to
the molecular collective mode and the VIS mode. In
Fig. 2(b), we illustrate the dependence of the conver-
sion efficiency Tac of the IR signal on the number of
molecules. The curve shows a non-monotonic behav-
ior with the highest conversion efficiency occurring at
N ∼ 107. Additionally, the curve shows a plateau where
the conversion efficiency stays constant when the number
of molecules is sufficiently large.

Other key parameters that determine the conversion
efficiency of the IR signal are the decay rates κc and
κa of the IR and VIS modes. In Fig. 3(a), we plot the
maximum conversion efficiency Tmax

ac at the first Stokes
sideband as functions of the decay rates κa and κc at
optimal coupling strength |G(∗)

a |. For a fixed decay rate
κc (e.g. κc/2π = 1THz), Tmax

ac is significantly improved
by decreasing the decay rate κa of the cavity VIS mode.
However, when the decay rate κa is fixed (e.g. κa/2π =
30THz), Tmax

ac increases slowly with the increase of the
decay rate κc of the cavity IR mode. In particular, the
conversion efficiency Tac with a factor around 1000 is
achieved at κa/2π = 2THz (i.e., κa/ωb = 1/15). These
results highlight the importance of controlling the decay
rates of the IR and VIS modes for amplifying frequency
up-converted IR signal. Figure 3(b) shows the optimal
coupling strength |G(∗)

a | as functions of the decay rates
κa and κc. The results show that the optimal coupling
strength |G(∗)

a | increases (decreases) as the value of κa

(κc) increases.
The molecular optomechanical system could become

unstable once the optomechanical and bilinear coupling
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Figure 4. (a) The conversion efficiency Tac as a function of
the frequency of the IR signal ωir for different values of |Ga|.
(b) The bandwidth Γ as a function of the enhanced collective
optomechanical coupling strength |Ga|. Here N = 107 and
other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 2. In panel
(b), the unstable region is marked with the grey shadow.

strengths are strong enough [50]. We check the stability
of the system with amplification and mark the unstable
region in Fig. 3. The stability condition of the system is
given explicitly according to the Routh-Hurwitz criterion
[51, 52]. Mathematically, the system is stable only if the
real parts of all the eigenvalues of the coefficient matrix
[see Eq. (S10) in the Supplementary Material] are posi-
tive. Physically, the negative real part of the eigenvalue
of this coefficient matrix represents the gain for the re-
lated diagonalized normal mode causing the instability.
The detailed discussion of the stability is presented in the
Supplementary Material [36].

Bandwidth of the amplification.—Another key charac-
teristic of the up-conversion is the bandwidth of the de-
tection. In the following, we explore the dependence of
the conversion efficiency on the frequency of the IR sig-
nal of interest. For the near-resonant incident IR signal
with ωir ≃ ωb = ωc, the conversion efficiency of the IR
signal to the VIS range at the first Stokes sideband is
obtained as Tac = |4√κaκcGaGc∆(∆ − ωir + iκa)(∆ −
ωir + iκc)/A(ωir)|2. Figure 4(a) shows the conversion
efficiency Tac as a function of the frequency ωir of the
IR signal for different enhanced collective optomechan-
ical coupling strengths Ga. As |Ga| increases, the max-
imum conversion efficiency of the IR signal as well as
the range of the amplification increases. For the reso-
nant case ωir = ωb = ωc, the maximum conversion effi-
ciency (Tmax

ac ≈ 12) is obtained at |Ga|/2π ≈ 3.48THz,
as shown in Fig. 2(a). However, for the near-resonant
incident IR signal with ωir ≃ ωb = ωc, we find higher am-
plification than that the resonance case for the frequency
up-conversion. For example, the maximum conversion
efficiency Tmax

ac of the IR signal is approximately 750 at
|Ga|/2π = 3.4THz, and the range of the amplification for
IR signal is 29.6THz ≲ ωir/2π ≲ 30.6THz.

The bandwidth Γ of the conversion efficiency is ob-
tained by estimating the full width at half maximum [50,
53]. In Fig. 4(b), we illustrate the bandwidth Γ as a func-
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tion of the enhanced collective optomechanical coupling
strength |Ga|, with the unstable region marked with the
gray shadow. The bandwidth Γ decreases with the in-
crease of |Ga| in the stable region. At |Ga|/2π ≈ 3.5THz,
we observe that the bandwidth is Γ ≈ 0 for the near-
resonant case ωir ≃ ωb = ωc, where the conversion effi-
ciency of the IR signal diverges. The current figure illus-
trates a trade-off between the conversion efficiency and
the bandwidth for choosing the proper coupling strength
|Ga|. The bandwidth of the conversion efficiency is deter-
mined by the optomechanical coupling strength ga, the
bilinear coupling strength gc, and the decay rate of the
molecular vibration γB . Detailed discussions about their
effects on the bandwidth are presented in the Supple-
mentary Material [36]. To increase the bandwidth Γ, one
can use molecules with large decay rate of vibration γB .
We also present the equivalent analyses of the conversion
efficiency and the bandwidth with the power spectrum
method [53, 54] in the Supplementary Material [36] to
confirm the current results.

Conclusion and remarks.—We have proposed an am-
plification scheme to increase the sensitivity of detecting
coherent IR signal in the molecular optomechanical sys-
tems, where the IR signal is up-converted into the visible
range. In our scheme, the IR signal of interest is resonant
(or near-resonant) with the molecular vibration, and the
blue-detuned pump field, which is near-resonant with the
first Stokes sideband of the VIS mode, is utilized to pump
the cavity mode. We demonstrate the amplification by
a factor of several thousands at the first Stokes sideband
of the VIS mode with designed parameters of the cavity
and the molecules and verify the existence of the stabil-
ity of scheme. It is worth noting that such an amplifica-
tion mechanism is absent for the case of the red-detuned
pump field. Detailed discussions on the conversion effi-
ciency for a red-detuned pump field are presented in the
Supplementary Material. Furthermore, we show the new
aspect with stability analysis, which is important for sig-
nal detection in both blue- and red-detuned regions (see
the Supplementary Material). Our scheme shall provide
insight into designing efficient up-conversion detection of
IR signal on the few-photon level.
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the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (Grant
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