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Wemodel squeezed state generation in a lossy optical cavity in the presence of a thermal bath using
the Lindblad master equation. We show that the exact solution is a squeezed thermal state, where
thermal photons arise both from loss and from the thermal bath. We derive an exact, closed-form
solution for the evolution of the quadrature uncertainty arising from pulsed degenerate spontaneous
parametric down conversion in the cavity. We apply this solution under different pump conditions
and show in detail how the thermal environment reduces quadrature squeezing as well as the second
order coherence function.

Introduction. Nonlinear optical processes such as spon-
taneous parametric down conversion (SPDC) and spon-
taneous four wave mixing are often used to generate non-
classical states of light, such as photon pairs, single-mode
quadrature squeezed states, multimode squeezed states,
and entangled optical modes [1–5]. Photon pairs can be
used as a heralded single-photon source or as entangled
two-photon states [6, 7]. Quadrature squeezed states can
be used to reduce the uncertainty in interferometric mea-
surements [8, 9] or to create continuous variable entan-
glement [10, 11]. Because the nonlinear interactions are
generally quite weak, one usually requires a resonator to
form an optical parametric oscillator (OPO) to enhance
the process. Some common resonators are microring res-
onators [12–14] and Fabry-Perot cavities [4, 15]. The use
of a resonator has been shown to lower the uncertainty in
one quadrature below vacuum fluctuations at the expense
of the other, but with a steady-state squeezing limit of
3dB in the resonator [1, 16]. Larger squeezing can been
obtained for light coupled out of the resonator [15, 17–
22], but within it, alternative methods are required to
overcome the 3dB limit. These include pulsed excitation
[12], quantum feedback [23–25], and dissipation [26, 27].

The steady-state quantum fluctuations of the state in
an OPO can be derived using the Langevin equations for
a stochastic process [2, 28–30]. When loss and detun-
ing are not considered in these systems, the signal field
in the OPO is a squeezed vacuum state. Other groups
have considered the effects of detuning from resonance
on squeezing in the OPO in the steady state [31, 32].
The effects of loss and a thermal bath on the genera-
tion and evolution of the density operator of the light
in an OPO can be modeled using the Lindblad master
equation (LME). Recently it was shown that when there
is no thermal bath, the exact solution to the LME is a
squeezed thermal state (STS) [16].

At optical or near infrared frequencies, the thermal ef-
fects of an environment on the generation and nature of
the squeezed states is negligible at or below room tem-
perature when employing SPDC in a resonator. At lower
frequencies of a few tens of terahertz or less, thermal
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noise can have a significant effect on the generation, evo-
lution, and final state. In particular quadrature squeez-
ing can be greatly reduced unless one cools the system to
millikelvin temperatures [27]. It is therefore important
to be able to accurately and efficiently model the evolu-
tion dynamics in such systems and to quantify the effects
of temperature on the final squeezed state for CW and
pulsed pumping configurations. To this end, in this work,
we derive the exact solution to the LME for SPDC in a
lossy OPO coupled to a thermal bath and show that the
density operator is that of a STS. With this exact solu-
tion, we are able to derive a closed-form solution for the
evolution of the quadrature uncertainty for an arbitrary,
un-chirped pump pulse and to examine the evolution of
the squeezing parameter, the thermal photon number and
the second-order quantum coherence function.
The paper is organized as follows. We first outline the

theory behind the generation of the signal field in a res-
onator. We show that the solution to the LME is a STS,
where the thermal photon number and squeezing param-
eter evolution are described by three coupled first-order
differential equations. Using these equations, we derive
closed form solutions for the quadrature uncertainties,
which to the best of the authors’ knowledge have never
been derived previously. Next, we examine the transient
and steady-state properties of the system excited by a
constant-amplitude pump pulse, presenting an exact an-
alytic solution for the uncertainties. Using the second or-
der quantum coherence and the quadrature uncertainty,
we investigate the nonclassicallity of the light and dis-
cuss the threshold where the quadrature is squeezed be-
low vacuum noise. Finally, we present the results for a
Gaussian pump pulse and examine the relationship be-
tween the pulse amplitude and the quadrature squeezing
as a function of the bath temperature.
Theory. We consider the generation of a squeezed state

in a single mode of a resonant cavity with frequency ω.
Shown schematically in Fig. 1, the system consists of a
resonant cavity that is coupled to a thermal bath of pho-
tons and is excited by a coherent optical pump. The
pump operates at a frequency ωp = 2ω and generates sig-
nal photons in the resonator through SPDC. The pump
is a coherent state with time-dependent coherent state
amplitude α(t) = α0(t)e

−iωpt, where α0(t) is the pump
envelope. Thus, we treat the pump classically in the
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undepleted pump approximation. When the interaction
with the bath is neglected, the system Hamiltonian is
given by [16]

H = h̄ωb†b+ α(t)γb†
2
+ α∗(t)γ∗b2, (1)

where b† (b) is the creation (annihilation) operator of

photons in the cavity and γ = h̄ωpχ
(2)
eff/n

2
eff is the cou-

pling coefficient of the pump field to the signal field for an

effective second order nonlinear susceptibility χ
(2)
eff and

refractive index neff in the cavity.
The signal mode in the cavity is coupled to a thermal

bath at temperature Tb, which has a mean photon num-
ber, nb = (exp(h̄ω/kTb) − 1)−1 at the signal frequency.
The density operator of the cavity ρ(t) evolves according
to the LME [33]

d

dt
ρ(t) = − i

h̄
[H, ρ(t)] + Γ(nb + 1)D[b](ρ(t))

+ ΓnbD[b†](ρ(t)),

(2)

where Γ is the power decay constant of the cavity photons
into the bath, while

D[F ](ρ) ≡ FρF † − 1

2

{
F †F, ρ

}
(3)

is the dissipator, which accounts for the two-way coupling
between bath and cavity.

h̄ωp α(t)
γ

Tb

h̄ω

h̄ω

Γ

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the system. A coherent state
α(t) at frequency ωp pumps the resonator which is coupled
(Γ) to the environment at temperature Tb, generating pairs
of signal photons at ω.

In a previous work, it was shown that for the special
case where the bath is at zero temperature (nb = 0), the
exact solution to Eq. (2) is a STS [16]. In this work,
we prove that at non-zero temperatures, the solution is
still a STS, but that the evolution of the squeezing and
thermal temperature depends, in general, on the bath
temperature.

We find that as long as the initial state is the vacuum,
a thermal state, or a STS, the exact solution to the above
LME is the time-dependent STS:

ρ(t) = S(ξ(t))ρT (nth(t))S
†(ξ(t)), (4)

where

S(ξ) = exp

[
1

2
(ξ∗b2 − ξb†

2
)

]
(5)

is the squeezing operator, with the time-dependent, com-
plex squeezing factor ξ(t) = u(t)eiϕ(t), and

ρT (nth) =
1

1 + nth

(
nth

1 + nth

)b†b

(6)

is a thermal state, with a time-dependent thermal popu-
lation, nth (t).
To show that this is the exact solution, we write the

density operator in the form

ρ(t) = S(ξ)ρ
1/2
T (nth)O(t)ρ

1/2
T (nth)S

†(ξ). (7)

We then need to prove that the operator,

O(t) = ρ
−1/2
T (nth)S

†(ξ)ρ(t)S(ξ)ρ
−1/2
T (nth) (8)

is simply the identity operator for all time. In the supple-
mentary material, we show that this is indeed the case as
long as the thermal photon number, the squeezing ampli-
tude, and phase evolve according to the following three
coupled first-order differential equations:

dnth

dt
= Γ

[
nb cosh(2u) + sinh2(u)− nth

]
, (9)

du

dt
= − i

h̄
(γ∗α∗eiϕ − γαe−iϕ)− Γ

2
sinh(2u)

2nb + 1

2nth + 1
,

(10)

dϕ

dt
= −2ω +

2

h̄

cosh(2u)

sinh(2u)
(γ∗α∗eiϕ + γαe−iϕ). (11)

Eqs. (9) to (11), are the dynamic equations valid for
any initial STS and for any α(t). In all that follows,
we restrict ourselves to unchirped pump pulses, such
that α0(t)γ = |α0(t)γ|eiθ, where θ is a time-independent
phase and we assume that the initial state is an un-
squeezed thermal state, such that u(0) = 0. To avoid a
divergence on the left hand side of Eq. (11) that arises
at t = 0 for an unsqueezed state, we impose the initial
condition on ϕ that (γ∗α∗(0)eiϕ(0) + γα(0)e−iϕ(0)) = 0,
or ϕ(0) = θ + π/2. Using this in Eq. (11), we see
that for all time (γ∗α∗(t)eiϕ(t) + γα(t)e−iϕ(t)) = 0 and
ϕ(t) = θ + π/2− 2ωt.

We now define the pump function,

g(t) ≡ 4|α0(t)γ|/h̄Γ, (12)

which is the ratio of the pumping rate to the loss rate,
such that g(t) = 1 is the critical pump rate at which
the injection of photons is exactly balanced by the loss.
Using this definition and the above initial condition, the
equations of motion become

dnth

dt
= Γ

[
nb cosh(2u) + sinh2(u)− nth

]
, (13)

du(t)

dt
=

Γg(t)

2
− Γ sinh(2u)

2

2nb + 1

2nth + 1
, (14)



3

with

ϕ(t) = θ + π/2− 2ωt. (15)

The above dynamic equations contain an explicit de-
pendence on the temperature of the bath; however, in
the limit that nb = 0, they reduce to what we obtained
in our previous Tb = 0 work [16]. Additionally, in the
simple case that there is no pump present, but the initial
state is a thermal state that is not at the bath temper-
ature, these equations show that the system remains a
thermal state with the thermal photon number evolving
as nth(t) = nb+(nth(0)−nb)e

−Γt, a result that has been
shown previously using the LME [34].

We can see from Eq. (14) that the bath population in-
creases the decay rate of the squeezing factor u(t). How-
ever, this contribution is not present for the typical initial
state in which the system is in equilibrium with the envi-
ronment. To see this, let n0

th be the thermal population
that would arise if Tb = 0. We define it using the equa-
tion

2nth + 1 = (2nb + 1)(2n0
th + 1). (16)

Using this in Eq. (13), we find that

dn0
th

dt
= Γ[sinh2(u)− n0

th], (17)

which is exactly the evolution of the thermal photon num-
ber when the bath temperature is zero. We can also
rewrite Eq. (14) using n0

th as

du(t)

dt
=

Γg(t)

2
− Γ sinh(2u)

2(2n0
th + 1)

. (18)

The bath population is still implicitly present in these
equations, since from Eq. (16), the initial value of n0

th is
given by

n0
th(0) =

nth(0)− nb

2nb + 1
. (19)

However, in the case where the cavity begins in a thermal
state in equilibrium with the bath (nth(0) = nb), the evo-
lution of n0

th and thus squeezing factor u are independent
of the bath temperature, while the actual thermal popu-
lation only depends on nb through the prefactor of 2nb+1
(see Eq. (16)) [35]. We will examine the dependence of
the thermal population, the total population, and the
squeezing amplitude on the bath temperature and initial
thermal population in more detail later in this letter.

We now define the two quadrature operators,

X = b†e−iβ(t) + beiβ(t), (20)

Y = −i(b†e−iβ(t) − beiβ(t)), (21)

where β(t) is the local oscillator phase. For β(t) ≡ ωt,
the system is squeezed in X and antisqueezed in Y .
For a STS, the uncertainties in these quadratures can

be shown to be given by ∆X2 = (2nth + 1)e−2u and
∆Y 2 = (2nth + 1)e2u [36], which allows us to determine
the evolution of the squeezing from the evolution of nth

and u. Alternatively, we can derive differential equa-
tions for the quadrature uncertainties. Taking the time
derivative of ∆X2 and using Eqs. (13) and (14) and the
hyperbolic identities, we find that

d

dt
∆X2 =

[
2
dnth

dt
− 2(2nth + 1)

du

dt

]
e−2u

= Γ
[
(2nb + 1) (cosh(2u) + sinh(2u)) e−2u

− (1 + g(t)) (2nth + 1)e−2u
]
,

(22)

which can also be written as

d

dt
∆X2 = Γ

[
(2nb + 1)− (1 + g(t))∆X2

]
. (23)

Similarly,

d

dt
∆Y 2 = Γ

[
(2nb + 1)− (1− g(t))∆Y 2

]
. (24)

These equations show that the squeezing dynamics de-
pend only on the pumping strength and the thermal bath
population. Furthermore, the evaluation of the quadra-
ture squeezing only requires the solution of a single first-
order differential equation, which is directly solvable us-
ing standard techniques. To the authors’ knowledge, this
is the first time a closed-form solution has been derived
for the nonlinear generation and evolution of the quadra-
ture uncertainty in a lossy cavity.
Constant Pump and Steady State. In this section, we

examine the early-time evolution and steady-state solu-
tion of the system when it is excited by a pump that has
a constant strength, g0 that is turned on at t = 0.
Before analysing the quadrature uncertainties directly,
we return to the question of the dependence of the STS
parameters on the bath temperature and initial state
of the system. Recall that for the special case where
nth(0) = nb, the squeezing factor u(t) is independent of
nb. As we now show, when the initial state is a thermal
state at a different temperature from the environment,
u(t) is still only weakly dependent on both the initial
thermal population and the bath temperature.
In Fig. 2, we plot the total photon number and squeez-

ing amplitude as a function of time for a cavity pumped
by a continuous pulse excitation. It is prepared in the
same initial state each time but coupled to environments
at different bath temperatures. From Fig. 2(a), we see
that when nb is increased, the photon number increases
by much more than simply nb. Meanwhile, Fig. 2(b)
shows that u(t) exhibits a small dependence on nb at
early times and that even this dependence disappears as
t → ∞. We can determine the steady-state characteris-
tics of the continuous wave pump by setting the deriva-
tives in Eqs. (13) and (14) to zero. For the steady-state
squeezing amplitude, we obtain

uss =
1

2
tanh−1(g0), (25)
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FIG. 2. (a) Total population n(t) and (b) squeezing factor
u(t) as a function of time for an initial thermal state with
nth(0) = 1.5. The cavity is pumped with a continuous wave
pulse of strength g(t) = g0 = 0.8. The different curves are for
different thermal bath populations, nb.

which is independent of the environment and only exists
for pumping below the critical pump strength, g0 = 1.
The steady-state thermal and total populations are given
by

nss
th = nb + sinh2(u)(2nb + 1)

=
1

2

(
2nb + 1√
1− g20

− 1

)
,

(26)

and

nss =
2nb + g20
2(1− g20)

, (27)

where, to determine the total population, we have used
the relation for a STS that n = nth cosh(2u) + sinh2(u)
[36]. Thus, as discussed earlier, the thermal environment
adds many more photons to the system than just nb, but
it does nothing to the steady state squeezing factor.

We now consider the evolution of quadrature uncer-
tainties. The dynamic equations, Eqs. (23) and (24), can
be solved exactly for an arbitrary time-dependent pump
g(t), but we first consider solutions for a constant-pump
excitation, where g(t) = g0 ̸= 1 for t > 0. The exact
solutions are

∆X2(t) =
2nb + 1

1 + g0
+

(
∆X2(0)− 2nb + 1

1 + g0

)
e−Γ(1+g0)t,

(28)

∆Y 2(t) =
2nb + 1

1− g0
+

(
∆Y 2(0)− 2nb + 1

1− g0

)
e−Γ(1−g0)t.

(29)

When the system is prepared as a thermal state in equi-
librium with the bath, both quadratures start with a

value of 2nb + 1, and Eqs. (28) and (29) simplify to

∆X2(t) =
2nb + 1

1 + g0

[
1 + g0e

−Γ(1+g0)t
]
, (30)

∆Y 2(t) =
2nb + 1

1− g0

[
1− g0e

−Γ(1−g0)t
]
. (31)

Increased squeezing in X will usually be accompanied
by increased anti-squeezing in Y . Because of this, it is
important to examine the merits of using a short, strong
pump pulse rather than a long, weak pulse to squeeze
the signal. To this end, we consider the antisqueezing
at the time τ1 at which the squeezing in X reaches the
threshold value of ∆X2 = 1. For nth(0) = nb > 0, we
have from Eqs. (30) and (31) that

∆Y 2(τ1) =
2nb + 1

1− g0

[
1−

(
1

g0

g0 − 2nb

2nb + 1

) 1−g0
1+g0

]
. (32)

In the limit of weak pumping (g0 ≪ 1), ∆Y 2(τ1) →
2nb/g0, while in the strong pumping limit (g0 >> 1),
∆Y 2(τ1) → 2nb(2nb + 1)/(g0 − 2nb). In both limits,
increasing g0 reduces the uncertainty in ∆Y 2 at t = τ1.
Thus, in order to avoid excess growth in the anti-squeezed
uncertainty, it is always beneficial to maximize the pump-
ing strength if a specified squeezing is desired. This is
because the longer it takes to reach a desired squeezing
level, the more thermal photons will be generated due to
loss.
We can see from Eq. (23) that the squeezed quadrature

will reach a steady-state value of

∆X2
min =

2nb + 1

1 + g0
, (33)

for all values of g0. The anti-squeezing, however, will
only reach steady state for g0 < 1, diverging otherwise.
Below critical pumping, this anti-squeezing maximum is

∆Y 2
max =

2nb + 1

1− g0
. (34)

In the steady-state, the squeezing is limited to a mini-
mum quadrature uncertainty of (2nb + 1)/2, and there-
fore we cannot achieve any squeezing if nb ≥ 0.5, which
agrees with the results for thermalized squeezed states
by previous authors [37].
We now consider the evolution of the equal-time, sec-

ond order quantum coherence function [2]

g(2) (t) ≡ Tr{b†b†bbρ (t)}
n2 (t)

, (35)

which quantifies the correlation between two simultane-
ous photon measurements at time t, where g(2)(t) > 1
indicates super-Poissonian statistics and photon bunch-
ing. In a thermal state g(2) = 2, while in a STS [36]

g(2) = 2 +
(2nth + 1)2 sinh2(2u)

[(2nth + 1) cosh(2u)− 1]2
. (36)
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FIG. 3. Second order simultaneous coherence function g(2)(t)
as a function of time for nth(0) = nb > 0 for different bath
populations, nb. The pump starts at t = 0 and has a constant
amplitude (a) g0 = 0.2 and (b) g0 = 0.8.

In the large population limit (n → ∞), the STS value ap-
proaches the squeezed vacuum state coherence g(2) = 3
[16]. In Fig. 3, we plot g(2)(t) as a function of time for
two different constant pumping strengths and several dif-
ferent bath temperatures, all with the initial condition
nth(0) = nb. We see that g(2) peaks at early times before
settling down to a lower steady-state value. As the envi-
ronmental population is increased, the peak and steady-
state values are decreased and the peak occurs at a later
time. When the pump is increased, the peak is larger and
occurs at an earlier time, while the steady state value is
reduced. Using Eqs. (25), (26) and (36), we determine
the steady-state coherence to be

g(2)ss = 2 +

(
(2nb + 1)g0
2nb + g20

)2

. (37)

The coherence peak above the steady-state value arises
as the state transitions from a thermal state to a STS
with higher steady-state coherence. As the pumping be-
gins, if nb ≪ 1, the population is still small but many
squeezed pairs are being created before they can be re-
moved by loss and before the total population becomes
too large; because g(2) is normalized to the square of
the total population, this results in a larger g(2) during
this time period. When the bath temperature is larger
though, g(2) is suppressed by the existing thermal pop-
ulation, so we find that the peak is significantly reduced
or even absent.

We can determine when the transition to an STS fails
to create a peak in g(2)(t) by finding the time when the
coherence is maximized. In Fig. 4, we plot this peak time,
τp as a function of the pump strength and bath popula-
tion. We note a clear distinction between the coherence
peak times when squeezing is possible (g0 > 2nb, upper
left) and when it is not (lower right). When squeezing is

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
nb

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

g 0

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

lo
g

1
0
τ p

FIG. 4. Time, τp for the coherence function g2(t) to reach
a maximum value as a function of nb and g0 for a constant
pump and initial condition nth(0) = nb. The red dashed
line indicates g0 = 2nb. Note that the peak time is on a
logarithmic scale.

not possible, the coherence reaches the steady-state value
monotonically and does not peak.
We have seen from Eq. (37) that the steady state co-

herence will decrease with larger pumping, while the peak
value will increase. In Fig. 5, we compare the maxi-
mum and steady-state coherence as a function of pump
strength and bath population. Again, we see that for
g0 < 2nb, the peak value of g(2) is nearly identical to the
steady-state value [38].

0.1 0.3 0.5
nb

0.2

0.6

1

g 0

(a)

0.1 0.3 0.5
nb

0.2

0.6

1

(b)

2.0 2.4 2.8 3.2 3.6 4.0 4.4 4.8
g(2)

FIG. 5. Maximum (a) and steady-state (b) second order co-

herence function, g(2) as a function of nb and g0 for a constant
pump and initial condition nth(0) = nb. Note that the two
plots are almost identical below the red dashed line where
g0 < 2nb.

Arbitrary Pump Pulse. We now examine the solu-
tions for an arbitrary pump envelope and for a Gaussian



6

pulse. The linear, non-homogeneous ODE in Eq. (23)
has closed-form solution [39],

∆X2(t) =

[
Γ(2nb + 1)

∫ t

0

q(t̃)dt̃+ q(0)∆X2(0)

]
q−1(t),

(38)
where

q(t) ≡ exp

(
Γ

∫
(1 + g(t))dt

)
. (39)

If the initial state is a thermal state in equilibrium with
the bath, this simplifies to

∆X2(t) = (2nb + 1)

[
Γ

∫ t

0

q(t′)dt′ + q(0)

]
q−1(t), (40)

which includes the bath temperature only as a prefactor.
This means that for the usual initial condition of nth(0) =
nb, one only needs to solve a single equation to obtain
the time evolution of quadrature variance for all bath
temperatures. We note that the expression for ∆Y 2(t) is
identical to the one for ∆X2(t), but with g(t) → −g(t).
We now consider the particular example of excitation by
a Gaussian pulse, with an envelope given by

g(t) = g0 exp

[
−1

2

Γ2(t− to)
2

σ2

]
. (41)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Γt

0

1

2

3

4

5

∆
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2
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2

3

4

5

g
(t

)

nb = 0

nb = 0.5

nb = 2

∆X2 = 1

g(t)

FIG. 6. Squeezed quadrature ∆X2 as a function of time for
a Gaussian pulse envelope with g0 = 5, σ = 1/

√
2, and Γto =

2.5 for the initial condition nth(0) = nb.

In Fig. 6, we plot the pump envelope as a function
of time, along with the squeezed quadrature uncertainty

for three different thermal bath populations. We see that
the different uncertainty profiles are identical apart from
the scaling factor 2nb + 1 in Eq. (40). In particular, the
uncertainty is minimized at the same time, τ0 for all tem-
peratures. Unless the pulse is very short relative to the
cavity lifetime, this minimum will occur very close to the
time, τM at which the pump reaches its maximum value.
Therefore, we can approximate the pump strength at the
minimum uncertainty by the maximum pump strength,
as was done in Ref. [12]. Doing this, we obtain

∆X2
min ≈ 2nb + 1

1 + g(τM )
. (42)

Note that for the given pump pulse, the quadrature
squeezing below shot noise disappears for nb

>∼ 2.5. How-
ever, with a well-chosen pulse strength and shaping, we
see that substantially more squeezing can be achieved
than is possible in steady-state.
Conclusion. In this work, we derived a closed-form so-

lution to the Lindblad master equation, and used it to
determine the effects of a thermal environment on the
generation of quadrature squeezing via SPDC in a lossy
resonator. We proved that the solution is a squeezed
thermal state, with contributions to the thermal popula-
tion coming from loss to and photons from the thermal
bath. We derived a closed-form solution for the evolution
of the quadrature uncertainty for an arbitrary un-chirped
classical pump pulse and applied it for both a constant
and a Gaussian pump pulse. We found that the thermal
bath reduces quadrature squeezing and the equal-time,
second order coherence function.
The results presented in this work can be used to help

determine the temperature, loss, and pump requirements
for squeezed state generation in the few-terahertz regime,
where room temperature environmental photons can sig-
nificantly degrade squeezing. This will be particularly
relevant for squeezed state generation in microwave cav-
ities or optomechanical systems [40, 41], where pulse op-
timization will be necessary to overcome thermal limita-
tions. In future work, we plan to extend these results to
two-mode cavity system to determine the effect of a ther-
mal environment on the entanglement correlation vari-
ance and to directly examine the generation of squeezing
in optomechanical systems.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL: SOLVING THE
SQUEEZED THERMAL STATE EQUATIONS

In this supplementary material, we use the technique
of Hossein et. al. [16] to solve equation Eq. (8) with the
LME Eq. (2), including the effect of the environmental
temperature. We begin by taking the derivative of Eq. (8)
and use the chain rule to split it in five parts:

Ȯ(t) = ȮT (t) + ȮS(t) + Ȯ0 + ȮV + ȮL. (S1)

The first four terms, containing contributions from the
thermal state density operator, the squeeze operator, the
unperturbed Hamiltonian, and the pump laser are iden-
tical to zero-temperature case, derived in the Appendix
of Ref. [16]. Defining x ≡ e−h̄ω/kT , s ≡ sinh(u), and
c ≡ cosh(u), these expressions for the first four terms
can be shown to be

ȮT = {J,O}, (S2)

where

J ≡ dρ
−1/2
T

dt
ρ
1/2
T =

1

2x

dx

dt
(nth − b†b); (S3)

ȮS = {M,O}+ i[N,O], (S4)

where

M + iN =(−is2ϕ̇)(b†b+
1

2
)

+
1

2
u̇(x−1b†

2
eiϕ − xb2e−iϕ)

+
1

2
icsϕ̇(x−1b†

2
eiϕ + xb2e−iϕ);

(S5)

Ȯ0

−iω
= GO −OG† = [P,O] + i{Q,O}, (S6)

where

G ≡ ρ
−1/2
T S†b†bSρ

1/2
T

= s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b− cs(x−1b†
2
eiϕ + xb2e−iϕ),

(S7)

thus

P ≡s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b

−1

2
cs(x−1 + x)(b†

2
eiϕ + b2e−iϕ),

(S8)

Q ≡ 1

2
ics(x−1 − x)(b†

2
eiϕ − b2e−iϕ); (S9)

and

ȮV = − i

h̄

[
P̄ , O

]
+

1

h̄

{
Q̄, O

}
, (S10)

where

P̄ ≡− cs(αγe−iϕ + α∗γ∗eiϕ)

− 2cs(αγe−iϕ + α∗γ∗eiϕ)b†b

+
1

2
(αγ(x−1 + x)c2 + α∗γ∗(x−1 + x)s2e2iϕ)b†

2

+
1

2
(αγ(x−1 + x)s2e−iϕ + α∗γ∗(x−1 + x)c2)b2

(S11)

and

Q̄ =− i

2
(x−1 − x)(α∗γ∗s2e2iϕ + αγc2)b†

2

+
i

2
(x−1 − x)(αγs2e2iϕ + α∗γ∗c2)b2.

(S12)

The final term ȮL has new components related to the
bath population. We see from the master equation that

ȮL = Γ(nb + 1)
(
ρ
−1/2
T S†bρb†Sρ

−1/2
T

− 1

2
ρ
−1/2
T S†(

{
b†b, ρ

}
)Sρ

−1/2
T

)
+Γnb

(
ρ
−1/2
T S†b†ρbSρ

−1/2
T

− 1

2
ρ
−1/2
T S†(

{
bb†, ρ

}
)Sρ

−1/2
T

)
.

(S13)

Now, defining the operators

T = ρ
−1/2
T S†bSρ

1/2
T , (S14)

T̃ = ρ
−1/2
T S†b†Sρ

1/2
T , (S15)

and solving

G̃ ≡ ρ
−1/2
T S†bb†Sρ1/2

= G+ ρ
−1/2
T S†[b, b†]Sρ1/2T = G+ 1,

(S16)

Eq. (S13) becomes

ȮL =Γ(nb + 1)

[
TOT † − 1

2
(GO +OG†)

]
+Γnb

[
T̃OT̃ † − 1

2
(G̃O +OG̃†)

]
=Γ(nb + 1)

[
TOT † − 1

2
(GO +OG†)

]
+Γnb

[
T̃OT̃ † − 1

2
(GO +OG†)−O

]
=Γ(nb + 1)

[
TOT † − 1

2
{P,O} − i

2
[Q,O]

]
+ Γnb

[
T̃OT̃ † − 1

2
{P,O} − i

2
[Q,O]−O

]
.

(S17)

Inserting Eqs. (S2), (S4), (S6), (S10) and (S17) into
Eq. (S1) and setting O to the identity for all time yields

0 = 2J + 2M + 2ωQ+
2

h̄
Q̄

+ Γ(nb + 1)(TT † − P ) + Γnb(T̃ T̃
† − P − 1).

(S18)
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solving for the remaining terms,

TT † = xc2 + (xc2 + x−1s2)b†b− cs(b2e−iϕ + b†
2
eiϕ)

T̃ T̃ † = x−1c2b†b− cseiϕb†
2 − cse−iϕb2 + xs2(b†b+ 1)

we use Eqs. (S3), (S5), (S9) and (S12) in Eq. (S18):

0 =
1

x

dx

dt
(nth − b†b) +

1

2
u̇(x−1 − x)(b†

2
eiϕ + b2e−iϕ)

+
1

2
icsϕ̇(x−1 − x)(b†

2
eiϕ − b2e−iϕ)

+ iωcs(x−1 − x)(b†
2
eiϕ − b2e−iϕ)

+
i

h̄
(x−1 − x)(γαs2e−2iϕ + γ∗α∗c2)b2

− i

h̄
(x−1 − x)(γ∗α∗s2e2iϕ + γαc2)b†

2

+Γ(nb + 1)
(
xc2 + (xc2 + x−1s2)b†b

− cs(b2e−iϕ + b†
2
eiϕ)

)
−Γ(nb + 1)

(
s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b

− 1

2
cs(x−1 + x)(b†

2
eiϕ + b2e−iϕ)

)
+Γnb

(
xs2 + (x−1c2 + xs2)b†b

− cs(eiϕb†
2
+ e−iϕb2)

)
−Γnb

(
s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b

− 1

2
cs(x−1 + x)(b†

2
eiϕ + b2e−iϕ) + 1

)
.

(S19)

We now introduce the Hermitian operators

χ1 = b†
2
eiϕ + b2e−iϕ (S20)

χ2 = i(b†
2
eiϕ − b2e−iϕ). (S21)

Substituting these into Eq. (S19), we obtain

0 =
1

x

dx

dt
(nth − b†b) +

1

2
u̇(x−1 − x)χ1

+
1

2
csϕ̇(x−1 − x)χ2 + ωcs(x−1 − x)χ2

+
i

h̄
(x−1 − x)(γαs2e−iϕ + γ∗α∗c2eiϕ)

1

2
(χ1 + iχ2)

− i

h̄
(x−1 − x)(γ∗α∗s2eiϕ + γαc2e−iϕ)

1

2
(χ1 − iχ2)

+ Γ(nb + 1)
(
xc2 + (xc2 + x−1s2)b†b− csχ1

)
− Γ(nb + 1)

(
s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b− 1

2
cs(x−1 + x)χ1

)
+ Γnb

(
xs2 + (x−1c2 + xs2)b†b− csχ1

)
− Γnb

(
s2 + (c2 + s2)b†b− 1

2
cs(x−1 + x)χ1

)
− Γnb.

(S22)

This allows us to form four independent equations us-
ing

F1χ1 + F2χ2 + F3b
†b+ F4 = 0, (S23)

where

F1 =
1

2
u̇(x−1 − x) +

i

2h̄
(x−1 − x)(γ∗α∗eiϕ − γαe−iϕ)

+ Γ(2nb + 1)cs
(1
2
(x−1 + x)− 1

)
,

(S24)

F2 =
1

2
csϕ̇(x−1 − x) + ωcs(x−1 − x)

− 1

2h̄
(x−1 − x)(c2 + s2)(γ∗α∗eiϕ + γαe−iϕ),

(S25)

F3 =− 1

x

dx

dt
+ Γ(nb + 1)(xc2 + x−1s2 − c2 − s2)

+ Γnb(x
−1c2 + xs2 − c2 − s2),

(S26)

and

F4 =
1

x

dx

dt
nth

+ Γ(nb + 1)(xc2 − s2) + Γnb(xs
2 − s2 − 1).

(S27)

The equations for F3 and F4 both generate equations
in x, which are consistent and can be reduced to

dx

dt
= −(1− x)Γ

[
nb(2s

2 + 1)(x− 1) + s2(x− 1) + x
]
.

(S28)

Using dnth

dt = 1
(1−x)2

dx
dt , this translates to the following

equation for nth:

dnth

dt
=Γ

[
nb(2s

2 + 1) + s2 − x

1− x

]
=Γ
[
nb(2s

2 + 1) + s2 − nth

]
,

(S29)

which is equivalent to Eq. (9). Meanwhile, from F2 = 0,
we obtain

ϕ̇ = −2ω +
1

h̄

c2 + s2

cs
(γ∗α∗eiϕ + γαe−iϕ), (S30)

which is Eq. (11). Finally, from F1 = 0, we obtain

u̇ = − i

h̄
(γ∗α∗eiϕ − γαe−iϕ)− Γ(2nb + 1)cs

2nth + 1
, (S31)

which is simply Eq. (10).
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