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The generation and manipulation of multipartite entanglement and EPR steering in macroscopic systems not
only play a fundamental role in exploring the nature of quantum mechanics, but are also at the core of current
developments of various nascent quantum technologies. Here we report a theoretical method using directional
injection of quantum squeezing to produce nonreciprocal multipartite entanglement and EPR steering in a three-
mode optomechanical system with closed-loop coupling. We show that by directionally applying a two-photon
parametric driving field with a phase-matched squeezed vacuum reservoir to an optomechanical resonator, a
squeezed optical mode can be introduced for one of its input directions, thereby yielding an asymmetric en-
hancement of optomechanical interaction and the time-reversal symmetry breaking of the system. Based on this
feature, it is found that bipartite and tripartite entanglement and the associated EPR steering of the subsystems
can only be generated when the coherent driving field input from the squeezing injection direction, namely,
achieving nonreciprocity in such quantum correlations. More excitingly, it is also found that by properly ad-
justing the squeezing parameter, the overall asymmetry of EPR steering can be stepwise driven from no-way
regime, one-way regime to two-way regime. These findings, holding promise for preparing rich types of entan-
gled quantum resources with nonreciprocal correlations, may have potential applications in the area of quantum
information processing such as quantum secure direct communication and one-way quantum computing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement, allowing perfectly correlated positions and
momenta for two spatially separated particles, has long been
intriguing in quantum physics and enables numerous ad-
vanced quantum information protocols spanning from quan-
tum networking to quantum sensing [1]. The concept of en-
tanglement was originally addressed by Schrödinger [2] in his
response to the issue of the “spooky action-at-a-distance” pre-
dicted by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen (EPR) in their fa-
mous paradox [3], where he also coined a term that came to
be known as the EPR steering [4, 5]. From the perspective of
violations of local-hidden-state models, Wiseman et al. has
formalized an operational benchmark for EPR steering [6], by
which they further proved that under the hierarchy of quan-
tum nonlocality, EPR steering is a strict subset of entangle-
ment and a strict superset of Bell nonlocality. An appealing
feature of EPR steering is that it describes how local mea-
surements on one part of the system can steer (alter) the state
of the other part at a different location. This defining char-
acteristics, not held by the other two types of quantum non-
locality, reveals the intrinsic asymmetry of EPR steering and
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offers an insight into directional nonlocality [7], which plays
an indispensable role in enabling quantum techniques using
untrusted devices [8], such as secure quantum key distribu-
tion [9, 10], randomness certification [11], and no-cloning
quantum teleportation [12, 13]. In the past few decades,
after a series of rigorous mathematical characterizations of
quantum nonlocality [14–17], a great deal of progresses have
been made experimentally to prepare entangled or steerable
states of microscopic and macroscopic particles, involving
platforms based on photons [18], ions [19], atoms [20], super-
conducting circuits [21], and cavity optomechanical (COM)
devices [22–24]. However, in terms of generation and ma-
nipulation of macroscopic entanglement, it is still challenging
to avoid the decoherence effect induced by device imperfec-
tion. Very recently, to overcome this obstacle and achieve en-
tangled state with high fidelity, a large number of theoretical
proposals have been raised, which relies on synthetic gauge
field [25, 26], reservoir engineering [27–29], dark-mode or
feedback control [30–32], photon counting [33], dynamical
modulation [34, 35], and optical nonreciprocity [36–38].

In parallel, nonreciprocal optical devices, such as optical
diodes and circulators, have attracted intense interests due to
their potential applications in the next-generation photonic in-
formation processing [39]. The conventional approach for
achieving nonreciprocal transmission of light mainly relies on
magneto-optical effect [40], which requires magnetic-based
materials that are bulk and quite lossy at optical frequency. In
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recent years, by breaking the time-reversal symmetry [41] via
spatial-temporal modulation, optical nonlinearity or Sagnac
effect, several magnetic-free scheme have been theoretically
proposed and experimentally demonstrated based on atomic
ensembles [42–44], optical [45–47] or COM [48–50] devices,
synthetic structures [51, 52], moving medium [53–55], and
squeezing injection[56]. With these advances, the peculiar
feature of nonreciprocal optical devices, allowing the flow
of light from one side but block it from the other, has re-
cently been employed to realize the unidirectional manipu-
lation of light-matter interaction, which enables a variety of
classical nonreciprocal phenomenon, such as one-way opti-
cal chaos [57] or solitons [58], unidirectional phonon [59] or
magnon [60] lasing, and nonreciprocal enhancement optome-
chanical sidebands [61], to name a few. Very recently, this
functionality has also been extended into the quantum regime
to achieve nonreciprocal control of diverse nonclassical ef-
fect, such as photon [62–64] or magnon [65] blockade, micro-
scopic [66–68] or macroscopic [36–38] entanglement, quan-
tum phase transition [69, 70], and EPR steering [71–73].

Inspired by these studies, we investigate how to achieve
nonreciprocal entanglement and asymmetric EPR steering
in a hybrid COM system based on whispering-gallery-mode
(WGM) resonator. We show that by applying a two-photon
parametric driving field from one input direction while not
applying it from the other, the two degenerate counterprop-
agating optical modes of the WGM resonator can be unidi-
rectionally squeezed, leading to the time-reversal symmetry
breaking of the system. Based on this chiral squeezing char-
acteristics, we show that various types of bipartite entangle-
ment of the subsystems and the tripartite entanglement of the
whole system can be generated only when coherent light in-
put from the squeezing injection direction, which indicates the
achievement of nonreciprocal entanglement. More interest-
ingly, by properly adjusting the squeezing parameters, we fur-
ther show that the directionality of EPR steering can also be
stepwise driven from no-way regime, one-way regime to two-
way regime in an asymmetric way. These results, opening
up a promising way to prepare entangled quantum resources
with nonreciprocal and asymmetric features, are useful for a
variety of secure quantum information protocols [9–13].

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce
the theoretical model of the proposed COM system and obtain
the effective Hamiltonian and master equation of this system,
by which we calculate the system dynamics and evaluate the
quantitative measures for entanglement and EPR steering. In
Sec. III, based on the numerical simulations, we analyze the
method and mechanism for achieving nonreciprocal genera-
tion and manipulation of various types of entanglement and
EPR steering. In Sec. IV, a brief summary is given. The de-
tailed derivation process of the effective Hamiltonian, the as-
sociated master equation, and the system dynamics is given in
the Appendix.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the proposed COM setup consisting of a bot-
tle WGM resonator, an optical waveguide, and a tapered glass-fiber
nanospike. The WGM resonator supports two degenerate counter-
propagating optical modes, i.e., CW and CCW modes. The opti-
cal driving field is input from the waveguide, which can be coupled
into and out of the WGM resonator via evanescent coupling. When
placing a nanospike close to the WGM resonator, it excites two me-
chanical modes due to the COM interaction induced by the WGM
evanescent field, whose vibrating directions are parallel and orthog-
onal to the resonator surface, respectively. To achieve nonreciprocal
manipulation of quantum entanglement and EPR steering, we con-
sider two different scenarios for the the CW and CCW input cases.
For the CW input case, only a coherent driving field is applied, while
for the CCW input case, an additional two-photon parametric driving
field with a phase-matched squeezed vacuum reservoir is applied.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL AND SYSTEM DYNAMICS

The proposed setup consists of a bottle WGM resonator, an
optical waveguide, and a tapered glass-fiber nanospike, which
is depicted in Fig. 1. Due to the spatial symmetry of the bot-
tle WGM resonator, it can support two degenerate counter-
propagating optical modes with resonance frequency ωc, i.e.,
the clockwise (CW) and counterclockwise (CCW) modes, re-
spectively. The nanospike is usually fabricated by scanning an
oxybutane flame along the length of a glass fiber while gently
pulling it. As demonstrated in the recent experiments [74–
76], by mounting such nanospike on a stainless-steel holder
and placing it close to the bottle WGM resonator, it offers
two mechanical modes due to the WGM evanescent field in-
duced COM interaction. These two mechanical modes with
frequency ωm,j (j = 1, 2) are vibrating in the directions that
are orthogonal and parallel to the bottle surface, and they are
coupled linearly due to the optically mediated hybridization
effect [77, 78]. The WGM resonator can be driven from both
sides, where the optical driving fields from the waveguide are
coupled into and out of the WGM resonator via evanescent
coupling.

In addition, we consider two different scenarios for the driv-
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ing fields applied from the CW and CCW input directions,
respectively. For the CCW input case, a coherent driving
field with frequency ωd/2 and a two-photon parametric driv-
ing field with frequency ωd are simultaneously applied to the
waveguide. In this situation, in a rotating reference frame with
respect to the driving frequency ωd/2, the Hamiltonian of the
whole system can be expressed as (setting ℏ = 1)

Ĥ⟲ =Ĥsys + Ĥdr,⟲,

Ĥsys =∆câ
†
⟲â⟲ +

∑
j=1,2

[ωm,j

2
(p̂2j + q̂2j )− gj â

†
⟲â⟲q̂j

]
+ χq̂1q̂2,

Ĥdr,⟲ =Ξd(e
−iθd â†2⟲ + eiθd â2⟲) + iεd,⟲(â

†
⟲ − â⟲), (1)

where â⟲ (â†⟲) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the
CCW mode, while q̂j and p̂j are the dimensionless displace-
ment and momentum operators of the jth mechanical mode,
respectively. ∆c = ωc − ωd/2 denotes the optical detuning,
and ωc is the resonance frequency of the CCW (CW) mode.
gj = (ωc/R)

√
ℏ/mjωm,j is the single-photon COM cou-

pling strength, with R the bottle radius and mj the effective
mass of the jth mechanical mode. χ is the mechanical cou-
pling strength. Ξd and θd are the amplitude and phase of the
two-photon parametric driving field. The amplitude of the co-
herent driving field is given by |εd,⟲| =

√
2κPd/ℏωd, where

Pd is the input laser power and κ is the optical decay rate.
After performing the Bogoliubov transformation with a uni-

tary operator, S(ηd) = exp[(−ηdâ†2⟲ + η∗d â
2
⟲)/2], a squeezed

optical mode âs,⟲ can be introduced, i.e.,

S†(ηd)â⟲S(ηd) = cosh(rd)âs,⟲ − e−iθd sinh(rd)â
†
s,⟲, (2)

where ηd = rde
−iθd is the complex squeezing parameter, with

a squeezing strength rd and a squeezing reference angle θd.
Hence, by dropping the constant terms, the effective Hamilto-
nian of the total system in the squeezing picture is derived as
[see Appendix A for more details]

ˆ̃H⟲ =ωsâ
†
s,⟲âs,⟲ +

∑
j=1,2

[ωm,j

2
(p̂2j + q̂2j )− ζs,j â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲q̂j

+
ζp,j
2

(e−iθd â†2s,⟲ + eiθd â2s,⟲)q̂j − Fj q̂j

]
+ χq̂1q̂2

+ iεd,⟲ sinh(rd)(e
−iθd â†s,⟲ − eiθd âs,⟲)

+ iεd,⟲ cosh(rd)(â
†
s,⟲ − âs,⟲), (3)

where ωs = (∆c − 2Ξd) exp(2rd) is the effective resonance
frequency of the squeezed optical mode. ζs,j = gj cosh(2rd)
and ζp,j = gj sinh(2rd) are the effective COM coupling
strength for the jth mechanical mode induced by the radia-
tion pressure and the parametric amplification, respectively.
Fj = gj sinh

2(rd) denotes the strength of the constant me-
chanical driving force exerted on the jth mechanical mode,
which is caused by the parametric amplification.

As discussed in the preceding studies [29, 56, 71, 72, 79],
by adjusting the squeezing parameters with respect to the
two-photon parametric driving field, the effective light-matter

interaction can be manipulated and enhanced in a control-
lable way. However, it is worth emphasizing that when
the squeezed optical mode is coupled to a normal vacuum
reservoir, the optical dissipation will be inevitably ampli-
fied in the meantime, thus leading to its quantum decoher-
ence. To eliminate such optical dissipation induced by the
intracavity squeezing, one can apply a broadband squeezed-
vacuum reservoir that is phase-matched with the squeezed op-
tical mode, i.e., the squeezing strength re and phase θe of
this reservoir satisfying the relationships re − rd = 0 and
θe − θd = ±nπ (n = 1, 3, 5, . . .). Note that the injection of
this required broadband squeezed-vacuum reservoir has been
reported through using an optical parametric amplifier [80].
Additionally, given that the two mechanical modes are cou-
pled with two independent thermal reservoirs at same bath
temperature T , the Born-Markovian master equation describ-
ing the dynamics of the whole system in the squeezing picture
can be derived as [see Appendix B for more details]

˙̃ρ⟲=i
[
ρ̃⟲,

ˆ̃H⟲

]
+
κ

2
D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲−

∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ̃⟲}]

+γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ̃⟲]]) , (4)

where

D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲ = 2âs,⟲ρ̃⟲â
†
s,⟲ − (â†s,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲ + ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲)

(5)

is the Lindblad operator, while [·, ·] and {·, ·} denote the
commutator and anti-commutator, respectively. ρ̃⟲ =
S†(ηd)ρ⟲S(ηd) is the density operator with respect to the
CCW input case in the squeezing picture, with ρ⟳ the as-
sociated density operator in the original picture. γm,j is
the damping rate of the jth mechanical mode, and n̄m,j =
1/[exp(ωm,j/kBT ) − 1] is the corresponding mean thermal
phonon excitation number, with kB the Boltzmann constant.

For the CW input case, there is merely a coherent driving
field with frequency ωd/2 applied to the waveguide. In this
situation, the Hamiltonian of the whole system reads

Ĥ⟳ =Ĥsys + Ĥdr,⟳,

Ĥsys =∆câ
†
⟳â⟳ +

∑
j=1,2

[ωm,j

2
(p̂2j + q̂2j )− gj â

†
⟳â⟳q̂j

]
+ χq̂1q̂2,

Ĥdr,⟳ =iεd,⟳(â
†
⟳ − â⟳), (6)

and the associated Born-Markovian master equation is given
by [81]

ρ̇⟳=i
[
ρ⟳, Ĥ⟳

]
+
κ

2
D[â⟳]ρ⟳−

∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ⟳}]

+γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ⟳]]) , (7)

where â⟳ (â†⟳) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the
CW mode, and ρ⟳ is the density operator with respect to the
CW input case. Note that in the absence of the two-photon
parametric driving field, the Bogoliubov transformation has
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no influence on the system dynamics. Therefore, we apply
a normal vacuum reservoir to the CW mode and analyze the
dynamical evolution of this system in the original picture.

Comparing the two input scenarios, one can find that the
primary distinction of their Hamiltonians and master equa-
tions lies in the injection of the two-photon parametric driving
field and the squeezed-vacuum reservoir. It is seen that when
setting rd = re = 0 for the CCW input case, it will be equiva-
lent to that of the CW case. In fact, because of this directional
injection of quantum squeezing, the time-reversal symmetry
of this system turns to be broken when interchanging the in-
put direction of the coherent driving field, thus leading to the
nonreciprocal features of this system. Hereafter, based on this
characteristics, we merely show how to solve the system dy-
namics with respect to the CCW input case. For studying the
CW input case, one can just set rd = re = 0 for the CCW in-
put case, and alter the index of the corresponding parameters
and operators from ⟲ to ⟳.

For the CCW input case, due to the nonlinear COM interac-
tions in Hamiltonian (3), the system dynamics is difficult to be
directly solved. In order to deal with this problem, one can lin-
earize the Hamiltonian by expanding each operator as a sum
of its steady-state mean value and a small quantum fluctuation
around it under the condition of strong coherent optical driv-
ing, i.e., âs,⟲ = ās,⟲ + δâs,⟲, q̂j = q̄j + δq̂j , p̂j = p̄j + δp̂j .
The steady-state mean values of the optical and mechanical
modes can be derived by using the master equation (4), i.e.,

ās,⟳ =−
(i∆s −

κ

2
)A1 + iA2βp

(∆2
s +

κ2

4
)− β2

p

εd,⟲,

q̄1 =
ωm,2B1 − χB2

ωm,1ωm,2 − χ2
, p̄1 = 0,

q̄2 =
ωm,1B2 − χB1

ωm,1ωm,2 − χ2
, p̄2 = 0, (8)

with

αs = e−iθd ā∗2s,⟲ + eiθd ā2s,⟲,

βs = ζs,1q̄1 + ζs,2q̄2,

βp = ζp,1q̄1 + ζp,2q̄2,

∆s = ωs − βs,

A1 = cosh(rd) + sinh(rd)e
−iθd ,

A2 = cosh(rd)e
−iθd + sinh(rd),

B1 = ζs,1|ās,⟲|2 −
ζp,1
2
αs + F1,

B2 = ζs,2|ās,⟲|2 −
ζp,2
2
αs + F2. (9)

Equation (8) indicates that the field amplitude ās,⟲ is not only
dependent on the strength of the coherent driving field, but
also relies on the squeezing strength and reference angle of
the squeezed optical mode. This allows us to regulate the
COM coupling strength and break the optical reciprocity of
the system by adjusting the squeezing parameters. Moreover,
it is also seen that the mean values of the mechanical displace-
ment q̄j are coupled to each other by a factor of χ, which is

due to the phonon hopping process between the two mechan-
ical modes.

Then, by substituting the expansions of the quantum op-
erators into the Hamiltonian (3), one can directly derive the
linearized Hamiltonian as

ˆ̃Hlin,⟲ =∆sâ
†
s,⟲âs,⟲ +

∑
j=1,2

[ωm,j

2
(p̂2j + q̂2j )

−(Λj â
†
s,⟲ + Λ∗

j âs,⟲)q̂j

]
+ χq̂1q̂2, (10)

and the associated master equation as

˙̃ρ⟲=i
[
ρ̃⟲, H̃lin,⟲

]
+
κ

2
D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲−

∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ̃⟲}]

+γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ̃⟲]]) , (11)

where

Λj = Gj cosh(2rd)−G∗
j sinh(2rd)e

−iθd (12)

is the effective COM coupling rate, with Gj = gj ās,⟲. For
notational convenience, we have neglected the symbol “δ” in
the expression of quantum fluctuation operators in Eqs. (10)
and (11). We also emphasize that in the weak COM cou-
pling regime, the steady-state mean value of the optical mode
is much larger than those of the mechanical modes, i.e.,
|ās,⟲| ≫ |q̄j |. Under this condition, we have ignored the
terms â2s,⟲ and â†2s,⟲ in Hamiltonian (10), whose coefficient βp
is dominated by q̄j . In the following discussions, for ensuring
the validity of Hamiltonian (10), the system parameters have
been strictly restricted to satisfy the condition of weak COM
coupling.

Since the system dynamics is linearized now and the input
noises for the optical and mechanical modes are Gaussian, the
steady state of the system, independently of any initial state,
could eventually evolve into a tripartite zero-mean Gaussian
state, whose statistic is fully characterized by a 6 × 6 covari-
ance matrix (CM) V with its matrix element

Vkl = ⟨ψkψl + ψlψk⟩/2, (k, l = 1, 2, . . . , 6). (13)

Here ψ = (X̂, Ŷ , q̂1, p̂1, q̂2, p̂2)
T is the vector of optical and

mechanical quadrature operators, with its components defined
by

X̂ =
1√
2

(
â†s,⟲ + âs,⟲

)
, Ŷ =

i√
2

(
â†s,⟲ − âs,⟲

)
. (14)

Employing the master equation (11), one can obtain the dy-
namics of arbitrary quantum correlation between the optical
and mechanical quadrature operators in the CM V . In terms
of optical bosonic operator, we define the following quantum
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FIG. 2. Squeezing-induced nonreciprocal bipartite and tripartite entanglement. The logarithmic negativity E
a|m1
N (a), Ea|m2

N (b), Em1|m2
N (c),

and the minimum residual contangle Rmin
τ (d) for opposite optical input directions are plotted as functions of the scaled optical detuning

∆c/ωm. The left panels of these figures show the bipartite and tripartite entanglement with respect to two specific squeezing reference angles
of θd = 0.75π and π, respectively, with rd = 0.3. The right panels show in detail the dependence of such entanglement on squeezing reference
angle θd.

correlation functions

x1 = ⟨â†s,⟲âs,⟲⟩, x2 = ⟨âs,⟲â†s,⟲⟩, x3 = ⟨q̂1q̂1⟩,
x4 = ⟨p̂1p̂1⟩, x5 = ⟨q̂2q̂2⟩, x6 = ⟨p̂2p̂2⟩,

x7 = ⟨âs,⟲âs,⟲⟩, x8 = ⟨â†s,⟲â
†
s,⟲⟩, x9 = ⟨q̂1p̂1⟩,

x10 = ⟨p̂1q̂1⟩, x11 = ⟨q̂2p̂2⟩, x12 = ⟨p̂2q̂2⟩,

x13 = ⟨âs,⟲q̂1⟩, x14 = ⟨â†s,⟲q̂1⟩, x15 = ⟨âs,⟲p̂1⟩,

x16 = ⟨â†s,⟲p̂1⟩, x17 = ⟨âs,⟲q̂2⟩, x18 = ⟨â†s,⟲q̂2⟩,

x19 = ⟨âs,⟲p̂2⟩, x20 = ⟨â†s,⟲p̂2⟩, x21 = ⟨q̂1q̂2⟩,
x22 = ⟨p̂1p̂2⟩, x23 = ⟨q̂1p̂2⟩, x24 = ⟨q̂2p̂1⟩. (15)

By grouping together them in a vector, X =
(x1, x2, . . . , x24)

T , one can obtain its time evolution
equation as

d

dt
X =M ·X +N, (16)

where

N = [0, κ, 0, 2γm,1n̄m,1, 0, 2γm,2n̄m,2, 0, 0,

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0]
T
, (17)

is a vector involving the correlation functions for the input
quantum noises. Here the exact expression for the coeffi-
cient matrix M and the detailed derivation process of the time

evolution equation (16) are too cumbersome, and, for conve-
nience, we have reported them in Appendix C. Notably, by
numerically solving Eq. (16) and using the relations between
bosonic operators and quadrature operators, one can directly
obtain the steady-state CM V .

Regarding the verification of bipartite and tripartite entan-
glement, we adopt the logarithmic negativityEN and the min-
imum residual contangle Rmin

τ as the quantitative entangle-
ment measures, respectively, which are defined based on spec-
ifying the positivity of the partial transpose of the CM V . For
continuous-variable (CV) bipartite Gaussian state, the loga-
rithmic negativity Eµ|ν

N is defined as [15]

E
µ|ν
N =max

[
0,− ln(2η−0 )

]
, (18)

where η−0 ≡2−1/2{Σ(Vµν)− [Σ(Vµν)
2 − 4 detVµν ]

1/2}1/2 ,
with Σ(Vµν)≡detAµ + detBν − 2 det Cµν , is the minimum
symplectic eigenvalue of the partial transpose of a reduced
4×4 CM Vµν . The reduced CM Vµν contains the entries of V
associated with the selected bipartition µ and ν, and it can be
obtained by removing the rows and columns of the unwanted
modes in V , whose 2× 2 block form is given by

Vµν =

(
Aµ Cµν
CT
µν Bν

)
. (19)

Equation (18) quantifies how much the positivity of the partial
transpose condition for separability is violated for the con-
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sidered Gaussian states, and it is equivalent to Simon’s nec-
essary and sufficient entanglement nonpositive partial trans-
pose criterion (or the related Peres-Horodecki criterion) [14].
The selected bipartition µ and ν gets entangled if and only if
η−0 < 1/2, where EN has a nonzero value. To further con-
firm the presence and directionality of Gaussian steering be-
tween the two entangled bipartition µ and ν, we introduce an
intuitive and computable quantification of quantum steerabil-
ity [17], which is defined as

Gµ→ν =max

[
0,

1

2
ln

detAµ

4 detVµν

]
,

Gν→µ =max

[
0,

1

2
ln

detBν

4 detVµν

]
. (20)

Gµ→ν > 0 (Gν→µ > 0) implies that the bipartite Gaussian
state characterized by CM Vµν is steerable from mode µ (ν) to
mode ν (µ) through Gaussian measurements on mode µ (ν),
where a higher value of G represents the stronger Gaussian
steerability.

The minimum residual contangle, Rmin
τ , which provides a

bona fide quantification of CV tripartite entanglement, is de-
fined as [16]

Rmin
τ = min

(r,s,t)

[
Er|st

τ − Er|s
τ − Er|t

τ

]
, (21)

where (r, s, t) denotes all the possible permutations of the
three-mode indexes. E

µ|ν
τ is the contangle of subsystems

of µ (µ contains one mode) and ν (ν contains one or two
modes), which can be defined by a proper entanglement
monotone, e.g., the squared logarithmic negativity. Based on
Eq. (18), the one-mode-vs-one-mode contangle Er|s

τ and Er|t
τ

can be directly obtained by employing its definition, namely,
E

µ|ν
τ ≡ [E

µ|ν
N ]2. However, when calculating the one-mode-

vs-two-modes contangle Er|st
τ , one must alter the basic def-

inition of Eq. (18) by rewriting the definition of η−0 as given
by η−0 ≡ min [eig|iΩ3Ṽr|st|], where η−0 becomes the mini-
mum symplectic eigenvalue of the partial transpose of a 6× 6
CM V , with Ω3 = ⊕3

k=1iσy and σy the y-Pauli matrix. Ṽr|st
corresponds to the partial transpose of V , which connects to
V with the relation of Ṽr|st = Pr|stV Pr|st, and Pr|st =
diag(1,−1, 1, 1, 1, 1) is the partial transposition matrix. In
terms of Es|rt

τ and E
t|sr
τ , the corresponding partial trans-

pose matrices are given by Ps|rt = diag(1, 1, 1,−1, 1, 1) and
Pt|sr = diag(1, 1, 1, 1, 1,−1), respectively. In addition, ac-
cording to the Coffman-Kundu-Wootters monogamy inequal-
ity for quantum entanglement, we also note that the residual
contangle is required to satisfy the following monogamy con-
dition, i.e., Er|st

τ − E
r|s
τ − E

r|t
τ ≥ 0, which means that the

bipartite entanglement between the partition r and the remain-
ing two partitions st is never smaller than the sum of the r|s
and r|t bipartite entanglements in the reduced states. As such,
if there are nonzero values of the minimum residual contangle,
i.e., Rmin

τ > 0, one can verify that the full tripartite entangle-
ment is present for the CV system.

III. NONRECIPROCAL MANIPULATION OF QUANTUM
ENTANGLEMENT AND EPR STEERING

Now we start to investigate the behaviors of quantum en-
tanglement and EPR steering in regards to the coherent driv-
ing fields input from the CW and CCW direction in our
proposed scheme. For this purpose, we evaluate the entan-
glement measures by numerically solving the dynamics of
the steady-state CM V (16) within the following parameters:
κ/2π = 1750 Hz, ωm/2π = 1945 Hz, γm/2π = 195 Hz,
g1/2π = 214 Hz, g2/2π = 321 Hz, χ/2π = 292 Hz, n̄m =
0.9, θe = 0, which is partially chosen from a recent experi-
ment [76]. Note that, for simplicity and without loss of gen-
erality, we have supposed that the two mechanical modes are
identical, i.e, ωm,1 = ωm,2 = ωm, γm,1 = γm,2 = γm,
n̄m,1 = n̄m,2 = n̄m, while their COM coupling strength are
asymmetric, i.e., g2/g1 = 1.5. This condition is convenient
for producing quantum entanglement and EPR steering.

We first present how to achieve nonreciprocal bipartite and
tripartite entanglement by leveraging a directional two-photon
parametric driving field. Figure 2 shows the logarithmic nega-
tivity Ea|m1

N , Ea|m2
N , Em1|m2

N and the minimum residual contan-
gle Rmin

τ for opposite optical input directions as functions of
the scaled optical detuning ∆c/ωm. Here Ea|mj

N corresponds
to the logarithmic negativity of the bipartition of the optical
mode and the jth mechanical mode, whileEm1|m2

N corresponds
to that of the bipartition of the two mechanical modes. In
terms of the CW input case, as shown in the left panels of
Figs. 2(a)-2(d), it is seen that in the absence of a two-photon
parametric driving field, i.e., rd = re = 0, all of the logarith-
mic negativityEa|m1

N , Ea|m2
N , Em1|m2

N and the minimum residual
contangle Rmin

τ are null within the considered optical detun-
ing (yellow dashed curve), indicating that there is no bipartite
and tripartite entanglement in this system when only applying
a coherent driving field. In contrast, for the CCW input case,
it is seen that in the presence of a two-photon parametric driv-
ing field (with, e.g., squeezing strength rd = re = 0.3), the
profiles of Ea|m1

N , Ea|m2
N , Em1|m2

N and Rmin
τ are all characterized

by a sharp peak around the optical detuning at COM reso-
nance ∆c/ωm ∼ 1. Meanwhile, as shown in the right panels
of Figs. 2(a)-2(d), the bipartite and tripartite entanglement are
also sensitive to the variation of the squeezing reference an-
gle θd, which all reach their maximum values at an optimal
phase angle of θd = π. This result is consistent with that of
the previous study [29], in which it reveals that the maximum
COM interaction and the minimum optical noise are both ob-
tained under the phase-matched condition with re − rd = 0
and θe − θd = ±nπ (n = 1, 3, 5, . . .), resulting in an en-
hanced COM entanglement. By comparing these results of
the CW and CCW input cases, one can intuitively find that
by applying a directional two-photon parametric driving field
with a proper squeezing phase, the nonreciprocal generation
and manipulation of bipartite and tripartite entanglement can
be achieved, namely, such entanglement can emerge only for
one specific optical input direction when reversing the coher-
ent driving field. Physically, the mechanism behind these re-
sults is that the directional input of a two-photon parametric
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FIG. 3. Squeezing-induced nonreciprocal EPR steering. The quantum steerability Ga→m1 (a), Gm1→a (b), Gm1→m2 (c), and Gm2→m1 (d) for
opposite optical input directions are plotted as as functions of the scaled optical detuning ∆c/ωm under different squeezing parameter rd.
With the increase of rd, EPR steering can be stepwise driven from no-way regime, one-way regime to two-way regime for the CCW input case
but not for the CW input case, indicating the achievement of nonreciprocal EPR steering.

driving field allows one to regulate the effective COM cou-
pling strength for the CW and CCW modes in an asymmetric
way, by which one can break the time-reversal symmetry of
this system. This feature of the system provides a flexible
tool to tailor the parameter condition for entanglement gener-
ation based on its optical input direction. Consequently, when
preparing the system under a directional entanglement gen-
eration condition, nonreciprocal bipartite and tripartite entan-
glement will be achieved.

After having established nonreciprocal entanglement, we
further show how to manipulate the directionality of EPR
steering. In Fig. 3, we plot the quantum steerability Ga→m1 ,
Gm1→a, Gm1→m2 and Gm2→m1 as a function of the scaled op-
tical detuning ∆c/ωm under different squeezing parameter
rd. Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show the EPR steering between
the optical mode and the mechanical mode for opposite op-
tical input directions. For the CW input case (rd = re = 0),
since the optomechanical entanglement is absent, EPR steer-
ing, as a stronger quantum correlaiton, can also not be pro-
duced, where Ga→m1 and Gm1→a always keep zero with the
variation of the controlling parameters [see scattered dotted
curve in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)]. For the CCW input case, due to
the introduction of the squeezed optical mode and the emer-
gence of the optomechanical entanglement, one can create
an asymmetric and directional EPR steering by adjusting the
squeezing parameters. For instance, it is seen that although
when choosing θd = π and some small values of rd, such
as rd = 0.15, the EPR steering still does not exist for both
a → m1 and m1 → a, i.e., Ga→m1 = Gm1→a = 0 [solid
curve in the top panels of Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)]. However,
when the squeezing strength rd is continued to be raised, the

value of Ga→m1 will become nonzero and monotonically in-
crease, resulting in an asymmetric one-way EPR steering with
Ga→m1 > 0 and Gm1→a = 0. Moreover, we also show the
EPR steering between the two mechanical modes for oppo-
site optical input directions in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). For the CW
input case, there is no EPR steering for both m1 → m2 and
m2 → m1, i.e., Gm1→m2 = Gm2→m1 = 0 [see scattered dot-
ted curve in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d)], which is similar to the case
discussed above for the optomechanical bipartition. For the
CCW input case, accompanied by the occurrence of entan-
glement, we can get rich properties of EPR steering, where
the overall state’s asymmetry is stepwise driven through the
no-way regime (Gm1→m2 = Gm2→m1 = 0), one-way regime
(Gm1→m2 = 0 but Gm2→m1 > 0), and finally two-way regime
(Gm1→m2 > 0 and Gm2→m1 > 0) with the increase of the
squeezing strength rd. From the above discussions, it is found
that EPR steering can be generated and manipulated only for
the CCW input case but not for the CW input case, which im-
plies the achievement of nonreciprocal EPR steering. These
results can be understood as follows: The proposed three-
mode COM system has a bilinear cyclic coupling among the
optical mode and the two mechanical modes. For an arbitrary
bipartition µ and ν, apart from their direct interaction, there
is also an indirect interaction induced by their coupling to the
third intermediate mode. Both direct and indirect interaction
paths can generate EPR steering between µ and ν, whose su-
perposition may induce quantum interference effect that de-
pends on the relative phase and strength of the two interaction
paths. As discussed previously, by applying a directional two
two-photon parametric driving field, one can manipulate the
COM coupling strength in an asymmetric way. In this case,
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the relative strength of the two interaction paths for any bipar-
tition of this system is influenced, based on which the manip-
ulation of the directionality of EPR steering can be achieved
by tuning the squeezing strength.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have presented how to generate and manip-
ulate squeezing-induced nonreciprocal quantum entanglement
and asymmetric EPR steering in a three-mode COM system
consisting of a bottle WGM resonator, an optical waveguide,
and a tapered glass-fiber nanospike. The WGM resonator sup-
ports two counterpropagating optical modes, which are un-
coupled and degenerate. The coherent driving field from the
waveguide is coupled into and out of the WGM resonator via
evanescent coupling. Moreover, when placing the nanospike
close to the WGM resonator, it excites two mechanical modes
due to the COM interaction induced by the WGM evanescent
field, whose vibrating directions are orthogonal or parallel to
the resonator surface. First, we show that when applying an
additional two-photon parametric driving field for one specific
input direction of the WGM resonator with a phase-matched
squeezed vacuum reservoir, one can introduce a squeezed op-
tical mode and an enhanced COM interaction in this input
direction. This directional injection of quantum squeezing
breaks the time-reversal symmetry of the system, and it allows
one to tailor the parameter condition for entanglement genera-
tion with respect to its optical input direction, which is essen-
tial for achieving quantum nonreciprocity. Second, based on
this unique feature of the system, we find that when reversing
the input direction of the coherent driving field, quantum en-
tanglement and the associated EPR steering is regulated in an
asymmetric way, whereby a controllable nonreciprocal gen-
eration and manipulation of quantum entanglement and EPR
steering is achieved. More interestingly, it is also found that
by properly tuning the squeezing parameters, the direction-
ality of EPR steering can be well controlled. According to
this, we further show that with the increase of the squeezing
strength, EPR steering can be stepwise driven from no-way
regime, one-way regime to two-way regime. These results
might open up new perspectives for the experimental gener-
ation and application of nonreciprocal bipartite and tripartite
entanglement and asymmetric EPR steering as a precious re-
source for a variety of nascent quantum technologies ranging
from one-sided device-independent quantum key distribution
to no-cloning quantum teleportation [9–13].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the effective Hamiltonian

To diagonalize the optical mode of Hamiltonian (1), one can
perform a unitary Bogoliubov transformation with S(ηd) =

exp[(−ηdâ†2⟲ + η∗d â
2
⟲)/2], where ηd = rde

−iθd is a complex
squeezing parameter with rd the squeezing strength and θd the
squeezing reference angle. By implementing this Bogoliubov
transformation, a squeezed optical mode is introduced and the
system Hamiltonian (1) becomes

ˆ̃H⟲ =S†(ηd)Ĥ⟲S(ηd)

=
ωm,1

2
(p̂21 + q̂21) +

ωm,2

2
(p̂22 + q̂22) + χq̂1q̂2

+ [∆c cosh(2rd)− 2Ξd sinh(2rd)] â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲

+

[
Ξd cosh(2rd)−

∆c

2
sinh(2rd)

]
e−iθd â†2s,⟲

+

[
Ξd cosh(2rd)−

∆c

2
sinh(2rd)

]
eiθd â2s,⟲

− g1 cosh(2rd)â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲q̂1 − g2 cosh(2rd)â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲q̂2

+
1

2
g1 sinh(2rd)(e

−iθd â†2s,⟲ + eiθd â2s,⟲)q̂1

+
1

2
g2 sinh(2rd)(e

−iθd â†2s,⟲ + eiθd â2s,⟲)q̂2

− g1 sinh
2(rd)q̂1 − g2 sinh

2(rd)q̂2

+ iεd,⟲ cosh(rd)(â
†
s,⟲ − âs,⟲)

+ iεd,⟲ sinh(rd)(e
−iθd â†s,⟲ − eiθd âs,⟲)

+ ∆c sinh
2(rd)− Ξd sinh(2rd). (A1)

By setting the coefficients of the quadratic terms â†2s,⟲ and
â2s,⟲ to be zero, i.e.,

∆c cosh(2rd)− 2Ξd sinh(2rd) = 0, (A2)
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we have rd = (1/4) ln[(∆c+2Ξd)/(∆c−2Ξd)]. Correspond-
ingly, the effective Hamiltonian of the system is obtained as

ˆ̃H⟲ =ωsâ
†
s,⟲âs,⟲ +

ωm,1

2
(p̂21 + q̂21) +

ωm,2

2
(p̂22 + q̂22)

− ζs,1â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲q̂1 +

ζp,1
2

(e−iθd â†2s,⟲ + eiθd â2s,⟲)q̂1

− ζs,2â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲q̂2 +

ζp,2
2

(e−iθd â†2s,⟲ + eiθd â2s,⟲)q̂2

−F1q̂1−F2q̂2+χq̂1q̂2+iεd,⟲cosh(rd)(â
†
s,⟲−âs,⟲)

+ iεd,⟲ sinh(rd)(e
−iθd â†s,⟲ − eiθd âs,⟲) + C, (A3)

where

ωs=∆c cosh(2rd)−2Ξd sinh(2rd)=(∆c−2Ξd) exp(2rd),

ζs,j =
gj∆c√
∆2

c − 4Ξ2
d

= gj cosh(2rd),

ζp,j =
2gjΞd√
∆2

c − 4Ξ2
d

= gj sinh(2rd),

Fj = gj sinh
2(rd), C = ∆c sinh

2(rd)− Ξd sinh(2rd).
(A4)

Appendix B: Derivation of the effective master equation under
phase-matched condition

For the CCW input case, to eliminate the optical dissipa-
tion induced by the intracavity squeezing, we consider the in-
jection of a broadband squeezed optical field in this direction,
which can act as a squeezed-vacuum reservoir. We assume
the squeezed optical field, with squeezing strength re and ref-
erence phase angle θe, is around the central frequency ωc. Be-
sides, the two mechanical modes are assumed to be coupled
with two independent thermal reservoirs at the same bath tem-
perature T . Then, including the dissipations of the optical and
mechanical modes, the dynamics of the total system in the
original picture is governed by the Born-Markovian master
equation [81]

ρ̇⟲ =i
[
ρ⟲, Ĥ⟲

]
+
κ

2
(Ne + 1)D[â⟲]ρ⟲ +

κ

2
NeD[â†⟲]ρ⟲

− κ

2
MeG[â⟲]ρ⟲ − κ

2
M∗

e G[â
†
⟲]ρ⟲

−
∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ⟲}] + γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ⟲]]

)
,

(B1)

where

D[â⟲]ρ⟲ = 2â⟲ρ⟲â
†
⟲ − (â†⟲â⟲ρ⟲ + ρ⟲â

†
⟲â⟲),

G[â⟲]ρ⟲ = 2â⟲ρ⟲â⟲ − (â⟲â⟲ρ⟲ + ρ⟲â⟲â⟲), (B2)

and κ (γm,j) is the optical (mechanical) decay rate. n̄m,j =
1/[exp(ωm,j/kBT )−1] is the thermal phonon number, while
Ne = sinh2(re) and Me = cosh(re) sinh(re)e

iθe describe
the dissipation and the two-photon correlation of the cavity
field caused by the squeezed-vacuum reservoir, respectively.

By introducing the Bogoliubov transformation in Eq. (2),
the Lindblad operators becomes

S†(ηd)D[â⟲]ρ⟲S(ηd)

=2 cosh2(rd)âs,⟲ρ̃⟲â
†
s,⟲ + 2 sinh2(rd)â

†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲âs,⟲

− sinh(2rd)(e
−iθd â†s,⟲ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲ + eiθd âs,⟲ρ̃⟲âs,⟲)

−
[
cosh2(rd)â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲ + sinh2(rd)âs,⟲â

†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲

− sinh(rd) cosh(rd)(e
−iθd â†s,⟲â

†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲ + eiθd âs,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲)

]
−

[
cosh2(rd)ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲ + sinh2(rd)ρ̃⟲âs,⟲â

†
s,⟲

− sinh(rd) cosh(rd)(e
−iθd ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲â

†
s,⟲ + eiθd ρ̃⟲âs,⟲âs,⟲)

]
,

S†(ηd)G[â⟲]ρ⟲S(ηd)

=2e−2iθd sinh2(rd)â
†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲ + 2 cosh2(rd)âs,⟲ρ̃⟲âs,⟲

− e−iθd sinh(2rd)(â
†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲âs,⟲ + âs,⟲ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲)

−
[
e−2iθd sinh2(rd)â

†
s,⟲â

†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲ + cosh2(rd)âs,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲

−e−iθd sinh(rd) cosh(rd)(â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲ + âs,⟲â

†
s,⟲ρ̃⟲)

]
−

[
e−2iθd sinh2(rd)ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲â

†
s,⟲ + cosh2(rd)ρ̃⟲âs,⟲âs,⟲

−e−iθd sinh(rd) cosh(rd)(ρ̃⟲â
†
s,⟲âs,⟲ + ρ̃⟲âs,⟲â

†
s,⟲)

]
.

(B3)

In this case, the effective Born-Markovian master equation
could be rewritten as
˙̃ρ⟲ =S†(ηd)ρ̇⟲S(ηd)

=i
[
ρ̃⟲,

ˆ̃H⟲
]
+
κ

2
(Ns + 1)D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲ +

κ

2
NsD[â†s,⟲]ρ̃⟲

− κ

2
MsG[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲ − κ

2
M∗

s G[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲

−
∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ̃⟲}] + γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ̃⟲]]

)
,

(B4)

where

Ns =sinh2(rd) cosh
2(re) + cosh2(rd) sinh

2(re)

+
1

2
cos(θe − θd) sinh(2rd) sinh(2re),

Ms =e
iθd [cosh(rd) cosh(re) + e−i(θe−θd) sinh(rd) sinh(re)]

× [sinh(rd) cosh(re) + ei(θe−θd) cosh(rd) sinh(re)].
(B5)

Here Ns and Ms denote the effective thermal noise and two-
photon-correlation strength, respectively, which can be sim-
plified in case of rd = re = r, i.e.,

Ns =
1

2
sinh2(2r)[1 + cos(θe − θd)],

Ms =
1

2
eiθd sinh(2r)[1 + ei(θe−θd)]

× [cosh2(r) + e−i(θe−θd) sinh2(r)]. (B6)
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Obviously, the thermal noise Ns and the two-photon-
correlation strength Ms can be completely eliminated by
choosing rp = re and θe − θd = ±nπ(n = 1, 3, 5...), i.e.,
Ns = Ms = 0. As discussed in Ref. [], the reservoir of the
original optical mode is squeezed along the axis with angle
θe
2

. In the basis of the squeezed optical mode âs,⟲, this ef-

fect can be canceled by the squeezing (along axis
θd
2

) induced
by the parametric amplification of â⟲, when rp = re and
θe + θd = ±nπ(n = 1, 3, 5...), yielding the phase-matched
condition. This means the squeezed-vacuum reservoir of â⟲
corresponds to an effective vacuum reservoir of âs,⟲ under
the phase-matched condition. In this case, the effective Born-
Markovian master equation is derived as

˙̃ρ⟲=i
[
ρ̃⟲,

ˆ̃H⟲

]
+
κ

2
D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲−

∑
j=1,2

(
i
γm,j

2
[q̂j , {p̂j , ρ̃⟲}]

+γm,j n̄m,j [q̂j , [q̂j , ρ̃⟲]]) , (B7)

where

D[âs,⟲]ρ̃⟲ = 2âs,⟲ρ̃⟲â
†
s,⟲ − (â†s,⟲âs,⟲ρ̃⟲ + ρ̃⟲â

†
s,⟲âs,⟲)

(B8)

are the effective Lindblad operators, while [·, ·] and {·, ·} de-
note the commutator and anti-commutator, respectively.

Appendix C: Derivation of the dynamics of the quantum
correlation function

By employing the linearized effective master equation (11),
the dynamics of the quantum correlation function in the vector
X can be derived as

ẋ1 = −κx1 + iΛ1x14 − iΛ∗
1x13 + iΛ2x18 − iΛ∗

2x17, (C1)

ẋ2 =− κx2 + iΛ1x14 − iΛ∗
1x13 + iΛ2x18 − iΛ∗

2x17 + κ,
(C2)

ẋ3 = 2ωm,1x9 + 2ωm,1x10, (C3)

ẋ4 =− 2γm,1x4 − 2ωm,1x9 − 2ωm,1x10 + 2Λ1x16

+ 2Λ∗
1x15 − 2χx24 + 2γm,1n̄m,1, (C4)

ẋ5 = 2ωm,2x11 + 2ωm,2x12, (C5)

ẋ6 =− 2γm,2x6 − 2ωm,2x11 − 2ωm,2x12 + 2Λ2x20

+ 2Λ∗
2x19 − 2χx23 + 2γm,2n̄m,2, (C6)

ẋ7 = −(2i∆s + κ)x7 + 2iΛ1x13 + 2iΛ2x17, (C7)

ẋ8 = (2i∆s − κ)x8 − 2iΛ∗
1x14 − 2iΛ∗

2x18, (C8)

ẋ9 =− γm,1

2
x9 −

γm,1

2
x10 + ωm,1x4 − ωm,1x3

− χx21 + Λ1x14 + Λ∗
1x13, (C9)

ẋ10 =− γm,1

2
x10 −

γm,1

2
x9 + ωm,1x4 − ωm,1x3

− χx21 + Λ1x14 + Λ∗
1x13, (C10)

ẋ11 =− γm,2

2
x11 −

γm,2

2
x12 + ωm,2x6 − ωm,2x5

− χx21 + Λ2x18 + Λ∗
2x17, (C11)

ẋ12 =− γm,2

2
x12 −

γm,2

2
x11 + ωm,2x6 − ωm,2x5

− χx21 + Λ2x18 + Λ∗
2x17, (C12)

ẋ13 = −
(
i∆s +

κ

2

)
x13 + ωm,1x15 + iΛ1x3 + iΛ2x21,

(C13)

ẋ14 =
(
i∆s −

κ

2

)
x14 + ωm,1x16 − iΛ∗

1x3 − iΛ∗
2x21,

(C14)

ẋ15 =−
(
i∆s + γm,1 +

κ

2

)
x15 − ωm,1x13 + iΛ1x10

+ iΛ2x24 − χx17, (C15)

ẋ16 =
(
i∆s − γm,1 −

κ

2

)
x16 − ωm,1x14 − iΛ∗

1x10

− iΛ∗
2x24 − χx18, (C16)

ẋ17 = −
(
i∆s +

κ

2

)
x17 + ωm,1x19 + iΛ1x21 + iΛ2x5,

(C17)

ẋ18 =
(
i∆s −

κ

2

)
x18 + ωm,1x20 − iΛ∗

1x21 − iΛ∗
2x5,

(C18)
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ẋ19 =−
(
i∆s + γm,2 +

κ

2

)
x19 − ωm,2x17 + iΛ1x23

+ iΛ2x12 − χx13, (C19)

ẋ20 =
(
i∆s − γm,2 −

κ

2

)
x20 − ωm,2x18 − iΛ∗

1x23

− iΛ∗
2x12 − χx14, (C20)

ẋ21 = ωm,1x24 + ωm,2x23, (C21)

ẋ22 =− (γm,1 + γm,2)x22 − ωm,1x23 − ωm,2x24 − χx10

− χx11 + Λ1x20 + Λ∗
1x19 + Λ2x16 + Λ∗

2x15, (C22)

ẋ23 =− γm,2x23 + ωm,1x22 − ωm,2x21 − χx3

+ Λ2x14 + Λ∗
2x13, (C23)

ẋ24 =− γm,1x24 − ωm,1x21 + ωm,2x22 − χx5

+ Λ1x18 + Λ∗
1x17. (C24)

By rewriting the above equations in a compact form, i.e.,

Ẋ =M ·X +N, (C25)

and introducing the following expressions

Ω1,± = i∆s ±
κ

2
,

Ω2,± = i∆s ± γm,1 ±
κ

2
,

Ω3,± = i∆s ± γm,2 ±
κ

2
., (C26)

we have

N = [0, κ, 0, 2γm,1n̄m,1, 0, 2γm,2n̄m,2, 0, 0,

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0]
T
, (C27)

and
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M =

−κ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
1 iΛ1 0 0

−iΛ∗
2 iΛ2 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −κ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
1 iΛ1 0 0

−iΛ∗
2 iΛ2 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2ωm,1 2ωm,1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 −2γm,1 0 0 0 0 −2ωm,1 −2ωm,1 0 0 0 0 2Λ∗
1 2Λ1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −2χ

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2ωm,2 2ωm,2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 −2γm,2 0 0 0 0 −2ωm,2 −2ωm,2 0 0 0 0

0 0 2Λ∗
2 2Λ2 0 0 −2χ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 −2Ω1,+ 0 0 0 0 0 2iΛ1 0 0 0
2iΛ2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2Ω1,− 0 0 0 0 0 −2iΛ∗
1 0 0

0 −2iΛ∗
2 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −ωm,1 ωm,1 0 0 0 0 −γm,1/2 −γm,1/2 0 0 Λ∗
1 Λ1 0 0

0 0 0 0 −χ 0 0 0

0 0 −ωm,1 ωm,1 0 0 0 0 −γm,1/2 −γm,1/2 0 0 Λ∗
1 Λ1 0 0

0 0 0 0 −χ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −ωm,2 ωm,2 0 0 0 0 −γm,2/2 −γm,2/2 0 0 0 0

Λ∗
2 Λ2 0 0 −χ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −ωm,2 ωm,2 0 0 0 0 −γm,2/2 −γm,2/2 0 0 0 0

Λ∗
2 Λ2 0 0 −χ 0 0 0

0 0 iΛ1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −Ω1,+ 0 ωm,1 0
0 0 0 0 iΛ2 0 0 0

0 0 −iΛ∗
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Ω1,− 0 ωm,1

0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 iΛ1 0 0 −ωm,1 0 −Ω2,+ 0
−χ 0 0 0 0 0 0 iΛ2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
1 0 0 0 −ωm,1 0 Ω2,−

0 −χ 0 0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
2

0 0 0 0 iΛ2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−Ω1,+ 0 ωm,1 0 iΛ1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 Ω1,− 0 ωm,1 −iΛ∗
1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 iΛ2 −χ 0 0 0
−ωm,2 0 −Ω3,+ 0 0 0 iΛ1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −iΛ∗
2 0 −χ 0 0

0 −ωm,2 0 Ω3,− 0 0 −iΛ∗
1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 ωm,2 ωm,1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −χ −χ 0 0 0 Λ∗
2 Λ2

0 0 Λ∗
1 Λ1 0 −γm,1−γm,2 −ωm,1 −ωm,2

0 0 −χ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Λ∗
2 Λ2 0 0

0 0 0 0 −ωm,2 ωm,1 −γm,2 0
0 0 0 0 −χ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Λ∗

1 Λ1 0 0 −ωm,1 ωm,2 0 −γm,1
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