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Laser light with squeezed quantum uncertainty is a pow-
erful tool for interferometric sensing. A routine applica-
tion can be found in gravitational wave observatories.
A significant quantum advantage is only achievable if
a large fraction of the photons are actually measured.
For this reason, quantum-enhanced vibrational measure-
ments of strongly absorbing or scattering surfaces have
not been considered so far. Here we demonstrate the
strongly quantum-enhanced measurement of the fre-
quency characteristics of surface vibrations in air by
measuring the air pressure wave instead. Our squeezed
laser beam, which simply passes the vibrating surface,
delivers a sensitivity that an ultra-stable conventional
light beam in the same configuration can only achieve
with ten times the power. The pressure amplitude of a
ultrasonic wave of just 0.12 mPa/

√
Hz was clearly visi-

ble with a spatial resolution in the millimetre range and
a 1 kHz resolution bandwidth. We envision applications
in sensor technology where distant, highly absorbing or
optically inaccessible surface vibrations in air are to be
measured with limited, e.g. eye-safe, light powers.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.XX.XXXXXX

1. INTRODUCTION

Laser interferometric methods allow surface vibrations to be an-
alyzed without mechanical contact. Heterodyne or homodyne
laser Doppler vibrometry (LDV) usually analyze surface vibra-
tions by measuring the phase modulations of back-reflected or
back-scattered laser light. The power of the collected light sets
an upper limit to the signal-to-noise ratio. For significant scat-
tering, the shot noise is even overshadowed by speckle noise.
Strong absorption by the vibrating surface can lead to additional
systematic errors due to damage or thermal deformation.

A significant enhancement of LDV by quantum correlated
light can only successfully increase the signal to noise ratio if
the measurement is quantum noise limited and if a significant
fraction of the photons that carry the signal is actually measured
[1]. The most successful approach of sensing with quantum cor-
related light is the combination of a single quasi-monochromatic
(‘homodyne’) carrier light with the signal sideband spectrum

initially in a squeezed vacuum state [2–6]. If 50% of the photons
are photo-electrically converted squeezed light can still double
the ratio of the signal power and the photon shot noise vari-
ance. If only 10% of the photons are measured, the potential
improvement drops to less than 5% [1]. Current gravitational
wave (GW) observatories use squeezed vacuum states to achieve
sensitivities that would not be possible without this technique
[7–12]. Up to 75% of the photons are converted into an identical
number of photo electrons, resulting in a four times better ratio
(6 dB) of signal power to quantum noise variance [13] using the
automated ‘squeeze laser’ with fast lock re-acquisition presented
in [14, 15]. Squeezed states of light were also used to improve
biological and micromechanical displacement measurements
[16, 17]. Further references can be found in [18].

If the vibrating surface absorbs almost all photons or is shad-
owed, i.e. not optically accessible, the described (surface back-
scatter) LDV becomes inefficient or even impossible. In the first
case, the laser power could be increased, but this would also
increase the heat input into the oscillator. In extreme cases, this
would change the oscillation properties and cause systematic
measurement errors. The second case involves a sound source
that is invisible and emits sound via a labyrinth of air ducts.
A concrete example is the human vocal chords, which are not
optically accessible, but the airborne sound produced is.

If the surface vibrates in ambient air, another gas in the vis-
cous flow regime or a liquid, acousto-optic laser measurements
are powerful alternatives. Here, the laser beam simply passes
the vibrating surface. Two different approaches exist. The older
one uses the deflection of a laser beam at the phase grating
created by the acoustic waves [19–21]. Due to ‘acousto-optic
modulation’, the light’s frequency is shifted by the frequency of
the acoustic wave. In this case, the optical beam diameter has to
be larger than the acoustic wavelength.
The newer one is known as ‘light refractive tomography’. It
uses an optical beam diameter that is smaller than the acous-
tic wavelength, which allows the tomographic reconstruction
of the sound wave [22–26]. The laser beam picks up a phase
modulation due to the oscillating refractive index caused by the
sound wave, which is then detected interferometrically. A strong
signal is only created at locations along the beam path where
the beam diameter reaches a value smaller than the acoustic
wavelength. For instance, a 10 MHz ultrasonic wave has a wave-
length of 150µm in water, which can easily be resolved in three
dimensions [27]. The measurement concept of light refractive

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

06
31

3v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
0 

Ja
n 

20
25

http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/ao.XX.XXXXXX


Letter 2

tomography is useful even without the tomography aspect. It
can be used to measure the frequencies and mechanical qual-
ity factors of vibrating surfaces if they are strongly absorbing,
i.e. black, and if they are not optically but acoustically accessible
due to other mechanical components. We speak here of ‘acousto-
optic vibration sensing (VS)’. The tomographic aspect of this
measurement concept comes into play again, when a large num-
ber of different surface vibrations are superimposed forming one
complex acoustic signal. The tomographic measurement enables
the decomposition into components, including the localisation
of the vibrating components.

Acousto-optic VS can be enhanced by squeezed light, similar
to GW detection, which has not been demonstrated so far. The
preconditions are (i) photo shot noise limited sensitivity and
(ii) the photo-electric detection of a significant fraction of those
photons that actually propagated through the acoustic wave.
A strong motivation for squeezed light enhancement is given
if the light power cannot be further increased easily to benefit
from an improved signal to shot-noise ratio, see Eq. (3). This is
the case if the laser light is already acting back on the acoustic
wave, e.g. because the optical absorption heats the air, or simply
if eye-safe light power is mandatory [6].

Here we report on the elevation of acousto-optic VS into the
field of quantum sensing with quantum correlated light. We
measure the vibration frequency of a surface without shining
light onto it, concretely, we measure the frequency of an ultra-
sonic transducer in ambient air by laser-interferometric homo-
dyne detection of the sound wave with a nonclassical sensitivity
improvement of 10 dB. The same sensitivity improvement can
semi-classically only be achieved by using a tenfold light power.
Our approach is independent from the roughness and absorp-
tion of the transducer surface and allows the full advantage of
squeezed light.

2. SETUP

Figure 1 shows a sketch of our squeezed-light-enhanced acousto-
optic VS setup. About 700 mW of quasi-monochromatic
light at 1550 nm was generated by a fiber laser provided by
NKT Photonics. 12 mW was tapped at a polarizing beam split-
ter acting as the carrier light, while the other part was used to
produce a beam with its MHz sideband spectrum in a squeezed
vacuum state [1, 28, 29]. Two identical 9.3 mm-long periodi-
cally poled, quasi-phase-matched potassium titanyl phosphate
(PPKTP) crystals inside optical resonators first produced about
0.3 W of 775 nm via second harmonic generation (SHG), which
was then used to pump parametric down-conversion (PDC)
slightly below its oscillation threshold for optimal squeezed
light generation [1, 28, 29].

The squeezed beam and the 12 mW-beam were overlapped
on a first balanced beam splitter with a differential phase θ
such that the interferometer’s differential phase signal showed
a squeezed quantum uncertainty. Only one of the beam split-
ter output beams passed the ultrasonic wave of a piezo-electric
transducer and picked up a monochromatic MHz phase modu-
lation. The two beams were recombined at the second balanced
beam splitter forming a Mach-Zehnder interferometer. The in-
terference contrasts at both beam splitters were above 99%. The
interferometer was operated at the mid-fringe condition, i.e. the
final beams had the same power of 6 mW and were measured
with PIN photo diodes (PDs) with a quantum efficiency of ap-
proximately 99%. The differential photo current was fed into a
transimpedance amplifier. The AC part of the produced signal

Fig. 1. Schematic of the experiment – The sound wave from
an ultrasonic transducer vibrating at a variable frequency at
a few MHz was detected with 12 mW quasi-monochromatic
laser light at 1550 nm combined with a second beam with the
corresponding MHz-sideband spectrum in a squeezed vac-
uum state. The latter was produced by successive second
harmonic generation (SHG) and cavity-enhanced paramet-
ric down-conversion (PDC). The setup corresponded to a
quantum-enhanced Mach-Zehnder interferometer electro-
optically controlled to the usual mid-fringe operation. The
DC output of the balanced detection was used for the electro-
optical control. The AC output contained the information
about the frequency of the transducer. PBS: polarising beam
splitter; λ/ 2: half-wave plate; FG: frequency generator; PD:
photo diode.

was read out on a spectrum analyzer, while the DC part was
used for the length stabilization of the interferometer. The con-
trol loop actuator was a piezo-positioned steering mirror inside
the interferometer, see Fig. 1.

The piezo-electric transducer used for all measurements was
a dual element transducer from Smart Sensor. It had a diameter of
15 mm and could produce continuous ultrasonic sound waves
between 4.2 MHz and 7.2 MHz. Its resonance frequency was
5.2 MHz, which resulted in an acoustic wavelength of 61µm.
The waist of the laser beam w0 in front of the transducer was
focused down to w0 = 31µm. Its position could be moved in all
directions enabling tomographic measurements on the sound
wave amplitude.

3. MEASUREMENT ANALYSIS

Figure 2 shows a strong acousto-optic signal measured with the
setup in Fig. 1. A sound wave at frequency f corresponds to
an harmonic oscillation of the air pressure, which leads to an
oscillation of the refractive index

n(x, y, z, t) = n0 + ∆n(x, y, z) · cos[2π f t + ϕ(x, y, z)]

= n0 +
δn
δp

· ∆p(x, y, z) · cos[2π f t + ϕ(x, y, z)] , (1)

where p is the air pressure, n0 the refractive index of the air in the
absence of sound waves, and δn/δp is the piezooptic coefficient
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Fig. 2. Example of a strong acousto-optic VS signal – Here
the transducer was driven with a relatively high voltage.
Shown is the amplitude spectral density normalized to effec-
tive optical path length change according to Eq. (3). The total
power in the interferometer was Pin = 12 mW. The photon
shot noise was measured while the laser beam was shielded
against the operating transducer. The spectra were measured
with a resolution bandwidth (RBW) of 1 kHz, a video band-
width (VBW) of 10 Hz and averaged 30 times. The width of
the acousto-optic signal was limited by the RBW. The normal-
ization of the y-axis to Pa/

√
Hz was carried out using Eq. (4).

of the air. At a temperature of 20◦C, an ambient pressure of
1013.25 mbar, a relative humidity of 40%, and a carbon dioxide
content of 0.045% its value is δn/δp = 2.072 · 10−9 Pa−1 [26].
The amplitude of the optical path length oscillation of a strongly
focussed beam of light propagating parallel to the sound wave
fronts is given by

∆L(x, y, z) ≈ zM · ∆n(x, y, z) , (2)

where zM is the effective length over which the radius of the laser
beam is small enough to capture the full modulation depth of
the refractive index. Our laser beam had an almost perfect trans-
verse TEM00 Gaussian mode, and approximately 2 mm before
and after the waist position the beam radius reached approxi-
mately 0.7 of the acoustic wavelength, beyond which the refrac-
tive index modulation is almost fully washed out. The beam’s fo-
cus had a one-sigma intensity diameter of approximately 44µm,
which corresponded to 72% of the acoustic wavelength. This
means that the depth of the refractive index modulation is also
strongly washed out even within the 4 mm propagation distance.
As a very rough estimate, we use an effective value zM ≈ 1 mm,
within which the modulation is not washed out at all.

The interferometer of our setup transforms the differential
arm length modulation into a modulation of the differential
photo-electric current whose normalized amplitude spectral den-
sity is shown in Fig. 2. Also shown is the photon shot noise level
of the detected 12 mW of laser light. It was measured with the
same setup while the laser beam was shielded against the op-
erating transducer. The absence of any signal ensured that the
signal was not caused by side effects such as electromagnetic
stray fields. The dark noise was measured while all light beams
were blocked. We normalized the peak of the acousto-optic sig-
nal to the unit Pa/

√
Hz by the well-known normalization of

interferometric photon shot noise to optical path length change

z in the unit m/
√

Hz [1, 30, 31] following [6]

√
Sz =

√
hcλ

2π2Pin
, (3)

where h is Planck’s constant, c is the speed of light, λ is the
optical wavelength of quasi-monochromatic carrier light and Pin
the total light power in both interferometer arms. The equation
neither includes dark noise nor the influence of potential imper-
fections. We estimated the optical power loss of our experiment
to about 2% taking into account propagation losses as well as the
imperfect quantum efficiency of our photon diodes of (99 ± 1)%.
After adding the dark noise level we found our photon shot
noise level slightly above one fm/

√
Hz. The acousto-optic peak

thus corresponds to a measured optical path length change of
approximately 2 · 10−14m/

√
Hz ·

√
kHz ≈ 0.6 pm, where the

kHz corresponds to the measurement’s resolution bandwidth.
The amplitude spectral densities in Fig. 2 can be normalized

to Pa/
√

Hz by √
Sp =

√
Sz

zM

( ∂n
∂p

)−1
, (4)

where zM ≈ 1 mm is the effective measurement length and
δn / δp = 2.072 · 10−9 Pa−1 [26]. With these calculations,
the height of the peak in Fig. 2 corresponds to approxi-
mately 9 mPa/

√
Hz minus a pressure noise equivalent of

0.55 mPa/
√

Hz from photon shot noise.

Fig. 3 presents our measurements demonstrating squeezed-
light enhanced acousto-optic laser Doppler vibrometry of a body
vibrating in ambient air without shining light onto it. Here, we
used a pressure amplitude of the acoustic wave that was about
a factor of 50 lower than that in Fig. 2. Consequently, the photon
shot noise level completely buried the acousto-optic signal. The
light power was again 12 mW. By injecting a ‘beam’ with a MHz
sideband spectrum in a larger than 10-dB squeezed vacuum state
into the open interferometer port, the small acousto-optic VS
signal became visible. Interference contrasts of greater than 99%
at both beam splitters and the photo diode quantum efficiencies
of approximately 99% as well made it possible to maintain a
squeeze factor of 10 dB in the measured power spectral densi-
ties. Please note that the traces in Fig. 3 are normalized to the
variance of the photon shot noise. They are thus proportional to
the units m2/Hz and Pa2/Hz. The upper trace was taken with
anti-squeezed quantum noise produced with a change of the
pump phase by ∆θ = π. We used the value of the anti-squeezed
noise power to estimate the total optical loss on the squeezed
vacuum state [29]. We derived a total photon loss value of 7.8%,
which also includes inefficiencies in squeezed light generation
and measurement. In principle, this value allows for the mea-
surement of 10 · log 0.078 ≈ 11 dB of squeezing at parametric
oscillation threshold [1]. However, we used a slightly lower
gain to keep the cavity length control stable and phase noise at a
negligible level [32].

Ambient air has a rather high absorption of ultrasonic waves,
which depends on frequency as well as temperature. The depen-
dencies were studied extensively in [33] by using two transduc-
ers, one emitting the waves and one receiving it. We used our
setup to cross-check some of their findings and measured the
change of the acousto-optic signal versus ultrasonic frequency in
the range 4.2 to 7.2 MHz (Fig. 4) and for the frequency of within
the temperature range of 10 to 72◦C (Fig. 5). We find very good
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Fig. 3. Squeezed-light enhanced acousto-optic VS – Shot-
noise normalized power spectral densities characterizing two
ultrasound measurements. The shot noise levels correspond
to that of Fig. 2 (Pin = 12 mW, RBW: 1 kHz, VBW: 10 Hz, 30
times averaging). (a) Converting the peak height to the linear
scale and subtracting the quantum noise result in a peak 1.5
times the photon shot noise, i.e. approximately 0.8 mPa/

√
Hz.

The even lower ultrasound signal in (b) was only visible in
the squeezed spectrum and corresponded to approximately
0.12 mPa/

√
Hz. The anti-squeezed noise completely covered

both signal strengths and was only measured once. It was
produced with a change of the pump phase by ∆θ = π. (The
dark noise level was not subtracted.)

agreement with theoretical models from literature. The absorp-
tion coefficient of sound waves at MHz frequencies in ambient
air with pressure p0 = 1013.25 mbar and humidity h0 = 40% in
dB/mm is given by [34]

αp0,h0 (T, f ) ≈ 15.895 · 10−14
( T

293.15 K

)
f 2, (5)

where f is the ultrasonic frequency and T the temperature of the
ambient air.

Figure 4 shows the absorption coefficient of air for frequen-
cies in the range between 4.2 MHz and 7.2 MHz, limited by the
bandwidth of the transducer. For each frequency, we measured
the peak height for different distances between the transducer
and the laser beam. The data was converted into units of Watt,
and an exponential fit was performed to the data, from which
we extracted the absorption coefficient. The data is in very good
agreement with the theoretical prediction done in Eq. (5). Fig-

Fig. 4. Absorption coefficient of air versus frequency –
Each of the measurement points (circles) was derived from a
series of (shot-noise-limited) measurements with different dis-
tances between the transducer and the laser beam. The error
bars for the first four frequencies are very small, as ten dis-
tances between zero and seven millimetres could be realised.
At the highest frequency, however, the signal was already too
weak at distances greater than 0.7 mm, which was mainly due
to our source. Overall, the measurement results agree well
with Eq. (5) (crosses). The temperature and pressure of the air
were around 20◦C and 1 bar.

ure 5 shows the absorption coefficient of air versus temperature
from 18 to 72◦C. To perform this measurement, we built an oven
made out of a copper tube and heating wire coiled around it.
The oven temperature was measured with a negative temper-
ature coefficient thermistor (NTC) that was placed inside the
oven. Again, our data matches well the theoretical description.
Both series of measurements support the fact that the measured
signals were generated by the acousto-optical interaction and at
the same time demonstrate the high sensitivity of the setup.

4. CONCLUSIONS

Frequencies of surface vibrations are usually measured using
the phase change of laser light that is reflected or scattered back
from the vibrating surface. Commercial devices are called ‘Laser-
Doppler-Vibrometers’. Highly absorbent and in particular ge-
ometrically concealed surfaces, however, set a limit to this ap-
proach. Improvement through quantum-correlated laser light
cannot generally be widely used unless a significant proportion
of the light is also measured. In this study we use laser light in
such a way that it only penetrates the sound wave emanating
from the surface. In this case, vibrations can also be measured
from surfaces that completely absorb light or are not optically
accessible. Our method allows the measurement of almost 100%
of the light, which enabled us to demonstrate a sensitivity im-
provement of 10 dB using quantum correlated light. A general
limitation of our method is that the vibrating surface must be
surrounded by a sufficiently high gas pressure. Based on typical
ambient conditions, the signal strength is inversely proportional
to the gas pressure [26].

In our experiment, we use laser light at 1550 nm to measure
the vibration of an ultrasonic transducer via the 5 MHz pressure
vibration in ambient air. The absorption of 1550 nm light by
the air is negligible (even over a distance of several dozen me-
tres), and we effectively use strongly squeezed states of light to
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Fig. 5. Absorption coefficient of air versus temperature –
The absorption coefficient at different temperatures at the
fixed frequency f = 5.204 MHz, measured close to the source
(circles) with shot-noise-limited light. The peak height was
measured for each data point and then converted into the
absorption coefficient. The measurement results agree well
with Eq. (5) (crosses). The pressure of the air was around 1 bar.

improve measurement sensitivity to 10 dB below photon shot
noise. Only recently, such a high value was achieved for the
first time (in homodyne interferometers) [6, 35]. Squeezed states
were applied to heterodyne interferometers but yielded much
less squeezing in the measured data [36, 37], because overlap-
ping the squeezed field with the measurement beam as well as
additional optical components such as Bragg cells (acousto-optic
modulators), wave plates and polarizing optics introduced ad-
ditional optical loss due to absorption, scattering and reduced
mode matching in the photoelectric detection schemes.

Using 12 mW quasi-monochromatic carrier light with a MHz
sideband spectrum in a squeezed vacuum state, we achieve a
spectral amplitude noise density of 0.12 mPa/

√
Hz with a reso-

lution bandwidth of 1 kHz and a spatial longitudinal resolution
in the mm range. The high RBW means that temporal changes
in the signal on a millisecond scale could still be registered.
Our sensitivity could be further improved by increasing the
light power and/or the squeeze factor, but also by focussing
the laser light more strongly or by switching to a lower ultra-
sonic frequency, which increases the effective interaction length.
Although our work was not aimed at maximising absolute sen-
sitivity but at maximising enhancement by quantum correla-
tions, our absolute result is slightly better than that of previous
work carried out at advantageously lower frequencies. Refs.
[22, 23] reported ≈ 0.3 mPa/

√
Hz for ultrasound at 2 MHz and

≈ 0.2 mPa/
√

Hz below 1 MHz, respectively.
Our approach can also be applied to pressure waves at au-

dible frequencies. Pressure waves in this range are much less
absorbed by air, which means that the distance of the laser beam
from the emitting surfaces can be many tens of metres. In ad-
dition, audible wavelengths are so long that the divergence of
the laser beams becomes almost irrelevant and the interaction
distances become much greater, which significantly increases
signal strengths. If laser beams propagate over longer distances
through air, laser safety is usually an issue. With a laser wave-
length of 1550 nm, eye safety is only guaranteed up to 10 mW.
Combining 10 mW of carrier light with a 10 dB squeezed side-
band spectrum results in a sensitivity identical to that of 100

milliwatts of shot-noise-limited light. The quantum technology
of squeezed light thus has a convincing motivation in acousto-
optical vibration sensing.
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