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Reducing the thermal noises in microwave (MW) resonators can bring about significant progress in many
research fields. Recently, a bench-top cooling method using “quantum refrigerators” has been adopted to reduce
the thermal noises, reaching around liquid nitrogen temperature. In this study, we investigate the possible
cooling limit of the MW resonator by using three-level or four-level systems as the quantum refrigerator. In this
refrigerator system, proper light pump makes the multilevel systems concentrated into their ground states, which
continuously absorb the thermal photons in the MW resonator. By adiabatic elimination, we give a more precise
description for this cooling process. It turns out, though the multilevel systems can be efficiently cooled down,
the laser driving also significantly perturbs their energy levels. For three-level refrigerators, such perturbation
causes the atom-resonator interaction to become off-resonant, impeding the heat transfer from the MW resonator
to the refrigerator, which greatly weakens the cooling effect. We also find that, by using four-level systems as the
refrigerator, this issue can be well overcome. Based on practical parameters, our estimation shows the cooling
limit could reach the liquid helium temperature.

Introduction - Microwave (MW) resonators are essential elec-
tronic devices widely used in many research areas, such as the
signal radiation and detection in communication systems [1],
cosmology radio telescopes [2], and electron/nuclear spin res-
onance spectrometers [3, 4]. Reducing the resonator noises
can significantly enhance the studies in these areas.

For MW resonators at room temperature, the thermal noise
from the surrounding reservoir generally plays the dominant
role. For the instance of an MW resonator with ωR/2π =
1GHz, at room temperature T = 300K, the thermal photon
number in the MW resonator is n̄R = (eℏωR/kBT − 1)−1 ≃
6.2×103. If the signal intensity is weaker than this noise level,
it would be buried in the fluctuating noise background, almost
undetectable. For the resonators around MHz or kHz, this
problem is even more serious. Thus, generally a complicated
cryogenic system is needed to cooled down the temperature
[5–8]. In comparison, at the liquid helium temperature (T ≃
4K), the above thermal photon number could be reduced to
n̄R ≃ 83.

Recently, a bench-top cooling method by “quantum refrig-
erators” has been adopted [9–16]. In these approaches, an
ensemble of multilevel systems is coupled with an MW res-
onator. By proper light pump [12–16], or MW radiation [9–
11], the ensemble populations can be concentrated into the
ground states, which can be effectively regarded as a sys-
tem with zero temperature; then the thermal photons in the
MW resonator can be continuously absorbed by the ensemble,
where the heat is dumped away through light radiation. It is
reported that the liquid nitrogen temperature has been reached
by this approach (e.g., 66K for ωR ≃ 10GHz using nitrogen-
vacancy ensemble [16]). To reach a lower temperature, some
more improvements are still needed [17].

It is worth noting that such cooling approaches are quite
similar as the Scovil–Schulz-DuBois–Geusic (SSDG) quan-
tum refrigerator [18–27]. In this paper, we analyze the possi-
ble cooling limit of the MW resonator when using three-level
or four-level “atoms” as the SSDG quantum refrigerator. In
our setup, the lowest two atom levels are resonantly coupled

with the resonator mode, and a driving laser is applied on the
atom, which could make the atom population fully concen-
trated into the ground state, giving an effective temperature
T eff → 0.

Intuitively, this seems enough to cool down the resonator,
since it is contacting with an object with zero temperature.
However, we find that, though the atom can be well cooled
down, the laser driving also significantly perturbs the atom
levels. For the three-level refrigerator, such perturbation
causes the exchange interaction between the atom and the
resonator to become off-resonant, which prevents the heat
transport from the MW resonator to the refrigerator, and that
greatly weakens the cooling effect.

By adopting adiabatic elimination [28–30], we obtain a
master equation for the resonator mode, which gives a more
precise description for the above effects unnoticed before.
Moreover, we also find that, a four-level refrigerator can be
utilized to overcome the above problem [25, 26]. In this case,
the driving laser is applied on the upper two levels, thus no
longer perturb the resonant coupling between the lower two
levels and the resonator, and the driving laser still could pump
the heat away from the atom. Based on some practical exper-
imental parameters, our estimation shows the cooling limit of
the MW resonator could reach the liquid helium temperature
(T eff

R ≃ 3.3K for ωR = 1GHz).

Quantum refrigerator setup - Here we consider using a three-
level atom as a quantum refrigerator to cool down the MW
resonator (ĤR = ωR â

†â). The self Hamiltonian of the atom is
described by ĤA =

∑
εα|α⟩⟨α| [α = a, b, e, see Fig. 1(a)].

The energy gap (Ωab := εa−εb) between the lowest two levels
|a⟩, |b⟩ is in resonance with the MW resonator ωR, and their
interaction is described by V̂AR = g (σ̂+â+ σ̂−â†). Here, we
denote1 σ̂+ := |a⟩⟨b| = (σ̂−)†, and g is the atom-resonator

1 In this paper, generally we denote τ̂+αβ := |α⟩⟨β| := (τ̂−αβ)
† as the tran-

sition operator between |α⟩, |β⟩ (for εα > εβ ), and Ωαβ := εα − εβ as
the energy gap.
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FIG. 1. Demonstration for the interaction between a MW resonator
mode and (a) a three-level atom, (b) a four-level atom. Here ωL is
the frequency of the driving laser, and ωR is the frequency of the MW
mode. The transition pathways are indicated by the dashed lines.

coupling strength. The energy gaps Ωea, Ωeb are in the optical
regime.

In addition, a driving laser with frequency ωL = Ωea is res-
onantly applied to the transition |e⟩ ↔ |a⟩, which is described
by V̂d(t) = Ω̃d (τ̂

+
ea + τ̂−ea) cosωLt ≃ 1

2 Ω̃d (τ̂
+
eae

−iωLt+H.c.).
Here Ω̃d is the Rabi frequency, which characterizes the driving
light intensity.

The dynamics of the composite atom-resonator state ρ(t) is
described by the following master equation (interaction pic-
ture)

∂tρ = i[ρ, Ṽd + ṼAR] +DA[ρ] +Ddep[ρ] +DR[ρ], (1)

DR[ρ] = κn̄R

(
â†ρâ− 1

2{ââ
†, ρ}

)
+ κ(n̄R + 1)

(
âρâ† − 1

2{â
†â, ρ}

)
,

DA[ρ] =

εα>εβ∑
α,β

Γ+
αβ

(
τ̂+αβρτ̂

−
αβ − 1

2{τ̂
−
αβ τ̂

+
αβ , ρ}

)
+ Γ−

αβ

(
τ̂−αβρτ̂

+
αβ − 1

2{τ̂
+
αβ τ̂

−
αβ , ρ}

)
,

Ddep[ρ] =
1

2
γdep

(
σ̂zρσ̂z − ρ

)
.

Here, DR[ρ] and DA[ρ] describe the dissipation effect of the
MW mode and the atom respectively. We denote κ as the res-
onator decay rate, Γ+

αβ := γαβ n̄αβ , Γ−
αβ := γαβ(n̄αβ + 1)

as the dissipation rates of the atom, where γαβ are the spon-
taneous decay rates, and n̄R := (eωR/T − 1)−1, n̄αβ :=
(eΩαβ/T − 1)−1 are the Planck functions with tempera-
ture T . These dissipation rates satisfy the Boltzmann ratio
Γ+
αβ/Γ

−
αβ = e−Ωαβ/T .

In the atom dissipation term DA[ρ] we only consider the
optical transitions |e⟩ ↔ |a⟩, |e⟩ ↔ |b⟩ [the dashed paths
in Fig. 1(a)]. Since Ωab is in the MW regime, generally the
spontaneous decay rate between |a⟩, |b⟩ is negligibly small.
Besides, the pure dephasing effect of |a⟩, |b⟩ is taken into ac-
count here, which is described by Ddep[ρ] (denoting σ̂z :=
|a⟩⟨a| − |b⟩⟨b|, and γdep is the pure dephasing rate).

Such a three level system can be regarded as an SSDG
quantum refrigerator [18, 19, 25, 27]. A driving laser is ap-
plied on |a⟩ ↔ |e⟩, making the population on |a⟩ greatly
reduced and approach zero, and then the “heat” is dumped
away through the optical emission |e⟩ → |b⟩. Effectively, that

makes the three-level atom become a system with zero tem-
perature, which could absorb “heat” from the MW resonator.
By this way the thermal photons in the MW resonator can be
continuously reduced by the quantum refrigerator.

MW mode dynamics - To give a more precise description for
the above cooling process, we need a dynamical equation
solely for the resonator state ϱR ≡ trAρ. Generally speak-
ing, the atom could achieve its steady state much faster than
the resonator mode. That enables us to apply the adiabatic
elimination [28–30], which finally gives an equation for the
MW mode alone, that is (see Appendix A),

∂tϱR =(A+ + κn̄R)
(
â†ϱRâ− 1

2{ϱR, â
†â}

)
+ [A− + κ(n̄R + 1)]

(
âϱRâ

† − 1
2{ϱR, ââ

†}
)
. (2)

Here, A−(+) can be regarded as the cooling (heating) rate in-
duced by the atom, and they are given by

A± := 2g2 Re

∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨σ̂±(s)σ̂∓(0)⟩ss. (3)

Here ⟨σ̂±(s)σ̂∓(0)⟩ss is the time correlation function of the
atom in the steady state when it is not coupled with the MW
resonator, which is described by (ϱA ≡ trRρ is the atom state)

∂tϱA = i[ϱA, Ṽd] +DA[ϱA] +Ddep[ϱA]. (4)

In the steady state t → ∞, the above resonator equation (2)
gives the MW photon number as

⟨n̂⟩ss =
A+ + κn̄R

A− −A+ + κ
. (5)

If the cooling rate is fast enough (A− ≫ A+, κn̄R), we ob-
tain ⟨n̂⟩ss → 0, which means the thermal noise in the MW
resonator is greatly suppressed.

The time correlation functions ⟨σ̂±(s)σ̂∓(0)⟩ss in A± can
be calculated with the help of the quantum regression theorem
from the atom equation (4) [29–32]. For the three level system
[Fig. 1(a)], that gives the heating and cooling rates (3) as (the
full results are presented in Appendix B)

A+ =
2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

Re
[
⟨N̂a⟩ss +

iΩ̃d

2Ῡeb
⟨τ̂+ea⟩ss

]
,

A− =
2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

⟨N̂b⟩ss, (6)

where Ῡab := γdep+
1
2 (Γ

+
ea+Γ+

eb), Ῡeb :=
1
2 (γdep+Γ−

ea+Γ−
eb+

Γ+
eb) are constants. ⟨N̂a(b)⟩ss is the steady state population on

|a(b)⟩, ⟨τ̂+ea⟩ss is the coherence term, which can be solved by
the atom equation (4), and they give

⟨N̂a⟩ss

⟨N̂b⟩ss
=

Γ+
eb

Γ−
eb

·
Γ−
ea + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb)

Γ+
ea + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb)

,

⟨N̂e⟩ss

⟨N̂b⟩ss
= e−Ωeb/T , ⟨τ̂−ea⟩ss =

iΩ̃d
(
⟨N̂e⟩ − ⟨N̂a⟩

)
Γ+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb

. (7)
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When the driving strength Ω̃d is strong enough, the above
ratios give ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss → e−Ωeb/T ≃ 0 (for the optical
frequency Ωeb ≫ T ≃ 300K), namely, ⟨N̂b⟩ss ≃ 1 and
⟨N̂a,e⟩ss ≃ ⟨τ̂−ea⟩ss ≃ 0 (see details in Appendix B). That
means, the population is fully concentrated in the ground state
|b⟩. As mentioned above, such a population distribution effec-
tively gives a zero temperature T eff

ab → 0.
On the first sight, to achieve a better cooling effect, a

stronger driving strength might be preferred, since that would
make the populations more concentrated into the ground state
|b⟩, leading to T eff

ab → 0. However, it is worth noting that
the driving strength Ω̃d also appears in the correction fac-
tor 2g2/(Ῡab + Ω̃2

d/4Ῡeb) in the cooling/heating rates A±
[Eq. (6)]. As a result, when the driving strength Ω̃d is too
large, both the cooling and heating rates decrease towards zero
A± → 0, and that greatly weakens the cooling effect.

The reason can be understood by the following picture. For
the two levels |e⟩ and |a⟩ under the laser driving, effectively
the driving field also perturbs these two levels, which makes
them shift upwards and downwards. As a result, the energy
gap of the lowest two levels would also be changed corre-
spondingly due to the energy shift of |a⟩, and that makes the
energy gap Ωab no longer resonant with the resonator fre-
quency ωR. Because of such an off-resonant coupling, the en-
ergy cannot be efficiently transported from the MW resonator
to the atom refrigerator, and thus the cooling and heating rates
are both weakened.

Four-level improvement - To overcome the above weakening
problem of the cooling rate induced by the driving field per-
turbation, here we consider using a four-level system as the
refrigerator to improve the cooling performance [25, 26].

In this setup [Fig. 1(b)], still the lowest two levels |a, b⟩ are
resonantly coupled with the MW resonator, while a mediated
level |m⟩ is added between |e⟩ and |a⟩ (assuming Ωem, Ωma

are in the optical frequency regime), and now the driving
laser is applied to the transition |e⟩ ↔ |m⟩, which would no
longer perturb |a, b⟩ directly. Similarly as the above three-
level case, only the optical transitions |e⟩ ↔ |m⟩, |m⟩ ↔ |a⟩,
and |e⟩ ↔ |b⟩ are considered [the dashed paths in Fig. 1(b)];
the transition between |a⟩ and |b⟩ is neglected, while their de-
phasing effect is considered.

In this case, the driving laser moves the population from
|m⟩ to |e⟩, and the “heat” could be dumped out through the
optical emission |e⟩ → |b⟩; meanwhile, the population de-
crease in |m⟩ would be complemented from |a⟩ through the
thermal excitation |m⟩ ↔ |a⟩, until their populations satisfy
the Boltzmann distribution. This is similar as a thermally “si-
phonic” effect. As a result, under a strong enough driving in-
tensity, the atom population could be fully concentrated into
the ground state |b⟩, meanwhile, the energy gap Ωab would
no longer be perturbed and still keep resonant with the MW
resonator (Ωab = ωR).

Intuitively, the population in |m⟩ is almost zero, which
makes the driving laser seem being applied on “nothing”. But
in a finite temperature T , there still remains a nonzero popula-

tion, though quite small. It turns out this is enough to achieve
the above “siphonic” cooling process.

For this four-level system, we still apply the adiabatic elim-
ination to derive the equation for the MW mode alone, and it
turns out to have the same form as the above resonator equa-
tion (2) for the three-level case. And the heating and cool-
ing rates A′

± are still defined by Eq. (3), except now the cor-
relation functions ⟨σ̂±(s)σ̂∓(0)⟩ss in A′

± [Eq. (3)] should be
calculated from the four-level system under the laser driving.
With the help of the quantum regression theorem, for this four-
level setup, the heating and cooling rates are obtained as (the
full results are presented in Appendix C)

A′
+ =

2g2

Ῡ′
ab

⟨N̂a⟩ss, A′
− =

2g2

Ῡ′
ab

⟨N̂b⟩ss, (8)

where Ῡ′
ab := γdep+

1
2 (Γ

+
eb+Γ+

ma) is a decay rate constant. In
the steady state, the population ratios in this four-level system
satisfy (Appendix C)

⟨N̂m⟩ss

⟨N̂a⟩ss
= e−Ωma/T ,

⟨N̂e⟩ss

⟨N̂b⟩ss
= e−Ωeb/T ,

⟨N̂e⟩ss

⟨N̂m⟩ss
=

Γ+
em + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
em + Γ−

em + Γ−
eb + Γ−

ma)

Γ−
em + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
em + Γ−

em + Γ−
eb + Γ−

ma)
. (9)

When the driving strength Ω̃d → ∞, the ratios (9) give
⟨N̂e⟩ss/⟨N̂m⟩ss ≃ 1, and ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss ≃ e−(Ωeb−Ωma)/T → 0.
That indicates the populations could be fully concentrated into
the ground state, i.e., ⟨N̂b⟩ss → 1, ⟨N̂a⟩ss → 0, which also
gives T eff

ab → 0.
More importantly, unlike the above three-level case

[Eq. (6)], now the driving strength Ω̃d no longer appears in
the correction factor 2g2/Ῡ′

ab in A′
± [Eq. (8)]. Thus, with

the increase of the driving light intensity, here the cooling
(heating) rate increases (decreases) monotonically. There-
fore, when the driving strength Ω̃d → ∞, the cooling per-
formance could achieve the optimum, and that gives A′

+ → 0
and A′

− → 2g2/Ῡ′
ab.

All the above discussions are based on the interaction be-
tween the MW resonator and a single multi-level system.
Generally, the coupling strength g between an MW resonator
mode and a single atom is quite small. This can be improved
by adopting N atom refrigerators to couple with the resonator.
Correspondingly, the above cooling and heating rates A± ob-
tained from a single refrigerator can be enlarged by N times.
Effectively, this also can be regarded as the enlargement in the
coupling strength, g 7→ gN ≡

√
N g, which is similar as the

treatment in lasing problems [29, 31, 32].
Based on the above results, the cooling limit of the photon

number in the MW resonator [Eq. (5)] is obtained as

⟨n̂⟩ss
Ω̃d→∞−→ κn̄R

2g2N/Ῡ′
ab + κ

≃ n̄R

/ 2g2N
κγdep

. (10)

Here, in the decay rate Ῡ′
ab [see the definition under Eq. (8)],

Γ+
eb ≡ γeb n̄eb ≃ 0, Γ+

ma ≡ γma n̄ma ≃ 0 (since Ωeb,Ωma ≫
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T ), thus generally the dephasing rate gives the main contribu-
tion, i.e., Ῡ′

ab ≃ γdep. Therefore, to achieve a better cooling
effect, we need Ng2/κγdep ≫ 1, which requires a stronger
coupling strength gN ≡

√
N g, a smaller resonator loss κ,

and a smaller dephasing rate γdep.

Experiment estimation - Now we make an estimation for the
possible cooling limit in realistic experiments. For the ex-
ample of an MW resonator with ωR/2π = 1GHz, at room
temperature T = 300K, the thermal photon number from the
surrounding reservoir is n̄R ≃ 6.2 × 103. A quality factor
Q ≃ 104 is an achievable estimation, which gives the res-
onator decay rate as κ/2π ≃ 0.1MHz [9, 16, 33].

The multi-level systems can be implemented by the defect
structures in solid crystals (e.g., NV or SiV centers in dia-
monds or silicon carbide [14, 34, 35], pentacene molecules
doped in the p-terphenyl crystal [8, 9]), or certain atoms in
the form of gas, or doped in solid crystals, which is similar as
the gas or solid laser systems. It is reported that the effective
coupling strength between the MW resonator and NV ensem-
ble could achieve gN/2π ≃ 1.5MHz [16]. For the dephasing
rate, a typical estimation is γdep/2π ≃ 0.5MHz, which corre-
sponds to T ∗

2 ≃ 2µs [33, 36, 37].
Based on the above experimental parameters, the cooling

limit (10) gives the steady photon number in the MW res-
onator as ⟨n̂⟩ss ≃ 69, which corresponds to an effective tem-
perature T eff

R ≡ ℏωR

/
kB ln(1 + 1/⟨n̂⟩ss) ≃ 3.3K (starting

from room temperature). Such a cooling effect is well com-
parable with the liquid helium temperature. It is possible
to achieve a better result if a stronger coupling strength or
smaller dephasing rate could be adopted [38].

Summary - In this paper, we consider using three-level or four-
level atoms as quantum refrigerators to cool down an MW
resonator, and investigate the possible cooling limits. Under
proper transition structures, a laser pump drives the atom to
work as an SSDG quantum refrigerator, and the atom popula-
tion is fully concentrated into the ground state, effectively giv-
ing a zero temperature. Then the thermal photons in the MW
resonator can be continuously absorbed away by the atom.

By adopting the adiabatic elimination, we obtain a master
equation for the resonator mode, which gives a more precise
description for this cooling system. We find that, though the
atom can be well cooled down, the laser driving also sig-
nificantly perturbs the atom levels. Such perturbation may
cause the atom-resonator coupling to become off-resonant,
which prevents the heat transport from the MW resonator
to the refrigerator, and that greatly weakens the cooling ef-
fect. We find that this issue can be well overcome by adopt-
ing four-level systems as the refrigerators. Based on some
practical parameters, our estimation shows the cooling limit
of the MW resonator could reach the liquid helium tempera-
ture (T eff

R ≃ 3.3K for ωR/2π = 1GHz). Our results high-
light the potential of quantum refrigerators as practical, high-
performance solutions for suppressing thermal noise in MW
devices without cryogenic complexity [23, 24, 39–41].
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(applied by ĤA + ĤR), we rewrite the equation for the atom-resonator system as ∂tρ = (LA +KAR +DR)[ρ], where
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can be applied based on this subspace [42, 43]. Here we introduce some projection operators P[ρ] := PR · PA[ρ], where

PR[ρ] :=

∞∑
n=0

⟨n|ρ|n⟩ |n⟩⟨n|, PA[ρ] := lim
t→∞

etLA [ρ] = ϱss
A ⊗ trA[ρ]. (A2)

Such a projection gives P[ρ(t)] = ϱss
A ⊗ µ(t), where µ(t) ≡

∑
pn(t) |n⟩⟨n| is the diagonal part of the resonator state ϱR(t).

Then effectively the above master equation can be described by [28, 30, 42, 43]

∂tP[ρ] = PKAR(−LA)
−1KARP [ρ],

⇒ ∂tµ = PR trA

{
PA KAR(−LA)

−1KARP[ρ]
}
= PR

∫ ∞

0

ds trA

{
KAR e

sLAKAR P[ρ(t)]
}
. (A3)

In the last equation, the super operator L−1
A is formally replaced by its Laplacian integral, and the integration term has been

simplified by trA

{
PA L[ρ]

}
= trA

{
ϱss

A ⊗ trA(L[ρ])
}
= trA

{
L[ρ]

}
.

Further, denoting Θs := esLAKARP[ρ] for short, the above integration term becomes trA

{
KAR[Θs]

}
= ig [ trA(σ̂

+Θs), â ] +

ig [ trA(σ̂
−Θs), â

† ] (using the relation trA

{
[Θs, X̂A · ŶR]

}
= [ trA(X̂AΘs), ŶR ]). That further gives

trA(σ̂
+Θs) = trA

{
σ̂+ · esLA KAR[Pρ]

}
= ig trA

{
σ̂+(s) · [ϱss

A · µt, σ̂
+â+ σ̂−â†]

}
= ig

{
⟨σ̂+(0)σ̂+(s)⟩ss µtâ+ ⟨σ̂−(0)σ̂+(s)⟩ss µtâ

† − ⟨σ̂+(s)σ̂+(0)⟩ss âµt − ⟨σ̂+(s)σ̂−(0)⟩ss â
†µt

}
, (A4)

trA(σ̂
−Θs) = ig

{
⟨σ̂+(0)σ̂−(s)⟩ss µtâ+ ⟨σ̂−(0)σ̂−(s)⟩ss µtâ

† − ⟨σ̂−(s)σ̂+(0)⟩ss âµt − ⟨σ̂−(s)σ̂−(0)⟩ss â
†µt

}
.

Taking these results back to the above Eq. (A3), we obtain

∂tµ =igPR

∫ ∞

0

ds
{
[tra(σ̂

+Θs), â] + [tra(σ̂
−Θs), â

†]
}

=− g2
∫ ∞

0

ds
{
⟨σ̂−(0)σ̂+(s)⟩ss [µtâ

†, â]− ⟨σ̂+(s)σ̂−(0)⟩ss [â
†µt, â]

+ ⟨σ̂+(0)σ̂−(s)⟩ss [µtâ, â
†]− ⟨σ̂−(s)σ̂+(0)⟩ss [âµt, â

†]
}
, (A5)

where the double annihilation/creation terms are dropped due to the projection operation PR. Since (⟨σ̂±(0)σ̂∓(s)⟩ss)
∗
=

⟨σ̂±(s)σ̂∓(0)⟩ss, the above equation also can be written as

∂tµ =
1

2
A+

(
[â†µ, â] + H.c.

)
+

1

2
A−

(
[âµ, â†] + H.c.

)
,

A+ := 2g2 Re

∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨σ̂+(s)σ̂−(0)⟩ss, A− := 2g2 Re

∫ ∞

0

ds ⟨σ̂−(s)σ̂+(0)⟩ss. (A6)

Now taking back the original dissipation term DR[ρ], we obtain the master equation solely for the MW resonator, i.e.,

∂tµ = Γ+

(
â†µâ− 1

2
{µ, â†â}

)
+ Γ−

(
âµâ† − 1

2
{µ, ââ†}

)
, (A7)

Γ+ = A+ + κn̄R, Γ− = A− + κ(n̄R + 1).

Here Γ+(−) indicates the increasing (decreasing) rate of the photon number of the resonator, and A+(−) can be regarded as the
heating (cooling) rate induced by the atom. In the steady state t → ∞, that gives the MW photon number as

⟨n̂⟩ss =
Γ+

Γ− − Γ+
=

A+ + κn̄R

A− −A+ + κ
. (A8)

If the cooling rate is fast enough (A− ≫ A+, κn̄R), the MW photon number becomes ⟨n̂⟩ss → 0, which means the thermal noise
in the resonator can be greatly suppressed.

The above derivations for the cooling and heating rates are based on the interaction between the MW mode and a single atom.
A large number of N atoms can be placed in the MW resonator and used to absorb the thermal photons together. In this case,
the cooling and heating rates can be enlarged by N times (A± 7→ NA±), or equivalently, the atom-resonator coupling strength
g can be regarded as enlarged by

√
N times (g 7→ gN :=

√
N g).
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Appendix B: The three level system under driving

1. Steady state expectations

Here we study the behavior of the three level system when there is no interaction with the resonator. A driving laser is applied
to the transition path |e⟩ ↔ |a⟩, and the atom dynamics is described by the master equation (interaction picture)

∂tϱA = i[ϱA,
1

2
Ω̃d(τ̂

+
ea + τ̂−ea)] +DA[ϱA] +Ddep[ϱA], (B1)

DA[ϱA] =

εα>εβ∑
α,β

Γ+
αβ

(
τ̂+αβϱA τ̂

−
αβ − 1

2
{τ̂−αβ τ̂

+
αβ , ϱA}

)
+ Γ−

αβ

(
τ̂−αβϱA τ̂

+
αβ − 1

2
{τ̂+αβ τ̂

−
αβ , ϱA}

)
,

Ddep[ϱA] =
1

2
γdep

(
σ̂zϱAσ̂

z − ϱA

)
.

The transition structure of DA[ϱA] is demonstrated in Fig. 1(a) in the main text (for |e⟩ ↔ |a⟩ and |e⟩ ↔ |b⟩). For the transition
|α⟩ ↔ |β⟩ (εα > εβ), we denote τ̂+αβ := |α⟩⟨β| = (τ̂−αβ)

† as the transition operators; Γ+
αβ = γαβ n̄αβ , Γ−

αβ = γαβ(n̄αβ + 1)

are the dissipation rates, with n̄αβ ≡ (eΩαβ/T − 1)−1 and Ωαβ ≡ εα − εβ , which satisfy Γ+
αβ/Γ

−
αβ = e−Ωαβ/T . The energy

gap between |a⟩ and |b⟩ is in the MW regime, thus the spontaneous decay rate between these two levels is generally negligibly
small. And Ddep[ϱA] describes the pure dephasing effect for |a⟩ and |b⟩, where σ̂z := |a⟩⟨a| − |b⟩⟨b|.

From the above master equation (B1) it turns out the equations of ⟨τ̂±ea⟩, ⟨N̂e,a,b⟩ (N̂α := |α⟩⟨α|) form a closed set, i.e.,

∂t⟨τ̂−ea⟩ = +
i

2
Ω̃d

(
⟨N̂e⟩ − ⟨N̂a⟩

)
− 1

2
(Γ+

ea + Γ−
ea + Γ−

eb)⟨τ̂
−
ea⟩,

∂t⟨N̂e⟩ =
[
Γ+
eb⟨N̂b⟩ − Γ−

eb⟨N̂e⟩
]
+

[
Γ+
ea⟨N̂a⟩ − Γ−

ea⟨N̂e⟩
]
+

i

2
Ω̃d

(
⟨τ̂−ea⟩ − ⟨τ̂+ea⟩

)
, (B2)

∂t⟨N̂b⟩ = −
[
Γ+
eb⟨N̂b⟩ − Γ−

eb⟨N̂e⟩
]
.

In the steady state, the time derivatives all give zero, and their steady states give

⟨N̂e⟩ss

⟨N̂b⟩ss
=

Γ+
eb

Γ−
eb

= e−Ωeb/T ,
⟨N̂a⟩ss

⟨N̂b⟩ss
=

Γ+
eb

Γ−
eb

·
Γ−
ea + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb)

Γ+
ea + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb)

, ⟨τ̂−ea⟩ss =
iΩ̃d

(
⟨N̂e⟩ss − ⟨N̂a⟩ss

)
Γ+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb

. (B3)

Together with the condition ⟨N̂e⟩ss + ⟨N̂a⟩ss + ⟨N̂b⟩ss = 1, the above steady state values can be well obtained. When there is no
driving light (Ω̃d → 0), the population ratio ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss = Γ+

ebΓ
−
ea/Γ

−
ebΓ

+
ea = e−ωR/T well returns the Boltzmann distribution.

When the driving strength is quite strong (Ω̃d → ∞), this population ratio becomes ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss → e−Ωeb/T . That means,
under the room temperature (T ≃ 300K), if Ωeb is in the optical frequency regime (Ωeb/T ≫ 1), we have ⟨N̂b⟩ss ≃ 1 and
⟨N̂a,e⟩ss ≃ ⟨τ̂−ea⟩ss ≃ 0 [see Eq. (B3)], which means the atom population is fully concentrated in the ground state |b⟩.

2. Time correlation functions

To calculate the cooling and heating rates A± from the correlation functions [Eq. (A6)], we need to study the equations of
⟨σ̂±(t)⟩ [denoting σ̂+ := |a⟩⟨b| = (σ̂−)†], and that gives

∂t⟨σ̂+⟩ = i

2
Ω̃d⟨τ̂+eb⟩ −

1

2
(Γ+

ea + Γ+
eb + 2γdep)⟨σ̂+⟩,

∂t⟨τ̂+eb⟩ =
i

2
Ω̃d⟨σ̂+⟩ − 1

2
(Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb + Γ+

eb + γdep)⟨τ̂+eb⟩. (B4)

Denoting vt :=
(
⟨σ̂+

ab(t)⟩, ⟨τ̂
+
eb(t)⟩

)T
, these two equations also can be written as ∂tvt = G · vt, where

G =

[
−Ῡab iΩ̃d/2

iΩ̃d/2 −Ῡeb

]
, Ῡab := γdep +

1

2
(Γ+

ea + Γ+
eb), Ῡeb :=

1

2
(Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb + Γ+

eb + γdep). (B5)

Then the correlation function ⟨σ̂+(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss can be calculated with the help of the quantum regression theorem [29, 31, 32].
Denoting Vt :=

(
⟨σ̂+(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss, ⟨τ̂+eb(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss

)T
, which satisfies Vt→∞ = (0, 0)T , the quantum regression theorem states
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that Vt has the same equation form as that of vt [Eq. (B4)], i.e., ∂tVt = G ·Vt. Thus, the correlation function ⟨σ̂+(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss

can be obtained as the first component of Vt = eGt · V0, where V0 =
(
⟨N̂a⟩ss, ⟨τ̂+ea⟩ss

)T
. Then the time integration of

⟨σ̂+(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss can be directly obtained as the first component of∫ ∞

0

dtVt =

∫ ∞

0

dt eGt ·V0 = −G−1 ·V0. (B6)

As a result, the heating rate [Eq. (A6)] is obtained as (denoting Γ := Γ+
ea + Γ−

ea + Γ−
eb)

A+ =
2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

Re
[
⟨N̂a⟩ss +

iΩ̃d

2Ῡeb
⟨τ̂+ea⟩ss

]
=

2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

· Γ−
ea + (1− γea/2Ῡeb) Ω̃

2
d/Γ

(1 + e
Ωea
T + e

Ωeb
T )Γ+

ea + (2 + e
Ωeb
T ) Ω̃2

d/Γ
. (B7)

Similarly, the correlation function ⟨σ̂−(t)σ̂+(0)⟩ss is calculated in the same way, where the above vectors and matrix should
be changed to be

V′
t :=

(
⟨σ̂−

ab(t)σ̂
+(0)⟩ss, ⟨τ̂−eb(t)σ̂

+(0)⟩ss
)T

, V′
0 =

(
⟨N̂b⟩ss, 0

)T
, G′ =

[
−Ῡab −iΩ̃d

−iΩ̃d −Ῡeb

]
, (B8)

and that gives the cooling rate [Eq. (A6)] as

A− =
2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

⟨N̂b⟩ss

=
2g2

Ῡab + Ω̃2
d/4Ῡeb

· e
Ωeb
T (Γ+

ea + Ω̃2
d/Γ )

(1 + e
Ωea
T + e

Ωeb
T )Γ+

ea + (2 + e
Ωeb
T ) Ω̃2

d/Γ
. (B9)

When there is no driving light (Ω̃d → 0), the cooling and heating rates give A−/A+ = ⟨N̂b⟩ss/⟨N̂a⟩ss = eωR/T , which
naturally returns to the Boltzmann ratio, and that indicates the cooling and heating effect to the MW resonator is the same with
the contribution of the surrounding bath with temperature T , which keeps the photon number in the resonator as ⟨n̂⟩ss = n̄R. With
the increase of the driving strength, the cooling rate A− firstly increases, but then decreases towards zero due to the correction
factor 2g2/(Ῡab + Ω̃2

d/4Ῡeb), and that weakens the cooling effect.

Appendix C: The four level system under driving

Here we study the behavior of the four level system when there is no interaction with the resonator. A driving laser is applied
to the transition path |e⟩ ↔ |m⟩, and the atom dynamics is described by the master equation (interaction picture)

∂tϱA = i[ϱA,
1

2
Ω̃d(τ̂

+
em + τ̂−em)] +DA[ϱA] +Ddep[ϱA]. (C1)

DA[ϱA] describes the transitions for |e⟩ ↔ |b⟩, |e⟩ ↔ |m⟩ and |m⟩ ↔ |a⟩ [see Fig. 1(b) in the main text]. Then we obtain the
equations of ⟨τ̂±em⟩, ⟨N̂e,m,a,b⟩, i.e.,

∂t⟨τ̂−em⟩ = +
i

2
Ω̃d

(
⟨N̂e⟩ − ⟨N̂m⟩

)
− 1

2
(Γ+

em + Γ−
em + Γ−

eb + Γ−
ma)⟨τ̂−em⟩,

∂t⟨N̂e⟩ =
[
Γ+
eb⟨N̂b⟩ − Γ−

eb⟨N̂e⟩
]
+

[
Γ+
em⟨N̂m⟩ − Γ−

em⟨N̂e⟩
]
+

i

2
Ω̃d

(
⟨τ̂−em⟩ − ⟨τ̂+em⟩

)
,

∂t⟨N̂a⟩ = Γ−
ma⟨N̂m⟩ − Γ+

ma⟨N̂a⟩,
∂t⟨N̂b⟩ = Γ−

eb⟨N̂e⟩ − Γ+
eb⟨N̂b⟩. (C2)

In the steady state, their steady state values give

⟨N̂a⟩ss

⟨N̂m⟩ss
=

Γ−
ma

Γ+
ma

= eΩma/T ,
⟨N̂b⟩ss

⟨N̂e⟩ss
=

Γ−
eb

Γ+
eb

= eΩeb/T ,
⟨N̂m⟩ss

⟨N̂e⟩ss
=

Γ−
em + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
em + Γ−

em + Γ−
eb + Γ−

ma)

Γ+
em + Ω̃2

d/(Γ
+
em + Γ−

em + Γ−
eb + Γ−

ma)
. (C3)
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Together with ⟨N̂e⟩+ ⟨N̂m⟩+ ⟨N̂a⟩+ ⟨N̂b⟩ = 1, their specific values can be obtained. When Ω̃d → ∞, we have ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss →
e(Ωma−Ωeb)/T . Thus, if Ωem is in the optical frequency regime, under the room temperature, the population ratio ⟨N̂a⟩ss/⟨N̂b⟩ss is
almost zero, namely, ⟨N̂b⟩ss ≃ 1, ⟨N̂a,m,e⟩ss ≃ 0.

To calculate the cooling and heating rates A± [Eq. (A6)], we need the equations of ⟨σ̂±(t)⟩, i.e.,

∂t⟨σ̂+⟩ = −1

2
(Γ+

eb + Γ+
ma + 2γdep)⟨σ̂+⟩ := −Ῡ′

ab⟨σ̂+⟩, (C4)

where Ῡ′
ab := γdep +

1
2 (Γ

+
eb + Γ+

ma). It is worth noting that, unlike the three level system situation [Eq. (B4)], here the equation
of ⟨σ̂+⟩ is no longer coupled with the other dynamical variables. According to the quantum regression theorem, the correlation
function ⟨σ̂+(t)σ̂−(0)⟩ss follows the same equation form as that of ⟨σ̂+(t)⟩ [Eq. (C4)]. As a result, similarly as the discussions
around Eq. (B6), here the heating and cooling rates are obtained as (denoting Γ ′ := Γ+

em + Γ−
em + Γ−

eb + Γ−
ma)

A′
+ =

2g2

Ῡ′
ab

⟨N̂a⟩ss =
2g2

Ῡ′
ab

e
Ωma
T (Γ−

em + Ω̃2
d/Γ

′)

(1 + e
Ωma
T )Γ−

em + (1 + e
Ωeb
T )Γ+

em + (2 + e
Ωeb
T + e

Ωma
T ) Ω̃2

d/Γ
′
,

A′
− =

2g2

Ῡ′
ab

⟨N̂b⟩ss =
2g2

Ῡ′
ab

e
Ωeb
T (Γ+

em + Ω̃2
d/Γ

′)

(1 + e
Ωma
T )Γ−

em + (1 + e
Ωeb
T )Γ+

em + (2 + e
Ωeb
T + e

Ωma
T ) Ω̃2

d/Γ
′
. (C5)

Here the driving strength Ω̃d no longer appears in the correction factor 2g2/Ῡ′
ab as the three level system situation [Eqs. (B7,

B9)]. Therefore, with the increase of the driving light intensity, the cooling (heating) rate here increases (decreases) monoton-
ically. When there is no driving light, the ratio between the cooling and heating rates gives A′

−/A
′
+ = ⟨N̂b⟩ss/⟨N̂a⟩ss = eωR/T

[see from Eq. (C3)], which naturally returns to the Boltzmann ratio. When the driving strength Ω̃d → ∞, the populations could
be fully concentrated in the ground state, i.e., ⟨N̂b⟩ss → 1, ⟨N̂a⟩ss → 0. In this case, the steady state photon number becomes

⟨n̂⟩ss =
A′

+ + κn̄R

A′
− −A′

+ + κ

Ω̃d→∞−→ n̄R

/( 2g2N
κῩ′

ab

+ 1
)
≃ n̄R

/ 2g2N
κῩ′

ab

. (C6)

Here the atom-resonator coupling strength has been modified as gN =
√
Ng for the situation of many atoms.
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