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Abstract

Quantum coherence is one of the most intriguing applications of quantum mechanics, and has
led to interesting phenomena and uncommon results. Here we show that in a stark contrast to
the usual red-detuned condition to observe bistability in single-mode optomechanics, the optical
intensities exhibit bistability for all values of cavity-laser detuning due to intermode coupling
induced by the two-photon coherence. Interestingly, an unconventional bistability with “ribbon-
shaped” hysteresis can be observed for blue-detuned laser frequencies. We also demonstrate that
the two-photon coherence leads to a strong entanglement between the movable mirrors in the
adiabatic regime. Surprisingly, the mirror-mirror entanglement is shown to persist for environment

temperatures of the phonon bath up to 12 K using experimental parameters.
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The entanglement of macroscopic systems provides insight into the fundamental ques-
tions regarding the quantum to classical transition. In this respect, mechanical oscillators
are of particular interest because of their resemblance to prototypical classical systems. In
addition to the theoretical proposals [IH5] that predict entanglement between a mechanical
oscillator and a cavity field, the recent experimental realization [6] of entanglement between
the motion of a mechanical oscillator and a propagating microwave in an electromechanical
circuit makes optomechanical coupling a promising platform for generating macroscopic en-
tanglement. Other interesting theoretical proposals include the entanglement of the mirrors
of two different cavities illuminated by entangled light beams [7], and the entanglement of
two mirrors of a double-cavity set up coupled to squeezed light [4],8,9]. Optomechanical cou-
pling is also shown to exhibit nonlinear effects such as squeezing [I0HI3], optical bistability
[12, T4HT9], optomechanically induced transparency [20, 21], and photon blockade [22] 23],

among others.

A two-mode laser with a gain medium containing an ensemble of three-level atoms in
a cascade configuration is shown to exhibit quenching of spontaneous emission [24] and
squeezed light [25H27] due to the two-photon coherence between the upper and lower level of
the atoms. In such a laser, the two-photon coherence can be generated in two ways: either by
injecting the atoms in a coherent superposition of the upper and lower levels of each atom
(injected coherence), or coupling the same levels with a strong laser (driven coherence).
These coherences are shown to generate entanglement between the cavity modes of the laser
[5 6], 8, [30], and more recently to entangle the movable mirrors of the doubly-resonant cavity
[2, 32, [34].

In this work, we consider a two-mode laser with the two movable mirrors of the doubly-
resonant cavity coupled to the cavity fields via radiation pressure. The laser system consists
of a gain medium of three-level atoms in a cascade configuration. We rigorously derive
a master equation for the two-mode laser coupled to thermal reservoirs, which generalizes
previous results that are only valid for the case of driven coherence [34]. Using this master
equation and the mirror-field interaction Hamiltonian we obtain Langevin equations, which
are used to study the bistability and entanglement between the two movable mirrors. We
show that, in contrast to the conventional bistability in single-mode optomechanics [14]
15, B5] that is shown to exist only for red-detuned frequencies, the mean photon numbers

exhibit bistability for all values of detuning due to the intermode coupling induced by the



two-photon coherence. Additionally, the bistabilities show anomalous (“ribbon-shaped”)
hysteresis for the circulation of the intracavity intensities for cavity-laser detuning opposite
to the conventional bistability frequency range. These anomalous bistabilities are observed
only if the rotating wave approximation is not made in the coupled Langevin equations.
We also investigate the entanglement of the movable mirrors as a result of coupling to
the laser system and find that the movable mirrors are strongly entangled in the adiabatic
regime using realistic parameters. Interestingly, the entanglement persists for environmental
temperatures of the mechanical oscillators up to 12 K, making our system a source for robust

entanglement.
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematics of a two-mode correlated spontaneous emission laser coupled to movable
mirrors of mechanical frequencies wy,, and w,,,. The doubly-resonant cavity is driven by two
external lasers of frequency wr, and wr,, and the cavity modes, filtered by a beam splitter (BS),
are coupled to their respective movable mirrors. (b) The gain medium of the laser system is an
ensemble of three-level atoms in a cascade configuration injected at a rate r, into the cavity in a
coherent superposition of the upper |a) and lower |c) levels. An external laser drive of amplitude Q2
and frequency wyq is also applied to generate two-photon coherence by coupling the upper |a) and

lower |c) levels.

Results. We consider a two-mode laser with two movable mirrors coupled the cavity
modes via radiation pressure. The schematics of the laser system is shown in Fig. [Th. The
active medium is an ensemble of three-level atoms in a cascade configuration; see Fig. [Tp.
The atoms, initially prepared in coherent superposition of the upper |a) and lower |c) levels
with no population in the intermediate level |b), are injected into the doubly-resonant cavity

at a rate r, and removed after a time 7, which is longer than the spontaneous emission time.



During this time each atom nonresonantly interacts with the two-cavity modes of frequencies
vy and v5. Moreover, the upper and lower levels are coupled by applying a strong laser field
of amplitude 2 and frequency wy. We treat the movable mirrors as harmonic oscillators. The
doubly-resonant cavity is driven by two additional laser fields. The interaction Hamiltonian

of the system in the rotating wave and dipole approximations is given by (h = 1) [I]
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where A1 = wy — 7 and Ay = wpe — Uy with wy, = w, — wp and wy, = wp — w,. being the
frequencies for |a) — |b) and |b) — |c) transitions, respectively. Here we have introduced
the shifted cavity mode frequencies 7; = v; — dv;; the shifts dv; will be come clear in what
follows; g1 (g2) is the coupling strength between the transition |a) — |b) (|b) — |c)) and
T

) is the annihilation (creation) operator for the j® cavity mode;

the cavity mode, a; (a;

wm, are the mechanical frequencies, b; (b;) are the annihilation (creation) operators for the
mechanical modes, and G; = (vj/L;)\/hi/mjwy, is the optomechanical coupling strength
with L; and m; being the length of the cavities and the mass of the movable mirrors,
respectively. |g;] = \/W are the amplitude of the lasers that drive the doubly-
resonant cavity, with r;, P;, and wy, being the damping rates of the cavities, the power,
and the frequencies of the pump lasers, respectively; d; = 7; — wr,;, and we have assumed a

two-photon resonance condition wy = 1 + .

Optical bistability. To analyze the bistability it is more convenient to use the quantum
Langevin approach. In this respect, quantum Langevin equations for the cavity and mechan-

ical modes, derived using the master equation and optomechanical coupling Hamiltonian (see
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Supplementary Information), has the form
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Here &7 is the gain for cavity mode a; and & the loss for cavity mode ay due to the
atoms. The terms proportional to &2 and &»; describe the coupling between the cavity
modes induced by the two-photon coherence and are the main terms in this work. The noise
operators I have a vanishing mean and describe the coupling of the cavity modes with the
environment and can be obtained by using Einstein relations [24]. The mechanical oscillators
noise operators f; has zero mean and the following nonvanishing correlation properties:
GHOLE) = nyd(t 1), FOFE) = (n;+ 13t =), where ny" = exp(Fesm, /kpT}) 1.
kp is the Boltzmann constant and 7} the temperature of the j* thermal phonon bath.

It is well-known that the usual single-mode dispersive optomechanical coupling gives rise
to an S-shaped bistability in the mean cavity photon number in the red-detuned frequency
regime [12, B5]. The bistability behaviour can be studied from the steady state solutions
of the expectation values of Egs. —. This can be done by first choosing a rotating
frame defined by @; = a;e=*" and by writing a; = (a;) + da; and b; = (b;) + 0b;. In this
transformed frame, the equations for both the fluctuations da; and classical mean values
(@;) have a coupling between the two cavity modes (terms proportional to &2 and &) that
contains highly oscillating factors exp[—i(d1 4 92)t]. To obtain solutions for (a;) in the steady
state, one must either make the rotating wave approximation, which amounts to dropping
the highly oscillating terms completely, or choose a condition such that d; = —d; and retain
the coupling terms. (It is important to mention here that we do not make the rotating
wave approximation in the equations for the fluctuation da;, which will be used later to
study mirror-mirror entanglement.) In the following, we consider both cases and study the

bistability of the intracavity photon numbers.

Rotating wave approzimation (RWA). If we drop the highly oscillating terms in the trans-
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formed Langevin equations for (a;), we obtain the steady state solutions for (b;) and (a;)

B 2wijjIj
A
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(0 +bj) = (5)

(a;) (6)

where I; = |(a;)|* are the steady state intracavity mean photon numbers and 6; = v; —
wr,; + G]-<b} + b;)) are the cavity mode detuning. Here we have chosen dv; = Gj(b} +b;)
to be the frequency shift due to radiation pressure. The equations for the intracavity mean

photon numbers have the implicit form

I |i(0o; — BiI;)* + % +(=1)¢; = le51%, (7)
where dp; = v; —wyr, and §; = (2w, G3)/ (%znj / 4+w12nj). These are the standard equations for
S-shaped bistabilities for intracavity intensities in an optomechanical system, with effective
cavity damping rates k; + 2(—1)/¢;;. Note that because of the RWA, there is no coupling
between the intensities of the cavity modes that is due to the two-photon coherence induced
in the system.

Let us set realistic parameters from recent experiments [39, 40]: mass of the mirrors m =
145 ng, cavity lengths L; = 112 pym, Ly = 88.6 um, pump laser wavelengths, A\; = 810 nm,
Ao = 1024nm, rate of injection of atoms r, = 1.6 MHz, mechanical oscillator damping rates
Ymy = Ymy, = 27 x60 Hz, and mechanical frequencies wy,, = wm, = 2mx3 MHz, and dephasing
and spontaneous emission rates for the atoms v,. = Yap = Voe = Yo = W = Ve = 7 = 3.4 MHz.
In this paper, we consider A; = Ay = 0 for the sake of simplicity.

To illustrate the bistability behaviour, we plot in Fig. the steady state mean photon
number for the first cavity mode I; as a function of the laser detuning and the cavity drive
laser power P;. This figure reveals that a large bistable regime (the meshed area) for a wide
range of the drive laser power. As expected [12, B5] the bistable behavior only exists for
red-detuned (dp; > 0) frequency range. The cross section of the phase diagram at different
detunings shown in Fig. indicates the S-shaped bistable behaviour of the intracavity
mean photon number I;. We also observe that the bistable region widens with increasing
detuning and drive laser power. Similar plots for the mean photon number I show bistability
for a wide range of detunings at a power one order of magnitude larger than that needed to

achieve the bistability of I;, but we omit them here.
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FIG. 2. (a) Phase diagram showing bistability of the intracavity mean photon number I; for varying
cavity-laser detuning dp; and cavity drive laser power P; in the rotating wave approximation.
The meshed region shows the unstable solutions. (b) Cross section of the phase diagram for
different values of the cavity-laser detuning dy;. Here we have used atom-field couplings g1 = g2 =
2w x 4 MHz, Q/v =10 , k1 = kg = 27 x 215 kHz and when all atoms are initially in their excited

state |Yg) = |a) (n = —1). See text for the other parameters.

Beyond rotating wave approrimation. It is more interesting to study the bistability be-
havior of the intracavity mean photon numbers without the rotating wave approximation,
because it allows us to see the effect of the two-photon coherence. Note that to analyze
the bistability in this regime, it is convenient to work in the rotating frame defined by the
bare cavity frequencies v;, which is equivalent to choosing dv; = 0 in the Hamiltonian given
by Eq. . Thus, the condition for retaining the counter rotating terms in the Langevin
equations for a; becomes dpp = —0p1 = —0p. With this choice of detuning, we obtain the

expectation values of the cavity mode operators:

(1) = e105 + €2€12 () = g0 — €1éa1
— S1T2 T e2s12 ,) = —21 T "1821
a4 €125, aiag + o

(8)

where a; = i(0g— 111) +k1/2—&11 and ag = —i(dg+ falz) + K2 /24 Exn. We see from Eq.
that the coupling between (a;) and (as) is due to &1 and & which are proportional to the
two-photon coherence induced either by the coupling of atomic levels by an external laser or
by injecting the atoms in a coherent superposition of upper and lower levels. Introducing a

new variable which relates the cavity drive amplitudes, |eo| = plei| = ple| (Pp ~ p?Py), we
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FIG. 3. (a) Phase diagram for mean photon number for the first cavity mode I; showing instability
regions without the rotating wave approximation. The “tornado-shaped” center area represents
the unstable regime. Notice that the bistability appears for all values of detuning, which is in stark
contrast to the usual red-detuned condition to observe bistability in single-mode optomechanics
[12, B5]. (b) Cross section of the phase diagram at dp/2m = —1.75 MHz showing anomalous
“ribbon-shaped” hysteresis due to the intermode coupling induced by the two-photon coherence.
The area between the turning points represent the unstable regime, while the magenta-dashed
curve shows the saddle node instability. The arrows show the hysteresis for the circulation of
the optical intensity. (c) Cross section of the phase diagram at dy = 0 (blue dashed curve) and
do/2m = 1.75 MHz (black solid curve) showing the usual S-shaped bistability. Here we have used
Q/v =10, u = 0.1 (P, = 0.08P;) and atoms are initially injected into the cavity in state |c) (n = 1).

See text and Fig. [2| for the other parameters.

obtain coupled equations for I; and I
() as(T) + 12634 17
a3 (12) + péizf?
|ad () a2 (12) + o
lnai(f) — & ?

To gain insight into the effect of the intermode coupling caused by the two-photon coher-

I = e, (9)

I = |e|*. (10)

ence on the bistability behavior of the cavity modes, we slightly simplify the above equations
by choosing the value of p?. Let us first consider the case when p? < 1 (P, < P;). Thus, the
denominator in Eq. can be approximated as |paf — o |* & |u(—ido + k1/2 — &) — € ]?
for 1i26111/]é1* < 1. In this case, the ratio of Egs. (9) and yields a cubic equation
for I: I} = L|aj(l) + pé)?/|u(—ido + k1/2 — &11) — €21]?. This equation reveals that I
can exhibit bistability when the intensity of the first cavity mode is varied. In Fig. [3h we
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FIG. 4. (a) Phase diagram for mean photon number for the second cavity mode I showing
instability regions without the rotating wave approximation. The “tornado-shaped” area represents
the unstable regime. Notice that the bistability again appears for all values of detuning. (b) Cross
section of the phase diagram at dp/2m = —1.75 MHz (red-solid curve) with a magenta-dashed curve
showing the saddle node instability, do = 0 (blue-dashed curve), and dy/27 = 1.75 MHz (black-
dotdashed curve) showing the usual S-shaped bistability. (c) Intracavity mean photon number for
second mode I vs the mean photon number for the first cavity mode I; indicating that Is exhibits
S-shaped bistability behavior when I is varied , only in the red-detuned (dyp < 0) frequency range.
The arrows indicate the hysteresis for the flow of intensities when [; is varied with turning points
A and B, which are the same turning points shown in Figs. and [4p. The magenta-dashed curve
shows the saddle node instability. The blue-dashed (dp = 0) and the black-dotdashed (dp/27 =
1.75 MHz) curves do not show bistability. Here we have used Q/v = 10, p = 0.1 (P, = 0.08P;) and
atoms are initially injected into the cavity in state |c)(n = 1). See text and Fig. [2| for the other

parameters.

plot a phase diagram showing steady state solutions for the first cavity mode mean photon
number /;. The “tornado-shaped” center region represents the unstable solutions for pos-
itive detuning while the regions on the left and right areas represent stable solutions. In
the vicinity of resonance (dp = 0) the size of unstable region diminishes. The region of the
unstable behavior widens when the detuning is increased. The intriguing aspect is that, in
stark contrast to the RWA case, the bistability occurs at resonance as well as in the blue
detuned regime (§y < 0). Furthermore, these bistabilities appear at higher pump powers
than the positive detunings. The cross section of the phase diagram at different detunings

reveals two distinct features of the bistability. When d, > 0, the system exhibits the usual



S-shaped bistability as discussed in the RWA case. However, when d; < 0 and above a
critical detuning dp/27m =~ 1.1 MHz, the system shows unconventional bistability showing
“ribbon-shaped” hysteresis—see in Fig. Bb. The circulation of the intensity shows peculiar
behavior: when the drive laser power is swept to higher powers, the first turning point A
is reached at P = 0.085 pW and the hysteresis then follows the upward arrow to the upper
branch. When the laser power is decreased to lower values, the hysteresis reaches to the
second turning point B(P ~ 0.022 pW) and the hysteresis follows the downward arrow to
the lower branch.

In Fig. we plot a phase diagram for the mean photon number of the second cavity
mode [5. Similar to the I;, the mean photon number [y exhibits bistability for all values
of detuning. The main difference between the bistability behaviors of I; and I, is that I,
only exhibits S-shaped bistability owing to the coupling between I; and I,. This can be
understood from the bistability curve for Iy when I is varied. When I; increase from zero
to higher values, I also increases until a turning point A (the same turning point shown in
Fig. and that of the red-solid curve in Fig. ) is reached. The shape of the hysteresis for
I; and 5 is determined by whether the intensities increase or decrease along the saddle node
instability curve (magenta-dashed curve in Fig. ) Notice that in traversing from turning
points A to B, I; decreases but I, increases. Therefore, in the plot of I; versus power P
(see Fig. ), after the tuning point A, I; should decrease going below the turning point
A until the turning point B, producing the “ribbon-shaped” bistability. However, since I,
increases in going from A to B, the saddle node instability curve in Fig. should go above
the turning point A until it reaches B, creating the S-shaped bistability.

We next consider the case when p? > 1 (P, > Py). In this case, the denominator of the
first term in Eq. can be approximated as |a + 2| & |idg+ ko /2 + Ean + p€12|* assuming
that Boly/(p%€12)*) < 1. Then, the ratio of the first and second terms in Eq. gives a
relation between I and Iy: Iy = I |uai () — &a1]?/|ido + Kao/2 + Ean + péiz|*. Therefore, I
can exhibit bistability behavior when I is varied. Our numerical simulations (not shown
here) reveal that, both I; and I, exhibit bistabilities for all values of detuning. However,
for p? > 1, the role of I; and I, is interchanged: I; shows only S-shaped bistability while
I, exhibits both S-shaped and unconventional bistability. In contrast to the case of p? < 1,
the anomalous bistability emerges in the red-detuned (dy > 0) frequency range.

These rich features of intracavity mean photon number bistabilities are observed only if
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FIG. 5. Entanglement of movable mirrors. Logarithmic negativity En vs the cavity drive lasers’
powers P; and P, for thermal phonon numbers n; = ng = 100 and thermal photon numbers
Nj = N3 = 1, normalized drive laser amplitude 2/ = 6, n = —1 (more atoms are injected in their
upper level |a)), and atom-field coupling constants g; = g2 = 27 x 2.5 MHz, and cavity damping

rates k1 = 27w x 215 kHz, and ks = 27 x 430 kHz. See text and Fig. 5| for the other parameters.

we do not make the rotating wave approximation in the steady state classical equations.
This is because the rotating wave approximation drops the terms that couple the two cavity
modes that are induced by the two-photon coherence, which is the main source of uncon-
ventional bistabilities. These unconventional bistabilities can be measured experimentally
by measuring the field leaking out from the cavity. We expect that the transmitted field will
also exhibit the bistability due to the linear input-output relation.

Entanglement of the movable mirrors. Here we study the entanglement of the
movable mirrors of the doubly-resonant cavity in the adiabatic regime. It has been shown
that the cavity modes of the laser system are entangled [5] [0, 8, 30] due to the two-photon
coherence induced either by strong external drive or initial coherent superposition of atomic
levels. Here we exploit the two-photon coherence to entangle the movable mirrors of the
doubly-resonant cavity. Optimal entanglement transfer from the two-mode cavity field to the
mechanical modes is achieved in the adiabatic limit, when the movable mirrors adiabatically
follow the cavity fields, x; > 7, [4, 8], which is the case for mirrors with high-mechanical
Q factor and weak effective optomechanical coupling.

In Fig. [5| we plot the logarithmic negativity Ey vs the cavity drive lasers’ powers P;
and P, when all atoms are injected in their upper level |a) (n = —1), for thermal phonon

numbers n,; = ny = 100, and thermal photon numbers N; = Ny = 1. The two mirrors are
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FIG. 6. Entanglement of movable mirrors with injected coherence only (2 = 0). (a) A phase
diagram for logarithmic negativity Fn vs the cavity drive lasers power P and initial state of the
atoms 7. For thermal phonon numbers n; = ny = 100 and thermal photon numbers Ny = Ny = 1.
(b) Cross section of the phase diagram at difference values of cavity drive laser power: P = 60 mW
(red solid curve), 10 mW (green dotdashed curve), and 5 mW (blue dashed curve). See text and

Fig. [5| for the other parameters.

entangled for a wide range of the drive lasers’ powers. Maximum entanglement is achieved
slightly below the diagonal of the phase diagram, i.e., when the drive laser power P is
slightly higher than P,. This can be explained by the fact that the effective couplings G
and Go; between the two mechanical mirrors can be enhanced because they directly rely on

the mean number of photons [;, or the cavity drive lasers’ powers.

We next examine the entanglement generated by either the driven or injected coherence
separately. First, we consider the contribution of the injected coherence characterized by
the initial states of the three-level atoms, i.e., n to the entanglement of the mirrors. Figure
[Bp displays the phase diagram of logarithmic negativity as function of the cavity drive lasers
power P (assumed to be the same for both laser drives) and 7. This figure reveals two
blocks of parametric regimes showing entanglement of the two movable mirrors. The lower
block appears around the maximum initial coherence n = 0 [corresponds to [14(0)) =
(la) + |c))/v/2)], while the second block appears for n > 0, which corresponds to more
atoms in the lower level than the upper level. It is somewhat counterintuitive that the

maximum entanglement does not occur when the injected coherence is maximum. Instead,
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FIG. 7. Environment temperature dependence of the mirror-mirror entanglement with injected
coherence only (2 = 0). (a) Logarithmic negativity En vs initial state of the atoms 7 and thermal
photon numbers N when the temperature of the thermal phonon bath is zero T' = 0 K(ny = ng = 0).
(b) Logarithmic negativity Fn vs the initial state of the atoms 7 and the temperature T of thermal
phonon bath when the thermal photon bath is at zero temperature (N = N; = Ny = 0). The
cavity drive lasers power is fixed at P = P| = P, = 200 mW. See text and Fig. [5| for the other

parameters.

the maximum mirror-mirror entanglement is achieved around 1 = 0.36, which corresponds

to more atoms populating the upper level.

Figures [Th and [(p show the dependence of the entanglement on the temperatures of
the environment. When the cavity drive lasers’ power is fixed at P = 200 mW and the
temperature of the thermal phonon bath is zero T = 0K (n; = ng = 0), the mirrors
become disentangled at N = 3.5. The range of N for which the entanglement exists is
weakly dependent on the drive power strength. However, when the thermal photon bath is
at zero temperature N = N; = Ny = 0, the mirror-mirror entanglement persists up to a
temperature 7' < 12 K of the thermal phonon bath, which is two orders of magnitude larger
than the ground state temperature of the movable mirrors. The entanglement can even
survive at higher temperatures if the drive laser power is increased. It is worth mentioning
that the entanglement generated when more atoms are initially in the lower level (n 2 0.3)
is more robust than that created around the maximum coherence n ~ 0. Therefore, the

entanglement is robust against the thermal phonons temperature, but substantially more
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sensitive to the thermal photons temperatures.
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FIG. 8. Entanglement of movable mirrors with drive coherence only. Logarithmic negativity En vs
the cavity drive lasers power P and normalized drive amplitude €2/~ for thermal phonon numbers
n1 = no = 100 and thermal photon numbers N3 = Ny = 1, in the absence of injected coherence
n = —1 (all atoms are injected in the their upper level). See text and Fig. for the other

parameters.

Next, we consider the entanglement generated solely due to the driven coherence by
assuming atoms are injected into the cavity in their upper level. Figure |8 shows that the
entanglement of the movable mirrors due to the driven coherence for (n = —1), when all
atoms are injected in their upper level (no injected coherence). There exists a minimum
strength of the cavity laser drives for which the mirror-mirror entanglement appears. The
movable mirrors remain entangled for a wide range of the strength of the laser drives, with
the maximum entanglement appearing at around {2 ~ 4.5v. The degree of the entanglement
increases with increasing power of the cavity drive lasers and saturates (not shown) at
P ~ 80 mW.

Finally, we studied the environmental temperature dependence of the mirror-mirror en-
tanglement due to driven coherence and when all atoms are injected in the upper level. Our
numerical simulations (see Fig. E[) show that at zero thermal phonon temperature and fixed
cavity drive power P = 200 mW, the entanglement decreases gradually with the number of
thermal photons and eventually disappears. We note that the entanglement is more suscep-
tible to thermal photons at higher values of the drive laser amplitude, (2. However, when
the number of thermal photons is zero (N = N; = N, = 0), the entanglement persists for
temperatures of the phonon thermal bath up to 12 K. This reveals that the entanglement

generated using the injected or the driven coherence disappears at the same range of phonon
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FIG. 9. Environment temperature dependence of the mirror-mirror entanglement with drive co-
herence only. (a) Logarithmic negativity Ex vs the normalized drive amplitude /7 of the coher-
ent drive (for atoms) and the thermal photon numbers N when the temperature of the thermal
phonon bath is zero T'= 0 K (n = n; = ng = 0). (b) Logarithmic negativity Fn vs /v and
the temperature T' of the thermal phonon bath when the photon bath is at zero temperature
(N = Ny = Ny =0). The cavity drive lasers power is fixed at P = P, = P, = 200 mW and atoms

injected in their upper state (n = —1). See text and Fig. |5 for the other parameters.

bath temperatures.

The experimental realization of entanglement between mechanical oscillators remains
challenging, owing to the very small damping rate of the oscillators and the sensitive nature
of the entanglement on the phonon thermal bath. Thus, models that generate entanglement
which persists at higher phonon bath temperature (more than two orders of magnitude
higher than the oscillator ground state temperature), like ours, is a promising paradigm

towards the experimental realization.

Discussion. We have analyzed the optical bistability and entanglement between two
mechanical oscillators coupled to the cavity modes of a two-mode laser via radiation pres-
sure using parameters from recent experiments. In stark contrast to the usual S-shaped
bistability observed in single-mode optomechanics, we find that the optical intensities of the
two cavity modes exhibit bistabilities for all values of detuning, owing to the parametric-
amplification-type coupling induced by the two-photon coherence. In addition to this, the

optical intensities reveal unconventional ribbon-shaped hysteresis for the circulation of op-
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tical intensities in the blue-detuned frequencies. We show that the two-photon coherence,
induced either by a strong external laser or initial preparation of the atoms of the laser
medium, plays a crucial role in creating anomalous bistabilities. From application view-
point, optical bistability has wide range potential applications from optical communications
to quantum computation.

We also studied the entanglement of the movable mirrors by exploiting the intermode
correlation induced by the two-photon coherence. We showed that strong mirror-mirror
entanglement can be created in the adiabatic regime. Strong entanglement between the
movable mirrors is obtained when the drive lasers have approximately the same power. We
examined the entanglement generation due to the injected coherence and drive coherence
separately. Although the two mirrors are entangled when the injected coherence is maximum,
the maximum entanglement is actually achieved for slightly less coherence and when more
atoms are injected in the lower level than the upper level. When the coherence is induced
by a strong laser (driven coherence), there exists a threshold value of the drive strength for
which the two mirrors become entangled. This entanglement then holds for wide range of the
drive strength. Moreover, the entanglement created due to both coherences is remarkably
robust to the phonon bath temperature, persisting up to 12 K for certain parameter ranges.

Methods. Linearization of quantum Langevin equations. Using the standard
linearization procedure mentioned in the results section and transforming back to the original
it

rotating frame by introducing da; = da;e** and defining lN)j = b; exp(iwpm,t), we obtain

/
(5&1 = — %5@1 + flzéCL; — ZGl <&1>(5616_i(wm1 —ou)t

+ 0l wm+oty | [y (11)
Say = — %,25@ — En10a] — iGo (@) (8bye (@ma=02)t

+ Obheiwmatoty 4 (12)
5b; = — %2’” 5b; — iG ;) dal e mitt

—iGj(al)da;e™mi " + | A £, (13)

where K] = k1 — 2§51 and Ky = Ky + 269. Here (a;) is given by Eq. @, which are
obtained in rotating wave approximation (RWA). We have deliberately made the rotating
wave approximation to obtain the steady state solutions which would give stable solutions

when choosing the effective detuning 6; = dwy,. For §; = Fwy, the bistability of I
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completely disappears, i.e., Eq. @ becomes intensity independent. As mentioned earlier,
no RWA has been made in the fluctuation equations so that the coupling terms (proportional
to &2 and &»1) induced by the two-photon coherence are retained. In an optomechanical
coupling when 0; = wy,,, the interaction describes parametric amplification and can be used
to generate optomechanical squeezing [35] and when 0; = —wy,, the interaction is relevant
for quantum state transfer [4, 8, B5] and cooling. Since we are interested in transferring
the entanglement between the modes of the cavity to the mechanical modes, we choose
0; = —Wn;-

Setting d; = —wn, and applying adiabatic approximation on the resulting da; equations,

we obtain coupled Langevin equations for ZN)j

) Iy ~
§by = _éébl — glg(Sb; + v F1 + ’UZFQT + Y J15
. Iy ~
0by = — 225b2 + G10b] — wi FY + upFy + V¥ms f2,

where I'; = v, 4+ Iy, with Ty, = 4G7k5/K and 'y, = 4G5k /K with K = k{r} + 4€15€n
are the effective damping rate for the mechanical modes induced by the radiation pressure;

Gi1o = 4£12G1Go/ K and Goy = 4€91G1Go/ K are the effective coupling between the two me-

chanical modes induced by the laser system and v; = /Iy, 55/ K, vy = 2&194/T%, /R K,

uy = 2&91 \/W , and uy = \/W . Here we have introduced many-photon cou-
pling G; = Gj\/w = Gj\/f_j by choosing the phase of the cavity laser drives such that
(a) = —i|(a)| []. Note that since we have chosen A; = Ay = 0, for the sake of simplicity,
&j; and &;; are real.

To analyze the entanglement between the two mechanical modes, it is convenient to
use quadrature operators defined as dg; = (b, + 55;)/\/5, dp; = 2(55; — 6b;)/v/2. We also
introduce the corresponding noise operators f,,, f,, and F,, Fy, defined in a similar way. The

equations of motion for ¢; and p;, can be written in a matrix form as U(t) = RU(t) + ((t),

—F1/2 0 _g12 0
0 —I4/2 0
n— 1/ ng (14)
Go1 0 -TIy/2 0

0 —Ga 0 —Iy/2

and U(t) = (01, 0p1, 02, 6p2)T and C(t) = (E,,, Fpy, Fyy, Fp,)" with where F,, = vyF,, +
vy, + \/'Ym1fq1 ) Fpl = —vokp, + 1 Fy, + \/'lefm ) qu = ugky, —urFy, + \/'szfq% and
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sz = uglly, + urFy, + \/Ymyfp2- We focus on the steady state entanglement between the
mechanical modes. To this end, one needs to find a stable solution for the matrix equation,
so that it reaches a unique steady state independent of the initial conditions. Since we have
assumed the quantum noises f,., f,;, Iy;, and F},. to be zero-mean Gaussian noises and the
equations for fluctuations (dq;, op;) are linearized, the quantum steady state for fluctuations
is simply a zero-mean Gaussian state, which is fully characterized by a correlation matrix
Vij = [(Ui(c0)U;j(00) + Uj(00)U;(0))] /2. For fixed realistic parameters mentioned in this
section, we have chosen externally controllable parameters such as €2, the powers of the
cavity drive lasers, and initial state of the atoms for which the system is stable. Thus, for
all results presented in this section the system is stable and the correlation matrix satisfies

the Lyapunov equation RV + VRT = —D,

Ay 0 A3 O
0 A 0 —-A
_ 1 3 (15>
A; 0 Ay O
0 —As 0 A,

where A = K110 4 K9903 — 21201 Vo +Vm, (2114 1), Az = Br2(u1v9 — ugvy) + KogUgva — KagU vy,
Ay = K11U3 + Kagus + 2B19urts + Yimy (202 + 1)/2 with k;; = [k;(2N; + 1) + 2Re(&;;)]/2 and
Br2 = Re(&12 + &a1) /2.

In order to quantify the two-mode entanglement, we employ the logarithmic negativity
En, a quantity which has been proposed as a measure of bipartite entanglement for Gaussian

states [41]. For continuous variables, Ey is defined as
En = max[0, — In 2A], (16)

where A = 271/2 [O’ — Vo2 —4detV 2 is the smallest simplistic eigenvalue of the partial
transpose of the 4 x 4 correlation matrix V with o = det V4 + det Vg — 2det V5. Here V4
and Vp, respectively represent the first and second mechanical modes, while V5 describes

the correlation between them. These matrices are elements of the 2 x 2 block form of the

. . Va Vap . e
correlation matrix V = . The mirrors are entangled when the logarithmic

negativity F is positive.
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I. HAMILTONIAN AND MASTER EQUATION

The total Hamiltonian of the system in the rotating wave and dipole approximations is

given by (h=1) [I]

H= Y wli)(il+)_vaja; + gi(ar]a) (b +al|b)(al) + galas|b){c| + ajle) (b))

j=a,b,c j=1
0 2 . 2
+ iE(e_Wdt|a)<c| —he)+i Z(eja;e_z%jt —he)+ Z[wmjb}bj + Gja;aj(bj + b;)},
j=1 Jj=1
(17)
where w; (j = a,b,c) is the frequencies of the j™ atomic level and g; (g2) is the cou-

pling strength between the transition |a) — |b) (|b) — |c)) and the cavity mode, a; (a})
is the annihilation (creation) operator for the j* cavity mode; W, are the mechanical fre-
quencies, b, (bj) are the annihilation (creation) operators for the mechanical modes, and
G; = (vj/L;)\/B/mjwy, is the optomechanical coupling strength with L; and m; being the
length of the cavities and the mass of the movable mirrors, respectively. |¢;| = \/W
are the amplitude of the lasers that drive the doubly-resonant cavity, with x;, P;, and wr,
being the damping rates of the cavities, the power, and the frequencies of the pump lasers,
respectively. In Eq. (L7), the first line represents the free energy of the atom and the cavity
modes and the terms in the second line describe the atom-cavity mode interactions. The first
term in the third line describes the coupling of the levels |a) and |¢) by a strong laser, while
the second term represents the coupling of the external laser drives with the cavity modes.
The first and second terms in the fourth line represent the free energy of the mechanical
oscillators and the optomechanical couplings, respectively.

Using the fact that |a){(a| + |b)(b| + |¢){c| = 1, the free Hamiltonian for the atom and

cavity modes can be written (dropping the constant fwv.) as Hf = (w, — we)|a)(a] + (wp —
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we) D) (b| + vialay + vealas. In view of this, the total Hamiltonian H can be rearranged as

H = H() + H[I
HO = (171 + 52)’a> <CL| —+ 172|b> <b| + ﬂlaial + DQCLECLQ, (18)
H; = (A1 + Ag)|a){a| + Aq|b) (b] + (5V1a1a1 + (5V2a§a2

+ gu(ar]a)(b] + af|b)(al) + ga(az|b)(c] + ablc) (b))
2
Ay —iwgt h : T —iwr, 1 h
+z§(e la){c| —h.c) +i ) (g5aje”™"" —h.c.)
=1

2
+ > [wm,blb; + Gjala;(b; + b)), (19)

=1

J

where Hy = H{)— (1 +1»)|a) (a| — D2 |b) (b| —5U16LJ{CL1—(5VQCL;CL2, Ay = wup—17 and Ay = wpe— s
with wey = we — wp and wy. = wp — w, being the frequencies for |a) — |b) and |b) — |c)
transitions, respectively. Here we have introduced the shifted cavity mode frequencies v; =
v; —0vj; the shifts dv; are defined in the main text. Now the interaction picture Hamiltonian

can be derived using the unitary transformation H = e'0! Hye ot = 3, + H,:
Q
Hi = (A1 + Ag)la){a] + Ag[b) (] + i< (la) {c] = |e)al)

+ g1(a1|a)(b] + al|b) (al) + ga(az|b) (c| + al|c) (b]) (20)
2
Ho = Z [wmiblbi + 6Vja;aj + Giajai(bi + bj) + Z'<8ja;[ei5jt _ E;ajemsjt)}’ (21)
=1

where ; = 7; — wr,; and we have assumed a two-photon resonance condition wy = vy + .
We represent all terms that involve the atomic state by H;, which will be used to derive the
master equation for the laser system, and the rest of the terms by H,. This is because it
will be convenient to obtain the reduced master equation for the cavity field only by tracing

out the atomic states. See the next section for details.

II. MASTER EQUATION FOR THE TWO-MODE LASER

We rigorously derive a master equation for the two-mode laser coupled to thermal reser-
voirs, which generalizes previous results that are only valid for the case of driven coherence
[2]. Using this master equation and the mirror-field interaction Hamiltonian we obtain
Langevin equations, which are used to study the bistability and entanglement between the

two movable mirrors.
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While there are several approaches for deriving the master equation, we here employ the
procedure outlined in [T}, B]. Suppose that par(t,t;) represent the density operator at time
t for the radiation plus a single atom in the cavity that is injected at an earlier time t;.
Since the atom leaves the cavity after time 7, it easy to see that t — 7 <t; <t. Thus, the
unnormalized density operator for an ensemble of atoms in the cavity plus the two-mode

field at time ¢ can be written as
par(t) =14 Z par(t,t;)At, (22)
J

where r,At is the total number of atoms injected into the cavity in a small time interval At.
Note that pag(t) is normalized to the total number of atoms. In the limit that At — 0, we
can approximate the summation by integration. Differentiating both sides of the resulting
equation yields

d d [?

— t) =1r,— t.t)dt'. 23
dtpAR() Ta s HpAR(’ ) (23)

In order to include the initial preparation of the atoms into the dynamics, we expand the
right-hand side of ([23)
d t

Goant) = rof lanlt.) = panttt =)+ [ 9 pantt, )it} (24)

Here par(t,t) represents the density operator for an atom plus the cavity modes at time ¢
for an atom injected at an “earlier time” ¢. Assuming atomic and cavity mode states are
uncorrelated at the instant the atom is injected into the cavity (Markov approximation),
the density operator for each field-atom pair can be written as [4] par(t,t) = pr(t)pa(0),
where pg(t) is the cavity modes density operator and p4(0) is the initial density operator
for each atom. For simplicity, we further assume that the states of atomic and cavity modes
are uncorrelated just after the atom is removed from the cavity i.e., the cavity field does not
change appreciably because of the interaction with an atom (or even several atoms) during
time 7. This allows us to write pagr(t,t — 7) = pr(t)pa(t,t — 7), where pa(t,t — 7) is the
density operator at time ¢ for an atom injected at ¢t — 7. In the following, for simplicity of
notation, we represent the density of operator for the field by p by dropping R in pg for
brevity.

In this work, we consider the atoms to be injected into the cavity in a coherent su-

perposition of the upper |a) and lower |c¢) levels, that is, [14(0)) = c.|a) + c|c¢). The
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corresponding initial density matrix of the atom then has the form pa(0) = [a) (V4| =
pNa)(al + p1e) (] + (o |a) (c| + h.c.), where p{% = |co|? and p = |c.|? are the upper and
lower levels initial populations and pg?;) = c}c. is the initial two-photon atomic coherence.
Such a coherence has been shown to produce two-mode squeezing and entanglement between
the cavity modes [5H8]. Here we exploit this coherence to generate entanglement between
the movable mirrors instead.

Using the assumption that the atom and the cavity field state are uncorrelated at the

time of injection and when the atoms leaves the cavity, Eq. can be put in the form
d Lo N
—par(t) = Ta{[pA(O) —palt —7)lp+ = par(t, t')dt } (25)
dt .. Ot
Furthermore, the time evolution of the density operator pag(t,t’) has the usual form
Opar(t,t') /0t = —i[Hy, par(t,t')], which together with Opag(t)/0t= 1, ftiT(@pAR(t, t')/ot)dt’

leads to

d

gpPAR(t) = 1alpa(0) = pa(t — 7)]p —i[H1, par(t)]- (26)

We are interested in the dynamics of the cavity modes only. As such, we trace the atom

plus field density operator over the atomic variables to find

d
dt
where we have used the fact that Tra[pa(0)] = Tra[pa(t — 7)] = 1. Substituting the Hamil-

(t) = —iTra [Ha, par(t)], (27)

tonian H; in Eq. and performing the trace operation, we obtain

d . .
% (t) = - lgl(alpba — PpaQ1 + aJ{pab - paba];) - 292(&2Pcb — Pebl2 + alpbc — pbcaé)

+ k1 L]ar]p + kaLlas]p. (28)

The Lindblad dissipation terms in the last line with x; being the cavity damping rates are
added to account for the damping of the cavity modes by thermal reservoirs. The explicit
form of these terms will be given later. The next step in the derivation of the master
equation is to obtain conditioned density operators, pu, = (a|parl|b), prc = (blpar|c) and
their complex conjugates that appear in Eq. . To this end, we return to Eq. and
solve for these elements. Now multiplying Eq. on the left by (I| and on the right by
|k), where I,k = a,b, ¢ and assuming that the atom decays to energy levels other than the
three lasing levels when it leaves the cavity, i.e., ([|pa(t — 7)]|k) = 0, we obtain

d .
ot = raply) p — il [, par(OIR) = Ypu (29)
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We phenomenologically included the last term to account for the spontaneous emission and
dephasing processes. 7, = 7y are the atomic spontaneous emission rates and (I # k) are

the dephasing rates. Thus, using Eq. , the equations for p,, and p,. are

Pab = — (Yab + 1A1) pap + 191 (Paa@r — a1pps) + zgzpac@ + Epd” (30)
Pre = — (Voo 4+ 109) poe + 192 (Pestz — 2pec) — igral pac — 3 Pba (31)

Here v, and ;. are the dephasing rates for single-photon “coherences” p,, and py., respec-
tively.

To proceed further, we apply a linearization scheme, which amounts to keeping terms
only up to second order in the coupling strength, g; in the master equation. This can be
implemented by first writing the equations of motion for p,q, pec, Pac, and py to zeroth order
in the coupling strength g; and substituting them in Eqs. (30) and so that p., and ppe
will be first order in g;. Therefore, when the expressions for p,, and py. are substituted in
Eq. , the resulting master equation is second order in g;. Using Eq. the equations

for paa, pee, poy, and pg. to first order in g; read

_ Q

Paa = Tapz(z?z)p + E(pca + pac) — YaPaa; (32>
] Q

Pec = rapgz)p o E(pac + pca) — TePee; (33)
Pob = —"YbPbb (34
) Q .

Pac = Tapg?p + 5(:060 — Paa) = [Yac + (A1 + A2)]pac, (35)

where 7; (j = a,b,c) is the j* atomic level spontaneous emission decay rates and v, is
the two-photon dephasing rate. We next apply the good-cavity approximation, where the
cavity damping rates x; are much smaller than the spontaneous emission rates v;, k; < ;.
We also assume that x; < r, the steady state solution are valid. In this limit, the cavity
modes vary more slowly than the atomic states, and thus the atomic states reach steady
state in a short time. The time derivatives of such states can be set to zero while keeping the

cavity-mode states time-dependent, which is frequently called the adiabatic approximation.
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After setting the time derivatives in Egs. — to zero we obtain

Tap Tap Tap
aa = _Zam cc — _ch> ac = _Zac; = 07
P d P d P d Pbb

1

Zaa - 5{70X(1 - 77) + Q2’Vac + 'YCFVacQ V - 772}7
1

e = E{VaX(l + 77) + 927116 + YaVacS2 V1-— 772}7

V1—n?
ZQC: . 4d_Q2 ac a+ c
8[7&C+Z(A1+A2>]{ K (’Y 7)}

X2

- 4[7@ + Z(Al —+ A2)] [<1 - n)ryb - (1 + 7])7{1]7

with x = 72, + (A1 + A2)% d = YaYeX + 2%Yae(Va + 7e)/2. In order to represent the initial
state of the atoms with a single parameter, we have introduced a new variable n € [—1, 1],
such that the initial populations and coherence are given by pé?) =(1-n)/2, P = (14+n)/2,
and p((zoc) = M /2, respectively. Applying the adiabatic approximation in Egs. and
and using the expressions for puq, Pes, Pec and pge, we obtain after some lengthy algebra

— ig1pa = &1 pay + Er2pal, (36)
ig2ppe = Eaza2p + Enalp, (37)

9ira . Q.
i1 = T—d[(%c — 109) Zoq + 0} pp (38)
12 = gﬁzd?“a [(Yoe — 182) Zae + %ch], (39)
§1 = g}é]f;a [(Yab — iA1) Zae — %Zaa]a (40)
6 = 222 (30— i) Zue — 272 (a1

where T = (7 + A1) (e — iA2) + Q*/4. Thus, substituting Egs. and into Eq.

(28)), we obtain the master equation for just the cavity modes

d

pria & (alpar — paral) + & (alpar — aralp) + &an(azpal — abasp) + &5, (azpal — padas)

+ &iz(ajpal — paal) + Eix(azpar — arazp) + € (apal — abalp) + &, (azpar — paray)

2
Z Ki |:(Nz + 1)(2%/)@1 - ajai,o - ﬁagai) + Ni(QCLZTPGi - aia;‘rp - Paiaj) : (42)
i=1

_|_

DO | —

Here we included the damping of the cavity modes by two independent thermal reservoirs

with mean photon number N;. Note that the terms proportional to Re(&;1) give rise to gain
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for the first cavity mode while Im(&;1) yields a frequency shift. The terms proportional to

Re(&2) result in loss of the second cavity mode while Im(&22) produces a frequency shift.

The terms proportional to &5 and & represent the correlation between the two cavity

modes, which are known to produce two-mode squeezing and entanglement between the

cavity modes [5H§]. In this work, we now exploit this correlation to entangle the movable

mirrors of the doubly-resonant cavity.
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