
Kerr enhanced optomechanical cooling in the unresolved sideband regime

N. Diaz-Naufal,1 L. Deeg,2, 3 D. Zoepfl,2, 3 C. M. F. Schneider,2, 3 M. L. Juan,4 G. Kirchmair,2, 3 and A. Metelmann1, 5, 6

1Dahlem Center for Complex Quantum Systems and Fachbereich Physik,
Freie Universität Berlin, 14195 Berlin, Germany

2Institute for Quantum Optics and Quantum Information,
Austrian Academy of Sciences, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria

3Institute for Experimental Physics, University of Innsbruck, 6020 Innsbruck, Austria
4Institut Quantique and Département de Physique,
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Dynamical backaction cooling has been demonstrated to be a successful method for achieving
the motional quantum ground state of a mechanical oscillator in the resolved sideband regime,
where the mechanical frequency is significantly larger than the cavity decay rate. Nevertheless, as
mechanical systems increase in size, their frequencies naturally decrease, thus bringing them into
the unresolved sideband regime, where the effectiveness of the sideband cooling approach decreases.
Here, we will demonstrate, however, that this cooling technique in the unresolved sideband regime
can be significantly enhanced by utilizing a nonlinear cavity as shown in the experimental work of
Zoepfl et al. [1]. The above arises due to the increased asymmetry between the cooling and heating
processes, thereby improving the cooling efficiency.

PACS numbers: 84.30.Le 03.65.Ta, 42.50.Pq 42.50.Lc

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides emerging to create highly sensitive detectors
for gravitational waves [2, 3], the field of optomechan-
ics has undergone enormous progress in recent years
[4]. Among the achievements are the detection of dis-
placements below the standard quantum limit [5, 6], the
preparation of nonclassical states of motion [7, 8], and
the demonstration of strong optomechanical coupling in
both the microwave and optical regimes [9, 10]. Due to
the controllable interaction between light and mechan-
ics, optomechanics is considered a fundamental resource
for realizing hybrid quantum devices of otherwise incom-
patible degrees of freedom for numerous applications in
quantum technologies [11]. In addition, optomechanical
systems have been proven to be fundamental in shin-
ing a light on the quantum-to-classical transition [12].
However, a glimpse towards the underlying quantum be-
havior of macroscopic mechanical systems is hindered by
the difficulty of cooling a mechanical mode to its quan-
tum ground state [13]. Even for systems at cryogenic
temperatures, low-frequency mechanical systems require
additional cooling due to their high thermal occupation.

In the last decade, feedback [14, 15] and dynamical
backaction cooling [16, 17] protocols have been success-
ful in achieving ground state cooling. The latter is based
on the extraction of mechanical phonons by scattering
incident drive photons to higher frequencies. This pho-
ton up-conversion (anti-Stokes) process competes with
its counterpart (Stokes) process, which adds energy to
the mechanical system. Dynamical backaction cooling
works best in the resolved sideband regime, where the

mechanical resonant frequency exceeds the cavity decay
rate (ωm ≫ κ). Within this regime, ground state cooling
using a linear cavity has been achieved already over a
decade ago [16, 17]. However, increasing the size of me-
chanical systems leads to a natural decrease in their fre-
quency, which brings them into the unresolved sideband
regime (ωm ≪ κ), where Stokes and anti-Stokes processes
become equally likely and hence, dynamical backaction
cooling becomes ineffective. Nevertheless, measurement-
based feedback cooling is in this regime a more successful
strategy [18, 19], but it is limited by the imprecision of
the readout [20]. Recently this limitation has been pro-
posed to be overcome through the implementation of co-
herent feedback, resulting in ground state cooling within
the unresolved sideband regime [21, 22]. Moreover, mul-
tiple alternative approaches have been discussed such as
using two cavity modes [23, 24] or frequency modulated
light [25]. Additionally, the engineering of entirely dis-
tinct coupling mechanisms has been proposed, such as
a coupling of the mechanical system to the cavity de-
cay rate [26], an exciton polariton architecture [27], or to
additional two level systems [28].
An alternative strategy to enhance cooling perfor-

mance is the use of squeezed light, which can be gener-
ated either externally [29, 30] or internally within the cav-
ity [31–34]. The advantages and disadvantages of these
approaches have been discussed in [35]. Such strategies
are very promising but require a fine-tuning of the squeez-
ing parameters to enable suppression of the Stokes scat-
tering process and thus enhanced cooling. Moreover, the
generation of squeezing requires a nonlinear element for
the electromagnetic field, such as a χ2-medium in the
THz-domain or Josephson-junction based circuit loops
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in the microwave domain.
Interestingly, a nonlinear cavity itself can be benefi-

cial for back-action cooling of a mechanical mode in the
unresolved sideband regime [36, 37]. In this paper we an-
alyze in detail how the nonlinearity of a Kerr resonator
in a magnetomechanical architecture can be beneficial
for backaction cooling of a mechanical mode. With this,
we are providing the theoretical background of the anal-
ysis used in our recent experimental work Zoepfl et al.
[1]. The latter work used a flux-mediated optomechanical
coupling scheme [38–42], where a mechanical oscillator is
coupled magnetically to microwave photons in a super-
conducting LC circuit. Here, the displacement of the me-
chanical oscillator is converted into a magnetic flux that
changes a superconducting quantum-interference device
(SQUID), serving as flux-dependent inductance [36, 43].

Crucially, besides being a magnetic field sensitive el-
ement, the SQUID is also a nonlinear element since its
inductance depends on the number of photons circulating
in the cavity, resulting in a typically unwanted Kerr non-
linearity within the optomechanical system. Despite lim-
iting the driving power due to the emergence of a bistable
regime, we show that a nonlinear cavity enables more
efficient cooling than an identical linear system. Inter-
estingly, the improvement in cooling performance arises
particularly in the unresolved sideband regime.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we intro-
duce the system’s Hamiltonian and study the resulting
dynamics of the classical amplitude and quantum fluc-
tuations. In Sec. III we analyze the dynamical features
of the nonlinear cavity in the absence of optomechanical
interaction. Afterward, in Sec. IV, we turn on the in-
teraction between the cavity and mechanical modes and
demonstrate how the cavity’s nonlinearity can enhance
the cooling efficiency. To study the influence of the non-
linear cavity on the cooling limits, in Sec. V, we derive
the effective dynamics of the mechanical mode. Further-
more, in Sec. VI, following the work of Asjad et al. [29],
we demonstrate that by injecting squeezed vacuum the
unwanted backaction heating can be suppressed. Here
the advantages of using a nonlinear cavity becomes ap-
parent as well, as less squeezing strength is required to
achieve the same level of backaction suppression if com-
pared to an equivalent linear system.

II. THE MODEL

A. Hamiltonian formulation

The starting point of our discussion will be the Hamil-
tonian describing a mechanical oscillator parametrically
coupled to a nonlinear cavity, where the latter corre-
sponds to a Kerr-resonator which can be driven into a
bistable regime as depicted in Fig.1. The Hamiltonian

FIG. 1: Optomechanical setup consisting of a driven Kerr-
cavity coupled via radiation-pressure force to a mechanical
resonator. Due to the presence of the nonlinearity, the aver-
age photon number circulating in the cavity exhibits a very
prominent asymmetry.

associated with the composite system is given as [36]

Ĥtot = Ĥ0 −
K
12

(
â+ â†

)4
+

g0
2

(
â+ â†

)2 (
b̂+ b̂†

)
+ Ĥd,

(1)

where â(b̂) and â†(b̂†) are annihilating and creating an
excitation in the cavity (mechanical) mode, respectively.

Ĥ0 = ωcâ
†â + ωmb̂†b̂ denotes the free Hamiltonian of

the cavity and mechanical mode with corresponding res-
onance frequencies ωc and ωm (we set ℏ = 1 throughout
this work). K is the Kerr constant, typically assumed to
be K > 0, and g0 = gxzpf denotes the bare optomechan-
ical coupling strength composed by xzpf the zero-point-
fluctuation amplitude of the mechanical resonator mode
and g = ∂ωc/∂x the cavity frequency shift per displace-
ment. In addition, we include an external drive asso-
ciated with the term Ĥd = αpe

−iωptâ† + h.c, where ωp

and αp are the drive frequency and classical amplitude,
respectively. Furthermore, assuming a weak enough cou-
pling g0 and nonlinearity K, the system can be simplified
by neglecting counter-rotating terms yielding the time-
independent Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −∆â†â+ ωmb̂†b̂− K
2
â†â†ââ+ g0â

†â
(
b̂+ b̂†

)
+ Ĥd,

(2)

with the cavity mode rotated with respect to the drive
frequency ωp, where ∆ = ωp − ωc denotes the detuning

and the Hamiltonian drive term reads Ĥd = αpâ
† + h.c..

To study both classical and quantum dynamics we
introduce the so-called linearized approximation, which
is based on the assumption that the system is driven
strongly at the drive’s frequency ωp, such that its dynam-
ics can be well regarded as only small fluctuations in the
vicinity of the steady state mean values. Hence, we intro-
duce the displacement operator D̂(η) = exp (ηô† − η∗ô)
with η = ⟨ô⟩ as an average amplitude and ô the fluctua-
tions around it. This allows us to transform the Hamil-
tonian Eq. (2) to a displaced frame of the cavity and me-
chanical mode. The above results in the effective descrip-
tion of the coherent dynamics of the fluctuations given
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Parameter Value

Mechanical frequency ωm/2π = 0.3 MHz

Mechanical linewidth γm/2π = 0.5 Hz

Cavity linewidth κ/2π = 3 MHz

Kerr strength K/2π = 0.16 MHz

Optomechanical coupling g0/2π = 1.7 kHz

Input power n̄in,crit ≡ 0.9999999n̄in,bi

TABLE I: Default values chosen for the parameters in the fig-
ures throughout the paper, if not otherwise indicated. These
values are similar to those from our recent experimental work
[1].

by the Hamiltonian (see App. IIA)

Ĥeff = −∆̃d̂†d̂+ ωmb̂†b̂− 1

2

[
Λd̂†d̂† + Λ∗d̂d̂

]
+
(
Gd̂† +G∗d̂

)(
b̂+ b̂†

)
,

(3)

with the effective detuning ∆̃ = ∆ + 2|Λ|. This time-
independent Hamiltonian is characterized by the single-
mode squeezing strength Λ = Kn̄ce

2iϕc , and the pho-
ton enhanced optomechanical coupling strength G =
g0
√
n̄c e

iϕc with ϕc ∈ [0, 2π). Here, the average coher-
ent amplitude of the cavity field is given by α =

√
n̄ce

iϕc

with its phase ϕc and the intracavity photon number n̄c.
The first two terms in Ĥeff describe the modified free

Hamiltonian, where the presence of the Kerr nonlinear-
ity introduces a photon-dependent frequency shift. The
third term describes a parametric amplification process
induced by the Kerr nonlinearity, which plays a crucial
role in squeezing generation [44]. The final term de-
scribes the usual linearized optomechanical interaction,
which combines the process of swapping excitation with
the process of two-mode squeezing between both modes.
In the resolved sideband regime it is possible to select
either of these processes depending on the respective fre-
quency of the drive tone. However, in the unresolved
regime, both processes are contributing and in our anal-
ysis, we account for both of them.

B. Classical dynamics

To achieve a sufficiently large cooling rate, we are in-
terested in driving strengths that lead to a large aver-
age number of intracavity photons n̄c, but at the same
time do not result in multistable solutions in the classical
cavity dynamics [37]. Hence, our first focus is on under-
standing the classical dynamics of the system. We start
from the nonlinear Hamiltonian Eq. (2) and assume that
the cavity is coupled to an external waveguide with rate
κ. We use standard input-output theory [45] to obtain
the equation of motion for the average coherent cavity
amplitude α, from whose steady state solution we can

FIG. 2: Average cavity photon number as a function of the
detuning ∆ = ωp − ωc. The orange solid line shows the in-
tracavity photon number obtained using a nonlinear cavity
(K ≠ 0) near the point of bifurcation, namely at a drive am-
plitude of n̄in = n̄in,crit. In contrast, the grey-dashed line re-
sults from the linear cavity setup (K = 0) at the same input
power. The vertical dotted line denotes the critical detuning
∆bi, where the system becomes bistable.

deduce the average cavity photon number (see App. B)

n̄c

[
(∆ +Keffn̄c)

2
+
(κ
2

)2]
= κn̄in, (4)

with the effective Kerr constant

Keff ≡ K +
2g20ωm

ω2
m +

γ2
m

4

, (5)

and the input photon flux n̄in (in units of photons per
second). The cavity and mechanical decay rates are la-
belled as κ and γm, respectively. Note, the effective
Kerr Eq. (5) comprises both, the intrinsic cavity and the
optomechanically-induced nonlinearities [46, 47], respec-
tively. The latter will henceforth be referred to as the
mechanical Kerr.
The average number of photons within the cavity de-

scribed by the cubic equation Eq. (4) provides insight into
the cavity’s behaviour. For low drive strengths, a single
real solution exists. However, for stronger drive power
a bifurcation occurs and a regime of bistability arises,
where two stable states appear within a certain range of
detunings. The bifurcation takes place at a point in pa-
rameter space where the first derivative of n̄c with respect
to ∆ diverges, which happens at a single point ∆ = ∆bi.
Furthermore, by imposing the requirement of continuity
on the transition between the two regions, we arrive at

∆bi = −
√
3κ

2
, n̄bi =

κ√
3Keff

, (6)

which correspond to the universal values at bifurcation.
Moreover, upon substituting the aforementioned rela-
tions into Eq. (4), the critical drive amplitude n̄in,bi at
which bifurcation occurs can be obtained, i.e.

n̄in,bi =
κ2

3
√
3Keff

. (7)



4

FIG. 3: The black solid line depicts the effective Kerr nonlin-
earity defined in Eq. (5) normalized by K as a function of the
optomechanical coupling strength g0/2π. For given parame-
ters (see Table I), the intrinsic cavity nonlinearity dominates
for weak coupling strengths, and the critical input power (red
line) is dominated by K. Increasing the coupling strength
further the mechanical Kerr kicks in and the critical input
power decreases as the effective Kerr is enhanced. Dashed
lines (color) correspond to the case without the induced me-
chanical Kerr, i.e. g0 = 0.

Consequently, for drive amplitudes slightly below the
critical driving threshold, given by Eq. (7), the average
photon number exhibits a single-valued solution with re-
spect to the cavity detuning, with a significant gradient
at ∆bi, as represented by Eq. (6) and illustrated in Fig.
2. However, for the chosen parameters (see Table I), an
identical linear cavity (K = 0) driven at the same input
power would show the conventional Lorentzian distribu-
tion for the average photon number, despite the pres-
ence of the mechanical Kerr. Hence, for weak coupling
strengths, the intrinsic nonlinearity of the cavity domi-
nates over the mechanical Kerr nonlinearity, as depicted
in Fig. 3.

C. Dynamics of the fluctuations

To fully understand the implications of the interaction
between the mechanical and the cavity mode, and thus
the limit for cooling of the mechanical resonator, we ana-
lyze next the dynamics of the fluctuations. We start from
the effective Hamiltonian Eq. (3) to derive the dissipative
dynamics of the fluctuations described by the quantum
Langevin equation

d

dt
A⃗ = MA⃗−KA⃗in, (8)

where we defined the vector containing all mode opera-

tors A⃗ = [d̂, d̂†, b̂, b̂†]T and the dynamical matrix M as

M =


i∆̃− κ

2 iΛ −iG −iG

−iΛ∗ −i∆̃− κ
2 iG∗ iG∗

−iG∗ −iG −iωm − γm

2 0

iG∗ iG 0 iωm − γm

2

 .

(9)

In Eq. (8), the vector A⃗in = [d̂in, d̂
†
in, b̂in, b̂

†
in]

T repre-
sents the cavity and mechanical input noises, whereas
the decay rates are encoded in the diagonal matrix K =
diag(

√
κ,

√
κ,

√
γm,

√
γm). The vacuum noise operator

d̂in satisfies ⟨d̂in(t)d̂†in(t′)⟩ = δ(t− t′) and ⟨d̂†in(t)d̂in(t′)⟩ =
0. Analogously, the noise operator b̂in describes cou-
pling to a Markovian reservoir at temperature T , as

represented by the following correlators ⟨b̂in(t)b̂†in(t′)⟩ =
(n̄T

m+1)δ(t−t′) and ⟨b̂†in(t)b̂in(t′)⟩ = n̄T
mδ(t−t′). Further-

more, in the absence of any other coupling, the bath leads
to the emergence of a thermal state, characterized by a
mean occupation number n̄T

m = [exp{ωm/kBT} − 1]−1

for the mechanical oscillator.
In the following sections, we investigate the conse-

quences resulting from the optomechanical interaction.
This can be accomplished by solving the linearized equa-
tions of motion in Eq. (8) in the frequency domain, from
which we can deduce the relevant noise spectra and sub-
sequently the mechanical occupation. As the response
of the nonlinear cavity will determine the cavity cooling
rate we first examine the cavity in the absence of coupling
to the mechanical mode.

III. NONLINEAR CAVITY

From Eq. (8) we find that in the absence of optome-
chanical interaction, the dynamics of the Kerr cavity fluc-
tuations are described by the Hamiltonian of a detuned
parametric amplifier [44] yielding

d̂[ω] = −
√
κ X̃c[ω]

(
d̂in[ω] + iΛX ∗

c [−ω]d̂†in[ω]
)
, (10)

where we defined the driven Kerr cavity susceptibility as

X̃c[ω] =
Xc[ω]

1− |Λ|2 Xc[ω]X ∗
c [−ω]

, (11)

with X−1
c [ω] = −i(ω + ∆̃) + κ/2. The added idler noise,

i.e., the second term in Eq. (10), and the modification
of the cavity susceptibility will result in an asymmet-
rical shape of the photon number spectrum Snn[ω] =∫∞
−∞ dt eiωt⟨(â†â)(t)(â†â)(0)⟩ given explicitly as (see App.

C)

Snn[ω] =

n̄cκ

([
−∆̃ + ω + |Λ|

]2
+ κ2

4

)
[
∆̃2 − ω2 + κ2

4 − |Λ|2
]2

+ κ2ω2

. (12)

The asymmetric response of the nonlinear cavity is an im-
portant characteristic for the system’s ability to absorb
energy. This becomes clearer when we analyze the spec-
trum in more detail. First we consider the poles of the
spectrum, which can be extracted from the denominator
of Eq. (12):

Ωc,± = −i
κ

2
±
√
(∆ + 3|Λ|) (∆ + |Λ|), (13)
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here, the real (imaginary) part of the poles represents the
resonance frequencies (damping rates) of the system. In
Fig. 4a) the poles are plotted as a function of the bare
detuning ∆, and we can identify two distinct regions.
For ∆ < −3|Λ| and ∆ > −|Λ| (green shaded area) the
dynamics of the nonlinear cavity are governed by two res-
onant frequencies ℜ{Ω̃±} and a single decay rate result-
ing in the formation of two peaks in the photon number
spectrum as shown in Fig. 4c). On the other hand, for
−3|Λ| < ∆ < −|Λ| (red shaded area) the situation is
reversed and the eigenvalues show degenerate imaginary
parts and split dissipation rates ℑ{Ω̃±} as in Fig. 4a).
These two regions are delimited by exceptional points
(EPs) (dotted vertical lines), which are common degen-
eracies in open quantum systems [48]. At an EP the sys-
tem eigenvalues become degenerate and both eigenvec-
tors coalesce due to the vanishing square root in Eq. (13).
The EPs occur for the condition ∆± = −(2±1)|Λ|, how-
ever, the exact detuning points are not straightforwardly
determined as |Λ| is a function of the average photon
number in Eq. (4) which itself depends on the detuning.

We expect that the dynamical backaction onto the me-
chanical mode is proportional to the variation of the pho-
ton number [36, 37], hence the steepness of the slope in
the average photon number, cf. orange line in Fig. 4a),
suggests that the relevant detuning regime for optimal
cooling is the red region in Fig. 4a). In this region, and
close to the critical detuning ∆bi, we observe the interest-
ing effect that one imaginary part of the pole approaches
zero, which can be interpreted as a critical slowing down
of the cavity. The latter translates into a narrowing of
the photon number spectrum, reminiscent of the gain-
bandwidth limitation of a parametric amplifier [49]. We
deduce the exact condition for the extrema values via

d

dn̄c
ℑ
{
Ω̃±

}
= 0 ⇒ n̄c

∆
= − 2

3K
, (14)

which is equivalent to n̄bi/∆bi given in Eq. (6) for Keff ≈
K. This indicates that, as a consequence of the cavity
nonlinearity, the cavity features a minimum/maximum
decay rate exactly at the critical detuning in Eq. (6),
which arises due to the pronounced variation of the pho-
ton number with respect to the detuning as shown in Fig.
4a).

However, in the detuning range enclosed by the EP’s
we solely have a single resonance peak at ω = 0 (in this
rotated frame). Crucially, changing the detuning within
this range will not move the photon number spectrum
along the frequency axis, which seems to be an issue at
first glance. For this we have to remember the linear case,
the optimal detuning in the resolved sideband regime is
obtained for ∆ = −ωm where the peak of the spectrum
is located at the red-sideband ω = ωm. For a symmetric
spectrum not being able to move the spectrum in fre-
quency space would be an issue, as no net damping could
emerge. However, here is where the nonlinear response
of the cavity comes into play, i.e., the asymmetry of the
spectrum is essential to obtain cooling.

FIG. 4: a) Poles of the driven Kerr cavity in the absence of
coupling to the mechanical mode as a function of the detun-
ing. Here, we depict the real (solid) and imaginary (dashed-
dotted) part of the poles given in Eq. (13), which are asso-
ciated with the system’s resonance frequency and decay, re-
spectively. Exceptional points are shown by the vertical grey-
dotted lines, which delimit the interval where the system fea-
tures two distinct decay rates at a single resonant frequency
(red shaded and b). The EPs are found at the intersection of
Λ = Kn̄c with the lines −∆/3 and −∆. Outside this interval,
the system exhibits split resonance frequencies for a single de-
cay rate (green shaded) leading to a double peak structure in
the photon number spectrum as shown in c). Note that, the
decay rates’ maxima/minima occur precisely at the bifurca-
tion detuning ∆bi shown here by the vertical blue line.

To quantify the asymmetry we use the skewness, a
measure which in general is utilized to characterize the
asymmetry of a probability distribution. Fig. 5 depicts
the photon number spectrum’s effective skewness γeff [61]
as a function of the cavity detuning. The maximum
asymmetry occurs exactly at the critical detuning ∆bi,
a detuning, where we also expect the largest fluctuations
due to the steepness of the slope in the average photon
number, cf. Fig. 2. A positive skewness corresponds to
a slightly stronger decline of the photon number spec-
trum for negative frequencies and an extended tail for
positive frequencies. In other words, for γeff > 0 we have
Snn[Ω] > Snn[−Ω] with Ω > 0, which is a crucial feature
for cooling the mechanics later on, as the positive (neg-
ative) frequency part of the spectrum Snn[(−)Ω] can be
interpreted as the ability of the system to absorb (emit)
energy [49]. For cooling we want the cavity to absorb
energy from the mechanical mode and hence a positive
skewness indicates the detuning regime of cooling. More-
over, we can already identify the required condition for
the nonlinear cavity to absorb energy as

Snn[Ω]− Snn[−Ω] > 0 for ∆ < −|Λ|, (15)

thus we expect that cooling will be possible for ∆ < −|Λ|,
which is distinct from the linear case which requires a
negative detuning, i.e. cooling for ∆ < 0 if K = 0.
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FIG. 5: Effective skewness of the photon number spectrum of
a nonlinear cavity as a function of the detuning. Inset shows
the corresponding photon number spectrum as a function of
the driving frequency for detunings approaching the critical
value ∆bi (vertical dashed-blue line). These spectra follow a
slightly asymmetric Lorentzian distribution, whose maximum
asymmetry is found when the cavity is driven at ∆ = ∆bi.
Thus, as the cavity is driven close to the critical detuning the
photon number spectrum becomes increasingly peaked and
asymmetric, so for illustrative purposes we chose ∆ = −8ωm

(solid) and ∆ = −8.3ωm (dashed).

In summary, the photon number spectrum Snn[ω] dif-
fers clearly from the typical Lorentzian form of a linear
cavity [4]. While a Lorentzian is fully symmetric around
its maximum, the spectrum for the nonlinear cavity is
asymmetric. We see that this asymmetric aspect is fun-
damental for the ability to cool the mechanical system.
Next, we will demonstrate how the nonlinearity of a cav-
ity can enhance the cooling efficiency of a mechanical res-
onator in the unresolved sideband regime by exploiting
its asymmetrical response.

IV. DYNAMICAL BACKACTION

In the unresolved sideband regime, where the cavity
decay rate far exceeds the mechanical frequency (κ ≫
ωm), the cavity field adapts almost instantaneously to
the oscillator’s position. However, when we consider the
cavity’s finite response time, a phase lag arises between
the radiation pressure force and the mechanical motion.
This retardation effect causes the force to become out of
sync with the oscillator’s displacement, resulting in a net
energy extraction from the mechanical mode [13]. Due
to the presence of the intrinsic Kerr nonlinearity, this ef-
fect is more pronounced in the interval of split decay rates
(red shaded) in Fig. 4. A a consequence of this nonlinear-
ity the cavity ring-down time has its maximum exactly at
the point of bifurcation ∆bi as shown in Sec. III. Hence,
approaching the critical detuning leads to an effective re-
duction of cavity linewidth, bringing the cavity into the
resolved regime. However, cooling results solely from the
imbalance between the Stokes and anti-Stokes processes,
which is enhanced by the presence of the nonlinearity as
depicted in Fig. 5.

In the weak coupling regime, g0 ≪ κ, the quantum
theory of optomechanical cooling can be studied within

a perturbative picture [13], which is best explained in the
Raman-scattering framework. Here, photons from below
the cavity resonance frequency are scattered upwards in
frequency to enter the cavity resonance, absorbing in the
process a phonon from the mechanical mode. These anti-
Stokes processes occur at a rate ΓAS. On the other hand,
the Stokes processes, where photons return red-shifted
through the creation of one excitation in the mechanics,
happen at a rate ΓS. Therefore, cooling can be viewed
to originate from the imbalance between the Stokes and
anti-Stokes scattering, such that the full optomechanical
damping is the net downward rate Γopt = ΓAS − ΓS.
The rates ΓAS,S can be obtained using Fermi’s Golden

Rule applied to the photon-pressure interaction between
the mechanical oscillator and the photonic cavity, namely
Ĥint = F̂ x̂ with the radiation pressure force F̂ = g0â

†â
[49]. Hence, within the weak coupling limit, the Stokes
and anti-Stokes rates are given by

ΓS,AS = SFF [∓ωm] = g20Snn[∓ωm], (16)

with the photon number spectrum given in Eq. (12), the
optical damping becomes

Γopt =
4g20n̄c

(
|Λ| − ∆̃

)
κωm[

∆̃2 − ω2
m + κ2

4 − |Λ|2
]2

+ κ2ω2
m

, (17)

from which we recover the cooling condition in Eq. (15),

i.e., we have positive optical damping for |Λ| − ∆̃ =
−(∆+ |Λ|) > 0. Moreover, the expression for the optical
damping indicates that a dynamical backaction evasion
scheme can be realized when ∆̃ = |Λ|, which corresponds
exactly to the condition of one of the EPs discussed in
Sec. III. At this point the rates for heating and cool-
ing are equal and the optical damping vanishes and the
mechanics only suffers from backaction due to the fluctu-
ations of the cavity scaling with ΓS . This suggests that
a nonlinear cavity located at the EP could be used for
measurement of the oscillator’s motion at the standard
quantum limit [5, 20].
However, we a here interested in cooling of the me-

chanical mode, and thus we are aiming for maximal dy-
namical backaction. As discussed in Sec.III, the asym-
metry of the photon number spectrum induced by the
presence of the Kerr nonlinearity produces an apprecia-
ble imbalance between the Stokes and anti-Stokes rates
and consequently to an increase in the effective coopera-
tivity Ceff ≡ Γopt/γm. This can be seen in Fig. 6 where
the maximum cavity damping coincides with the point
of maximum asymmetry, at ∆bi, where the cavity ring-
down time is maximized. At this bifurcation point, the
circulating photon number within the nonlinear cavity
exhibits a significant variation, thereby enhancing the
cooling process [1].
It has been proposed that intra-cavity squeezing can

be utilized to remove the backaction onto the mechanical
mode [31–34], i.e., by achieving ΓS = 0. This procedure
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unstable

FIG. 6: Effective cooperativity as a function of the optical de-
tuning for a nonlinear (orange line) and linear (dashed grey
line) cavity. The asymmetric shape of the photon spectrum
(see Fig. 5) due to the Kerr nonlinearity results in the imbal-
ance between the Stokes and anti-Stokes rates. This results
in an increase of the cavity damping, primarily around the
critical detuning. Inset shows the average phonon number as
a function of the cavity detuning, where the minimum oc-
cupation occurs at the point of maximum induced damping.
For the parameters given in Table I, we find that the cooling
capabilities of a nonlinear system outperform an equivalent
but linear system by more than an order of magnitude.

requires a careful matching of the optomechanical inter-
action and squeezing strengths in their magnitude, and
most importantly, as well as in their phase. Here we have
a single phase that originates from the cavity amplitude
(ϕc) and which enters our coherent dynamics in Eq. (3).
This phase can be gauged away and hence we have no
phase-independence of our optomechanical and squeezing
processes. This prevents us from using it for the suppres-
sion of the unwanted backaction heating. However, as we
will study later, injecting squeezed vacuum light into the
cavity can be employed to suppress the Stokes rate given
in Eq. (16), thereby allowing the system to surpass the
backaction limit in its cooling capabilities [50].

V. COOLING

In order to investigate the limits of cooling in our setup,
we analyze the influence of the nonlinear cavity on the
dynamics of the mechanical mode by deriving the effec-
tive average mechanical occupation. For this we solve the
equations of motion (8) for the b-mode to find an effec-
tive dynamical description of the mechanical oscillator.

Defining the vector B⃗[ω] = [b̂[ω], b̂†[ω]]T we obtain

χ−1
m,eff[ω]B⃗[ω] = −√

γm B⃗in,eff[ω], (18)

with B⃗in,eff[ω] = [B̂in[ω], B̂
†
in[ω]]

T containing the modi-
fied noise impinging on the mechanical mode:

B̂in[ω] = b̂in[ω] +
i

√
γm

[
η[ω]d̂†in[ω] + η∗[−ω]d̂in[ω]

]
(19)

with the coefficient

η[ω] = −
√
κ

N [ω]

(
GX−1

c [ω] + iG∗Λ
)
, (20)

where we introduced N [ω] = X ∗−1
c [−ω]X−1

c [ω] − |Λ|2.
Additionally, the response of the mechanical mode is en-
coded in the susceptibility matrix

χ−1
m,eff[ω] =

(
X−1

m [ω]− iΣc[ω] −iΣc[ω]

iΣc[ω] X ∗−1
m [−ω] + iΣc[ω]

)
,

(21)

with the cavity self energy

Σc[ω] ≡
2|G|2

(
|Λ| − ∆̃

)
(−iω + κ

2 )
2 + ∆̃2 − |Λ|2

, (22)

and the mechanical susceptibility X−1
m [ω] = −i(ω−ωm)+

γm/2. Due to the optomechanical interaction, the ef-
fective susceptibility in Eq. (21) contains the modified
mechanical frequency and damping rate ωm −ℜ{Σc[ω]}
and γm+2ℑ{Σc[ω]}, respectively. In addition to the fre-
quency shift (ℜ{Σc[ω]}) and the damping (ℑ{Σc[ω]}),
the cavity also induces single-mode squeezing in the me-
chanical oscillator with effective coupling strength Σc[ω].
As pointed out before, a cancellation of dynamical back-
action can be achieved when the nonlinear cavity is lo-
cated at the EP ∆̃ = |Λ|, meaning that the cavity self-
energy Σc[ω] vanishes. In contrast, if a linear cavity is
employed, an equivalent effect arises on resonance ∆ = 0.
For sufficient weak coupling (κ ≫ g0), the cavity self

energy can be evaluated at the mechanical resonance fre-
quency, namely Σc[ω] ≈ Σc[ωm]. Hence, assuming a
high-Q mechanical oscillator the mechanical noise spec-
trum takes the rather simple form

Sbb[ω] =
γm
∣∣X ∗−1

m [−ω] + iΣc[ωm]
∣∣2

|(ω − Ωm,+) (ω − Ωm,−)|2
n̄T
m

+
γm |Σc[ωm]|2

|(ω − Ωm,+) (ω − Ωm,−)|2
(
n̄T
m + 1

)
+

∣∣X ∗−1
m [−ω]

∣∣2
|(ω − Ωm,+) (ω − Ωm,−)|2

ΓS,

(23)

with the poles Ωm,± = −iγm/2±
√
ω2
m − 2ωmΣc[ωm] and

the Stokes rate given by Eq. (16). The first two terms
in the final expression represent the modified mechani-
cal noise contributions, which are associated with both
the thermal and vacuum fluctuations of the oscillator’s
mode. Note that the contribution proportional to n̄T

m+1
arises exclusively due to the optomechanical interaction
yielding the squeezing of the mechanics. Lastly, the fi-
nal term represents the cavity backaction noise, which
originates solely from the interaction with the cavity and
contributes an additional source of noise.
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The average occupation of the mechanical mode can
be obtained via the integration of the mechanical noise
spectrum

n̄m =

∫
dω

2π
Sbb[ω], (24)

with the noise spectrum given in Eq. (23). Since for the
current parameters we have Σc[ωm]/ωm ≪ 1 the inte-
gral can be solved analytically. The above implies that
the off-diagonal elements of the effective mechanical sus-
ceptibility given in Eq. (21) can be neglected and with
this, the induced squeezing, described by non-resonant
processes.

Using Eq. (24) and assuming a high-Q mechanical os-
cillator we can approximate the average mechanical oc-
cupation as

⟨n̂m⟩ ≈ n̄T
m

Ceff + 1
+

Ceff
Ceff + 1

(ωm −∆eff)
2
+ κ2

4

4ωm∆eff
, (25)

with the detuning ∆eff ≡ |Λ| − ∆̃. The first term in
Eq. (25) corresponds to a modified thermal occupation,
whereas the second term comes from the unwanted cav-
ity backaction heating. Note that in the absence of op-
tomechanical interaction, the mechanical occupation is
on average its thermal occupation, i.e. n̄T

m.
An equivalent description of the cooling, as indicated

in Sec. IV, is provided by an effective master equation for
the mechanical mode, which results in the steady-state
average mechanical occupation (see Sec. E)

⟨n̂m⟩s =
γmn̄T

m

γm + Γopt
+

ΓS

γm + Γopt
(26)

with the Stokes and anti-Stokes rates given by Eq. (16).
Thus, the substitution of Eq. (16) into Eq. (26) coincides
with the approximate result obtained in Eq. (25).

From Eq. (25) we find that for high effective cooper-
ativity, the minimal phonon number is set by the cavity
backaction yielding

n̄BA ≡ lim
Ceff→∞

n̄m =
(ωm −∆eff)

2
+ κ2

4

4ωm∆eff
, (27)

which by replacing ∆eff → −∆ coincides with the expres-
sion of the lowest achievable phonon number if a linear
cavity is employed [4]. Hence, the ultimate cooling limit
is imposed by the cavity backaction just as in the lin-
ear case. However, we can still determine the optimal
detuning in Eq. (27) as ∆eff →

√
κ2/4 + ω2

m, which min-

imizes n̄BA yielding n̄min
BA = (

√
κ2/ω2

m + 4− 2)/4. Thus,
ground state cooling, i.e. n̄min

BA < 1, is only possible when

ωm/κ > (4
√
2)−1 ≈ 0.177, which coincides with the case

of a linear cavity.
The experimental work by Zoepfl et al. [1] worked

with similar parameters as those provided in Table I,
and with ωm/κ = 0.1 in the unresolved sideband regime.
A high effective cooperativity enables in particular the

FIG. 7: Lowest phonon number reached as a function of
the optomechanical coupling strength. The use of a nonlin-
ear cavity (orange line) outperforms an identical but linear
setup (grey dashed line) even for weaker coupling strengths.
For each value of coupling strength we have used the opti-
mal input power below bifurcation (red/gray dotted line for
K ̸= 0/K = 0). Note, the optimal input power drops down
for larger coupling strengths minimizing the backaction con-
tribution. The grey-shaded region shows the minimal phonon
occupation reached for large g0 in the linear case. Remaining
parameters as given in Table I.

suppression of the thermal occupation as we see from the
first term of Eq. (25). Operating below the bifurcation
point of the nonlinear cavity, the driving strength is con-
strained, and with the given parameters, we can reach
an effective cooperativity of Ceff ≈ 264, as shown in Fig.
6. In contrast, for equivalent parameters and driving
strength, a linear cavity achieves an effective cooperativ-
ity of only Ceff ≈ 22. This demonstrates that, under the
given conditions, the use of a nonlinear cavity leads to
an improvement of an order of magnitude in cooling per-
formance. To reach a comparable cooling limit, a linear
cavity would require nearly 12 times more input power.
This is feasible because the linear system is not limited
by the drive power in the same way as a nonlinear cav-
ity. Nevertheless, this highlights the superior cooling ef-
ficiency of a nonlinear cavity compared to a linear cavity
at low input powers.
With the parameters given in Table I, the mechanical

occupation can be suppressed from 2778 thermal phonons
down to n̄m = 12.66, which is about 220 times lower
than the thermal occupation. This result agrees with the
cooling performance demonstrated experimentally in [1].
According to Eq. (25), this remaining occupation is con-
stituted of the modified thermal and backaction contri-
butions, with the latter accounting for 2.74 phonons. In
contrast, with the same parameters and identical input
power, a linear cavity achieves a cooling limit of 123.33
phonons. This demonstrates that, under the given con-
ditions, a nonlinear cavity improves cooling performance
by nearly an order of magnitude as depicted in the inset
of Fig. 6. Additionally, it is also worth noting the pos-
sibility to operate above bifurcation as in the work of L.
Deeg et al. [51].
We now loosen up the constraints imposed by the pa-

rameters given in Table I, and explore the lowest phonon
occupation reached with the nonlinear setup as we in-
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FIG. 8: The lowest phonon occupation is shown as a func-
tion of the resolved sideband parameter, ωm/κ. In the unre-
solved sideband regime, the nonlinear cavity (orange curve)
achieves better cooling performance compared to a linear cav-
ity (dashed grey curve) at the same input power. For the
given parameters, with an optomechanical coupling strength
of g0/2π = 15 kHz, the mechanical occupation is constrained
by the cavity’s backaction (blue shaded area).

crease the optomechanical coupling strength. The min-
imum phonon number, depicted in Fig. 7, is achieved
by optimizing the input power for each optomechanical
coupling strength, with the constraint that the system
remains in the monostable regime. Moreover, for larger
coupling strengths the thermal contribution can be sup-
pressed more efficiently, and optimal input power then
means to work with a lower power value to reduce the
backaction. The nonlinear setup allows cooling down to
n̄m = 2.26 for a coupling strength of g0/2π = 23.28 kHz,
which represents a 26% improvement over the linear
setup for identical parameters yielding n̄m = 3.06 (not
shown in the graph). Within the chosen range of input
powers the linear minimum can be further suppressed
down to 2.41 phonons by increasing the coupling strength
significantly. Thus, cooling with a linear cavity requires a
larger optomechanical coupling strength or a substantial
increase in the input power. In contrast, the nonlinear
setup provides a more efficient cooling at lower g0 even
exceeding the linear minimum of 2.41 phonons. However,
for the parameters given in Table I, the minimum back-
action, n̄min

BA ≈ 2.049, is only possible with a linear cav-
ity, since it has no bifurcation constraints. Nevertheless,
reaching this limits requires for e.g. g0/2π = 15 kHz a
substantial increase in power strength of n̄in ≈ 102n̄in,bi.

To further study the benefits of the nonlinear setup we
analyse the lowest mechanical occupation achieved as a
function of the resolved parameter ωm/κ. In Figure 8 we
compare the cooling performance of the nonlinear with
the conventional linear system for fixed g0/2π = 15 kHz
and both equally driven at n̄in = n̄in,crit. For this op-
tomechanical coupling strength, the mechanical occupa-
tion reached using the nonlinear cavity lies close to the
minimum phonon number provided by the cavity back-
action (blue shaded area). In contrast, the linear system
does not reach the backaction limit for the given input
power. Remarkably, we find that the more unresolved
our system is, the better our improvement will be using
a nonlinear cavity. However, as we approach the resolved

FIG. 9: Required input power for optimal cooling as a func-
tion of the resolved sideband parameter, ωm/κ. A linear
cavity (grey line) operating in the monostable requires sub-
stantially more input power to reach the backaction limit
compared to a nonlinear system (orange line). The dashed
vertical line represents experimental parameters, while the
dotted vertical line marks the resolved sideband parameter
from which ground state cooling becomes feasible. For the
given parameters, with an optomechanical coupling strength
of g0/2π = 15 kHz.

sideband regime the advantage of the nonlinear setup di-
minishes showing similar results as the linear system. As
expected from our discussion of the backaction limit be-
low Eq. (27), for a resolved sideband parameter of around
ωm/κ ≈ 0.2 an occupation below one is achieved. A lin-
ear system requires here a similar value, but notably, the
ratio g0/κ has to be roughly twice as high for the same
input power, see App. F for further details. Note that
for ωm/κ > 1, we observe an increase in temperature
because the driving power for the linear case is not opti-
mized. In contrast, for the nonlinear setup, the temper-
ature increase is constrained by the critical input power.
So far we have mainly focused on a comparison with

an equally strong driven linear cavity, highlighting the
improved performance of a nonlinear setup in the unre-
solved sideband regime. However, by driving stronger a
linear cavity can in general reach the backaction limit.
In Figure 9 we show the required input power for such
an optimal cooling. It becomes clearly apparent that
substantially more input power is required for the linear
setup. Restricting the linear cavity to the monostable
regime, i.e., to powers below the bistable regime induced
by the mechanical Kerr, we find that the optimal input
power is at n̄in = 0.99n̄K=0

in,bi and with Eq. (7) we obtain

n̄in

n̄in,bi
≈

n̄K=0
in,bi

n̄in,bi
= 1 +

K
Km

≈ 1 +
Kωm

2g20
, (28)

where we used the definition of the mechanical Kerr in
Eq. (5) in the last step. Thus, the input power exhibits
a linear dependence with the mechanical frequency.
Figure 8 also makes clear that deep in the unresolved

sideband regime there is no way around the cavity back-
action. Here alternative protocols are required, utilizing
for example feedback or squeezing. In the next section,
we will provide a pathway towards the ground state uti-
lizing the squeezing tactic for our nonlinear setup, fol-
lowing the linear protocol developed by Asjad et al. [50].
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FIG. 10: Lowest phonon occupation as a function of the re-
solved sideband parameter ωm/κ at g0/2π = 15 kHz. A non-
linear cavity driven with only vacuum noise (dashed-orange
line) is limited by the unwanted cavity backaction, which can
be suppressed when squeezed vacuum enters the cavity (solid-
orange line). This suppression is as well observed for the lin-
ear case for the same parameters (solid-grey line), but is less
successful in comparison to the nonlinear case. An advantage
of the nonlinear system which decreases as ωm increases.

VI. TOWARDS THE GROUND STATE

In Sec. V we demonstrated that in the unresolved side-
band regime a nonlinear cavity outperforms a linear sys-
tem in its efficiency. Nevertheless, despite this improve-
ment, cooling to the ground state is still constrained by
the cavity backaction as shown in Fig. 8. To overcome
this limitation and cool below the backaction limit the use
of optomechanical induced transparency [52] and pulsed
cooling schemes [53] have for example been proposed. Al-
ternatively, the use of squeezing, generated inside or out-
side the cavity, has been studied to improve the cooling
performance in an optomechanical system [30, 50, 54–56].
In this section we discuss how such a squeezing approach
is straightforwardly transferable to the nonlinear system.
Following [50], we show that driving a nonlinear optome-
chanical cavity with squeezed vacuum allows us to sup-
press the Stokes process and thereby strongly reduce the
unwanted cavity backaction.

Formally, pure squeezed states arise through the action
of the squeezing operator Ŝ(r) = exp

[
reiθâ2/2 + h.c

]
onto the vacuum state of a bosonic mode â, here r ∈
[0,∞) and θ ∈ [0, 2π] denote the squeezing strength and
angle, respectively. Experimentally, squeezed states can
be generated by injecting vacuum into a degenerate para-
metric amplifier (DPA) [44, 57]. Assuming that the out-
put of the DPA is cascaded into the optomechanical sys-
tem yields the new cavity noise operators

⟨d̂†in(t)d̂in(t
′)⟩ = ξNsδ(t− t′),

⟨d̂in(t)d̂in(t′)⟩ = ξMse
−2iφδ(t− t′),

(29)

with

Ns =

(
κ2
+ − κ2

−
)2

4κ2
+κ

2
−

, Ms =
κ4
+ − κ4

−
4κ2

+κ
2
−

, (30)

with κ± = κ/2 ± |χ|, where we utilize χ = |χ|e−2iφ as
the squeezing parameter and φ as the squeezing angle

(see App. G for details). Furthermore, we introduce a
scaling parameter ξ which accounts for intrinsic losses
in the system, this parameter quantifies how effectively
the squeezed vacuum is produced and routed towards
the nonlinear cavity. We refer to this parameter as the
purity of the squeezing as ξ = 1 denotes pure squeez-
ing and ξ = 0 vacuum noise only. Note, that for the
latter case the noise correlators in Eq. (29) vanish as
expected for vacuum. Using these correlators we can de-
rive the radiation pressure force spectrum SFF [ω] (the
explicit expression can be found in App. G). From the
force spectrum we can extract the total damping rate
Γtot = SFF [ωm] − SFF [−ωm] and determine the cav-
ity backaction limit n̄BA = ΓS/Γtot. To note is, that
the total damping rate Γtot is independent of the input
squeezed light and can therefore not be used to improve
the cooling performance. Nevertheless, we can still mini-
mize the Stokes process and consequently reduce the cav-
ity backaction by choosing the optimal squeezing phase
obtained from d/dφ ΓS = 0. Using this optimal squeez-
ing phase the cavity backaction becomes

n̄s
BA = n̄BA

{
1 +

[
1 +

1

℘2

]
ξNs −

2ξMs

℘

}
, (31)

with n̄BA given by Eq. (27) and

℘2 =
[∆eff − ωm]

2
+ κ2

4

[∆eff + ωm]
2
+ κ2

4

. (32)

We can minimize the backaction in Eq. (31) over the
squeezing parameter incorporated in Ns and find that
for ℘ =

√
Ns/(Ns + 1) we obtain

n̄s
BA = n̄BA (1− ξ) . (33)

As expected, in the absence of squeezing we recover Eq.
(27), but for ξ = 1 we can fully suppress the unwanted
cavity backaction. In Fig. 10 we show the lowest phonon
number achieved when squeezed vacuum is injected into
the cavity. As explained before, the injected squeezing
results in the possibility of suppressing the Stokes scat-
tering process, thus reducing the cavity backaction heat-
ing. In this way, the use of a squeezed input allows us
to exceed the cooling limits obtained when only vacuum
noise enters the nonlinear cavity. This improvement is
also appearing when squeezed vacuum is injected into a
linear cavity as depicted by the grey line in Fig. 10. How-
ever, as in Sec. V, in the unresolved sideband regime a
nonlinear cavity outperforms an equivalent linear system
when both are equally driven. Furthermore, for a nonlin-
ear cavity at g0/2π = 15 kHz and with ξ = 0.9, ground
state cooling is achieved for ωm/κ = 0.03, whereas for
a linear cavity it requires ωm/κ = 0.144, which demon-
strated again the benefits of a nonlinear cavity in the
unresolved sideband regime.
Alternatively one can ask the question on the squeez-

ing requirements to achieve a mechanical occupation be-
low one in the linear versus nonlinear case. To discuss
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FIG. 11: Squeezing for optimal cooling as a function of the
resolved sideband parameter for the nonlinear (orange line)
and linear (grey line) case, using a purity of squeezing of ξ =
0.44 and ξ = 0.99, respectively. The two black dots denote
the respective squeezing strengths at ωm/κ = 0.13 discussed
in the main text. The inset shows the corresponding minimum
phonon number as a function of the resolved parameter. Here,
mechanical occupation below one is obtained at ωm/κ = 0.13,
where both lines intersect. For the plots we used g0/2π =
15 kHz and remaining parameters as in Table I.

this we fix the coupling strength to g0/2π = 15 kHz and
choose the resolved sideband parameter as ωm/κ = 0.13.
As indicated by the two black dots in Fig. 11 we find
that by using squeezed vacuum with ξ = 0.99 for the lin-
ear cavity, the unwanted cavity backaction is sufficiently
suppressed, allowing the linear case to reach an occupa-
tion below one at ωm/κ = 0.13. We can connect the
required amount of squeezing via ξNs ≡ sinh2(r) to an
effective squeezing strength of ϱ = 10 log e2r = 10.15 dB
to achieve these results (see App. G). In contrast, under
the same parameters, a nonlinear cavity requires lower
purity (ξ = 0.44) and thus lower squeezing strength
(ϱ = 6.48 dB) than a linear cavity, to achieve equiv-
alent cooling limits. This highlights the superior cool-
ing efficiency of a nonlinear cavity compared to a linear
system in the unresolved sideband regime, as visible in
Fig. 11 which depicts the requirements on the squeezing
strength as a function of the resolved sideband parame-
ter. To note is, that for increasing the sideband resolved
parameter, best cooling arises when ∆eff ≈ ωm. From Eq.
(32) the above results into ℘2 → 0 leading to a vanishing
squeezing strength. Additionally, when approaching the
resolved sideband regime the cooling benefits of the non-
linear cavity diminish. This regime is also not limited by
the backaction of the cavity, hence the squeezing protocol
looses its benefit.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, in this work we showed that a nonlinear
cavity, which is dispersivly coupled to a low-frequency
mechanical oscillator, is more efficient in dynamical back-
action cooling compared to an identical linear system.

More efficient means, that for achieving low occupations
in the unresolved sideband regime, the requirements on
optomechanical coupling strengths and driving power are
significantly lower in the nonlinear case.
We illustrated that the nonlinear nature of the cav-

ity is crucial in the description of the optomechanical
backaction. In this regard, the description of the clas-
sical dynamics is vital in this study, since the strongest
cooling appears at the point of bifurcation of the clas-
sical cavity dynamics. We showed that this enhanced
cooling performance results from the distinctive asym-
metrical photon number spectrum of the nonlinear cav-
ity. Moreover, we found that the limits for dynamical
backaction cooling coincide in the linear and nonlinear
case. However, when driven with squeezed vacuum to
mitigate the unwanted backaction heating, a nonlinear
cavity demonstrates again superior cooling efficiency. For
identical parameters, ground state cooling with a nonlin-
ear cavity demands considerably less squeezing strength
than a linear system, which is very intriguing from an
experimental perspective.
Despite being considered separately as unwanted fea-

tures, the combination of an optomechanical system in
the unresolved sideband regime with an intrinsically non-
linear cavity leads to a better cooling performance. This
makes the nonlinear cavity an appealing system for appli-
cations involving large and thus low-frequency mechani-
cal systems.
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Appendix A: Derivation effective Hamiltonian

The dynamics of the system can be analyzed within
the framework of the master equation, in which the cav-
ity is considered as a reservoir responsible for inducing
both heating and cooling processes in the mechanical
mode, specifically referred to as Stokes and anti-Stokes
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processes, respectively. The master equation reads

d

dt
ρ̂ = −i

[
Ĥ, ρ̂

]
+ κD̂ [â] ρ̂

+ γm
(
n̄T
m + 1

)
D̂
[
b̂
]
ρ̂+ γmn̄T

mD̂
[
b̂†
]
ρ̂,

(A1)

where ρ̂ ∈ Hc ⊗Hm is the density operator of the com-
posite system with Hc(m) the Hilbert space of the opti-

cal(mechanical) mode, Ĥ is the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2)

and D̂[ô]• = ô • ô† − {ô†ô, •}/2 with • a place-holder.
Recalling the displacement operator for the cavity

mode D̂(α) = exp{αâ† − α∗â} and the Baker-Hausdorff

formula [58] we find that D̂†(α)âD̂(α) = α + d̂, with
the time-dependent classical amplitude α = α(t). Simi-
larly, we introduce the displacement operator for the me-

chanical D̂†(β), whose action yields D̂†(β)b̂D̂(β) = β+ b̂,
with the time-dependent classical amplitude β = β(t)

and where, for simplicity, we kept the operator b̂ to de-
scribe the fluctuations in the mechanics.

We now continue transforming Eq. (A1) to a dis-

placed frame ρ̂ → ρ̂′ = P̂ ρ̂P̂ † with the unitary P̂ (t) =

D̂†(α)D̂†(β) which results in

d

dt
ρ̂′ = −i

[
Ĥ′, ρ̂′

]
+ κD̂

[
α+ d̂

]
ρ̂′

+ γm
(
n̄T
m + 1

)
D̂
[
β + b̂

]
ρ̂′ + γmn̄T

mD̂
[
β∗ + b̂†

]
ρ̂′,

(A2)

with the transformed Hamiltonian

Ĥ′ = P̂ (t)ĤP̂ †(t) + i
∂P̂ (t)

∂t
P̂ †(t). (A3)

Here, the second term does not vanish due to the time-
dependence of the classical mode amplitudes and using
the product rule it follows that

i
∂P̂ (t)

∂t
P̂ †(t) = −i

[
∂α

∂t
d̂† − ∂α∗

∂t
d̂

]
− i

[
∂β

∂t
b̂† − ∂β∗

∂t
b̂

]
.

(A4)

To find the transformed Hamiltonian in Eq. (A3) we
recall the analysis done in Sec. II B yielding the explicit
expression for the dynamics of the cavity amplitude

d

dt
α =

(
i∆− κ

2

)
α+ iK|α|2α− i

g0
xzpf

⟨x̂⟩α− iαp (A5)

⟨x̂⟩ = xzpf⟨b̂ + b̂†⟩. Analogously, for the mechanics we
find

dβ

dt
= −

(
iωm +

γm
2

)
β − ig0|α|2. (A6)

The substitution of Eqs. (A5) and (A6) into Eq. (A3) us-
ing Eq. (A4) leads us to the following effective description
of the master equation

d

dt
ρ̂′ = −i [H′, ρ̂′] + κD̂

[
d̂
]
ρ̂′

+ γm
(
n̄T
m + 1

)
D̂
[
b̂
]
ρ̂′ + γmn̄T

mD̂
[
b̂†
]
ρ̂′,

(A7)

with the modified Hamiltonian

Ĥ′ =−
(
∆+ 2K|α|2 − g0

xzpf
⟨x̂⟩
)
d̂†d̂+ ωmb̂†b̂

− K
2

(
α2d̂2† + α∗2d̂2

)
+ g0

[
α∗d̂+ αd̂†

] [
b̂+ b̂†

]
+ ĤNL,

(A8)

where ĤNL contains all non-quadratic terms, which we
will neglect.
Furthermore, in the weak coupling regime g0 ≪ κ we

have that g0⟨x̂⟩/xzpf is small, such that the effective cav-

ity detuning can be denoted ∆̃ = ∆+2K|α|2. Finally, the
effective Hamiltonian obtained from the unitary transfor-
mation of Eq. (A1) is given by Eq. (3).

Appendix B: Cavity bistability

We are interested in driving strengths that lead to a
large average number of intracavity photons n̄c, but do
not cause multistable solutions in the classical cavity dy-
namics. Following [45] the dynamics of the cavity average
amplitude reads

d

dt
α =

(
i∆− κ

2

)
α+ iK|α|2α− i

√
2g0⟨q̂⟩α−

√
καin,

(B1)

where q̂ = (b̂ + b̂†)/
√
2 and αin are the mechanical dis-

placement quadrature operator and the coherent drive
amplitude, respectively. Analogously, the classical dy-
namics of the mechanical mode are given by

d

dt
⟨q̂⟩ = ωm⟨p̂⟩ − γm

2
⟨q̂⟩,

d

dt
⟨p̂⟩ = −ωm⟨q̂⟩ − γm

2
⟨p̂⟩ −

√
2g0|α|2

(B2)

with p̂ = i(b̂†− b̂)/
√
2 and γm the momentum quadrature

operator and the decay rate of the mechanical oscillator,
respectively.
Since the oscillation of the mechanical position is small

enough to weakly modulate the cavity field, we solve Eq.
(B2) in the long time limit and find the steady state of
the mechanical position operator

⟨q̂⟩s = −
√
2g0ωm|α|2

ω2
m +

γ2
m

4

, (B3)

which we insert into the equation for the classical cavity
amplitude given in Eq. (B1) and obtain

d

dt
α =

(
i∆− κ

2

)
α+ iKeffα|α|2 −

√
καin, (B4)

with the effective Kerr constant given in Eq. (5). The
multiplication of the steady state solution of Eq. (B4)
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with its complex conjugate yields ultimately the average
photon occupation in Eq. (4). The possible values of
the average cavity number can be explicitly calculated
yielding

|α|21 =
1

3Keff

{
−2∆− Σ+

Λ0

Σ

}
, (B5)

|α|22,3 =
1

3Keff

{
−2∆ + e∓iπ

3 Σ− e±iπ
3
Λ0

Σ

}
(B6)

where we introduced the following definitions Σ =
3

√√
Λ3
0 + Λ2

1 + Λ1 with Λ0 = 3κ2

4 − ∆2 and Λ1 =

−
(

9κ2

4 +∆2
)
∆− 27

2 κKeffn̄in.

Appendix C: Derivation of the radiation pressure
force spectrum

The radiation pressure force spectrum describes the
strength of the fluctuations of the cavity photon num-
ber at different frequencies. In the regime of linearized
optomechanics this spectrum is obtained via

SFF [ω] =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω′⟨F̂ [ω]F̂ [ω′]⟩ = g20Snn[ω], (C1)

with the linearized radiation pressure force is simply

given by F̂ [ω] = G∗d̂[ω] + Gd̂†[ω]. For simplicity, here
we will rewrite the solution obtained in Eq. (10) as

d̂[ω] = −
√
κ

N [ω]

{
X ∗−1

c [−ω]d̂in + iΛd̂†in

}
, (C2)

with the definition N [ω] = X ∗−1
c [−ω]X−1

c [ω]−|Λ|2. This
allows us to express the linearized radiation pressure force
as

F̂ [ω] = η∗[−ω]d̂in[ω] + η[ω]d̂†in[ω] (C3)

with

η[ω] = −
√
κ

N [ω]

(
GX−1

c [ω] + iG∗Λ
)
. (C4)

Assuming delta correlated noise as in Eq. (30) we find
that the only non-zero contribution comes from the cor-

relator ⟨d̂in[ω′]d̂†in[ω]⟩, such that the spectrum of the ra-
diation pressure force reads

SFF [ω] =

∫
dω′

2π
η∗[−ω]η[ω′] ⟨d̂in[ω]d̂†in[Ω

′]⟩, (C5)

which coincides with Eq. (16) with the photon number
spectrum given by Eq. (12).

Appendix D: Derivation of the average mechanical
occupation

The occupation of the mechanical mode can be ob-
tained using Eq. (24) with the noise spectrum given by

Eq. (23) and which can be calculated through the follow-
ing equation

Sbb[ω] =

∫
dΩ

2π
⟨b̂†[Ω]b̂[ω]⟩, (D1)

with b̂[ω] given by Eq. (18), such that within the high-
Q approximation last equation becomes Eq. (23), whose
poles P± become

Ω± = ± [WR − iZ±] , (D2)

where we defined WR − iWI ≡
√
ω2
m − 2ωmΣc[ωm] and

Z± ≡ ±γm/2 +WI .
To perform the integration of Eq. (23) via the Residue

theorem [59], we have to first perform a stability analysis
of the poles. Here, the only possible stable solution arises
when Z± > 0. Moreover, under the assumption that
Σc[ωm]/ωm ≪ 1 we can make a Taylor expansion and
find that WR = ωm−ℜ{Σc[ωm]} and WI = ℑ{Σc[ωm]}.
This is equivalent to neglecting the off-diagonal entries
in the effective susceptibility matrix given by Eq. (21),
which leads to off-resonant processes. Based on the pre-
vious analysis and using the Residue theorem, we find
the following integrals∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

1

|(ω − Ω+) (ω − Ω−)|2
≈ Ceff

2ω2
mγm [C2

eff − 1]
,∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

ω

|(ω − Ω+) (ω − Ω−)|2
≈ 1

2ωmγm [1− C2
eff]

,

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

ω2

|(ω − Ω+) (ω − Ω−)|2
≈

Ceff
(
1−

(
γm

2ωm

)2)
2γm [C2

eff − 1]

(D3)

from which we obtain the average mechanical occupation
given in Eq. (25).

Appendix E: Mechanical occupation: master
equation approach

If we work in the framework of an effective master
equation for the mechanical mode we find that the av-
erage mechanical occupation follows Eq. (26) with the
induced damping given by Γopt = ΓAS − ΓS, such that
cooling is only possible if ΓAS > ΓS. The first term in
Eq. (26) is effectively a modified mechanical thermal oc-
cupation, whereas the second term is what we know as
the cavity backaction limit.
Recalling that the cooperativity can be written in

terms of the induced damping, since Γopt = 2ℑ{Σc[ωm]}
and consequently 2Ceff = Γopt/γm, we find that Eq. (26)
becomes

n̄m ≈ n̄T
m

1 + 2Ceff
+

(
2Ceff

1 + 2Ceff

)
ΓS

Γopt
, (E1)

where the explicit substitution of the Stokes and anti-
Stokes rates Eq. (16) results in Eq. (25).
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FIG. 12: Average phonon number as a function of the optomechanical coupling strength g0/κ and resolved sideband parameter
ωm/κ using a nonlinear a) and linear system b). c) The solid orange and dashed grey lines show the values for which the ground
state is achieved in a nonlinear and linear setup, respectively. Ground state cooling can be obtained using a nonlinear cavity
both at lower coupling strength and smaller mechanical frequency as for an equivalent linear system.. All other parameters are
given in Table I.

Appendix F: Minimal occupation

We can combine our discussion in the main text and
vary both parameters, the coupling strength and the re-
solved sideband parameter while keeping the input power
at n̄in = n̄in,crit. In Fig. 12 we show when ground state
cooling is achieved as a function of the optomechanical
coupling strength g0/κ and the resolved sideband pa-
rameter ωm/κ. At g0/κ = 0.85 × 10−3, a nonlinear
cavity (orange line) can cool to the ground state when
ωm/κ = 0.189. Conversely, for the same input power
a linear system requires both a larger coupling strength
of g0/κ = 1.79 × 10−3 and a slightly larger mechanical
frequency ωm/κ = 0.192. Hence, we find that the re-
quirement for the resolved sideband parameter to be at
ωm/κ > 0.177 ≈ 0.2 is a good approximation for ground
state cooling to be feasible, and that it is necessary in
both cases. However, for the same input power the lin-
ear cavity requires roughly twice the coupling strength
ratio g0/κ. This again shows that a nonlinear cavity can
cool at lower coupling strength in the unresolved side-
band regime.

Appendix G: Suppression of the Stokes process

In Sec. V, we demonstrated that in the unresolved
sideband regime, a nonlinear cavity outperforms a linear
system. Nevertheless, despite this improvement, cooling
to the ground state in this regime is still constrained by
the cavity backaction given explicitly in Eq. (27). Con-
sequently, to overcome this limitation and cool below the
backaction limit we inject squeezed vacuum, which can
be externally generated by a degenerate parametric am-
plifier (DPA) [44]. The dynamics of the DPA is described
by the quantum Langevin equation

ċ = −ζ

2
ĉ+ χĉ† −

√
ζĉin (G1)

with
√
ζĉin =

√
ζsĉin,s +

√
ζvĉin,v the input field; ζ =

ζs + ζv the total decay rate, and χ = |χ|e−2iφ is the
squeezing parameter with φ the squeezing angle. Here,
the input noise ĉin,v corresponds to the intrinsic losses

of the DPA, whose corresponding rate is given by ζv.
On the other hand, ĉin,s is related to the input/output
port of the DPA, i.e., to the external modes of the elec-
tromagnetic field, that are controlled and used to drive
the optomechanical system. The output field of the
DPA is cascaded into the optomechanical system yield-
ing new cavity noise operators, which can be written

as
√
κd̂in =

√
κsĉout +

√
κvd̂in,v with κ = κs + κv and

ĉout =
√
ζsĉ + ĉin,s. Here, ĉout is the output operator

of the squeezed bath, which exchanges photons with the

cavity at rate κs, and d̂in,v is related to the uncontrolled
losses of the cavity at rate κv. To quantify the com-
bined intrinsic losses in the DPA and the nonlinear cavity
we define the loss parameter ξ = κsζs/(κζ). Using the
white-noise approximation [60] the new noise correlators
become Eq. (29) with the definitions Eq. (30).
Similarly as in Sec. IV, using the noise correlators in

Eq. (29), we derive the radiation pressure force spectrum

SFF [ω] = S0
FF [ω]

{
1 +

[
1 +

[ω −∆eff]
2
+ κ2

4

[ω +∆eff]
2
+ κ2

4

]
ξNs

}

−
2ξMs

{(
∆2

eff − ω2 − κ2

4

)
cos(2φ)−∆effκ sin(2φ)

}
[
∆̃2 − ω2 + κ2

4 − |Λ|2
]2

+ κ2ω2

,

(G2)

which in the absence of squeezing, i.e. ξ = 0, we recover
S0
FF [ω] = g20S0

nn[ω] with the photon number spectrum
given by Eq. (12).
To minimize the Stokes process, an extrema analysis

was conducted to determine the optimal squeezing phase,
which is expressed as follows

φ =
1

2
arctan

(
κ∆eff

ω2
m −∆2

eff + κ2

4

)
+ kπ (G3)

with k ∈ Z. Hence, using the last expression we find that
the cavity backaction limit becomes Eq. (31) with n̄BA

given by Eq. (27) and Eq. (32). Note that in the absence
of squeezing ξ = 0 in Eq. (31) we recover n̄BA, which is
the backaction corresponding to a cavity with solely input
vacuum noise. We can further minimize the backaction
limit Eq. (31) over the properties of the squeezed input
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light and find that for ℘ =
√
Ns/(Ns + 1) we obtain Eq.

(33). As expected, in the absence of squeezing we recover
Eq. (27), but for ξ = 1 we can fully suppress the quantum
backaction limit.

In addition, we can quantify the amount of squeezing
using the squeezing factor r, which is related to the noise
correlators in Eq. (30) through the following relation

Ns =
1

ξ
sinh2(r), Ms =

1

ξ
sinh(r) cosh(r). (G4)

Thus, from the condition yielding Eq. (33), we find that
the squeezing factor is given by the following equation

sinh2(r) =
ξ℘2

1− ℘2
≥ 0 (G5)

with ℘ given by Eq. (32). Finally, in Fig. 10 we mea-
sured the squeezing in units of dB using the formula
ϱ = −10 log10

(
e−2r

)
.
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