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Squeezed vacuum states are now employed in gravitational-wave interferometric detectors, en-
hancing their sensitivity and thus enabling richer astrophysical observations. In future observing
runs, the detectors will incorporate a filter cavity to suppress quantum radiation pressure noise
using frequency-dependent squeezing. Interferometers employing internal and external cavities de-
cohere and degrade squeezing in complex new ways, which must be studied to achieve increasingly
ambitious noise goals. This paper introduces an audio diagnostic field (ADF) to quickly and ac-
curately characterize the frequency-dependent response and the transient perturbations of resonant
optical systems to squeezed states. This analysis enables audio field injections to become a powerful
tool to witness and optimize interactions such as inter-cavity mode matching within gravitational-
wave instruments. To demonstrate, we present experimental results from using the audio field to
characterize a 16 m prototype filter cavity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum noise has become a limiting noise source
across nearly the entire detection band of gravitational-
wave instruments [1], such as Advanced LIGO [2]. Dur-
ing their last observing run, O3, LIGO and Virgo have
demonstrated that quantum noise can be reduced by 3
dB above 100 Hz [3, 4]. Moreover, the GEO 600 in-
terferometer has recently demonstrated a reduction of
quantum noise by up to 6 dB at kilohertz frequen-
cies [5]. Still, future gravitational-wave observatories
will require significantly higher levels of squeezing to
realize the heightened sensitivities offered by order-of-
magnitude longer interferometer baselines. In particular,
emerging plans for next-generation facilities anticipate
reaching 10 dB of broadband quantum noise reduction
across the low-frequency audio band relevant to terres-
trial gravitational-wave detection [6, 7].

The level of usable squeezing for reducing quantum
noise is limited by optical losses and phase noise along the
squeezed beam path[8]. A major obstacle to observing
high squeezing levels is the difficulty of accessing squeez-
ing degradation mechanisms within optical systems as
complex as gravitational-wave interferometers. A com-
pelling milestone in the development of squeezing was
the mitigation of degradations through coherent control
of squeezing [9, 10]. Here, we extend those methods to
provide coherent diagnostics of squeezing. Traditionally,
characterizations of the squeezed vacuum source have
relied on switching operation modes to inject a bright
“seed” or probe field at the carrier frequency [11–15]
to measure a nonlinear gain parameter. This nonlin-
ear gain is then related to the squeezer’s improvement
of quantum noise as measured from the noise spectrum
of the detector’s readout photodetector [16–18]. How-
ever, a bright resonant field cannot be used to monitor
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the squeezed vacuum source during regular interferom-
eter operation. Moreover, relying on the readout pho-
todetector spectrum to determine the overall squeezing
performance is an approach which requires significant ex-
perimental overhead to first characterize the interferom-
eter’s non-quantum noise spectrum, then long averaging
times to resolve the quantum contribution below the sta-
tistical noise of spectrum estimation [19]. This method
is slower than typical interferometer noise timescales, ob-
scuring real-time noise sources that influence squeezing.
Switching operating modes is also undesirable in full-time
observatories.

Characterizing squeezing with these established ap-
proaches becomes more demanding with the addition
of frequency-dependent squeezing implemented using
acoustic-bandwidth optical filter cavities [20, 21], as
planned for Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo in the
upcoming observing run [22], O4. A filter cavity rotates
the squeezed quadrature to simultaneously enable photon
shot noise reduction at high frequencies as well as quan-
tum radiation pressure noise reduction at low frequen-
cies [23, 24], overall delivering a broadband reduction
of quantum noise. Both interferometer cavities and fil-
ter cavities apply complicated frequency-dependent and
time-drifting degradations [19, 25]. Maintaining high lev-
els of squeezing through the filter cavity while optimizing
to drifting interferometer parameters motivates develop-
ing additional diagnostics for near real-time probes of
squeezing propagation throughout the system.

In this work, we demonstrate a new method to rapidly
probe in-situ squeezing noise through a quantum filter
cavity by using homodyne detection of an auxiliary au-
dio diagnostic field that co-propagates with the squeezed
light. This paper is organized as follows. Section II de-
scribes the experimental setup and mathematical analy-
sis of the signal produced by homodyne detection of the
audio diagnostic field. Sections III-IV derive the relation
of this audio signal to mechanisms of squeezing degra-
dation, and then to the frequency response of an optical
system utilizing squeezing. Section IV A specializes this
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analysis to quantum filter cavities, and presents experi-
mental measurements of our 16-m filter cavity. Finally,
Section IV B simulates audio field measurements for the
planned integration of a 300-m filter cavity with the Ad-
vanced LIGO detectors [26].

II. AUDIO DIAGNOSTIC FIELD

Probing and controlling interactions of the squeezed
vacuum field with the optical systems it propagates is
difficult, because excess light at the main carrier fre-
quency readily contaminates and degrades the level of ob-
served squeezing. Therefore, the control of the squeezed
field relies on off-resonant auxiliary coherent fields that
co-propagate with the squeezed states from their source
and through subsequent optical systems. The frequency-
independent squeezed light source installed in the Ad-
vanced LIGO detectors [3] already utilizes one such off-
resonant auxiliary field, the coherent locking field (CLF)
[9], for active phase noise control. However, to en-
able continuous squeezer operation without contaminat-
ing the astrophysical signal band, the CLF is typically
detuned by a significant fraction of the linewidth of the
optical parametric oscillator (OPO) (≈9 MHz/20 MHz
for our setup) that generates squeezing (see Fig 1). As
a result, the CLF is not representative of the squeezed
carrier field itself, and does not directly sense the astro-
physical signal band.

Here, we introduce a new auxiliary field which is gen-
erated at a small audio-frequency offset, well within the
linewidth of the OPO and signal band. The small off-
set allows the transmitted audio field to experience the
same transformations and degradations as the generated
squeezed state.

A. Experimental Setup

Fig 1 contains the experimental setup of a squeezed
vacuum source along with an injected audio sideband.
Similarly to the LIGO squeezed vacuum source [3], in
this experiment squeezed vacuum is produced by para-
metric down-conversion in a bowtie nonlinear OPO res-
onator [27], pumped by 532 nm light derived from the
1064 nm laser using second harmonic generation. The
ADF is a single-frequency field that is shifted at acous-
tic frequencies from the 1064 nm carrier field, and it is
generated using two acousto-optic modulators (AOMs).
This allows for the creation of sidebands at arbitrary au-
dio band frequencies and suppresses contamination by
carrier frequency light[28]. The ADF is generated along
with the CLF field and other auxiliary control beams.
The ADF and the CLF are injected through the trans-
mission port of OPO, and they co-propagate with the
squeezed vacuum after exiting the OPO.

Using the reflection of the CLF from the OPO, the
CLF phase is stabilized with respect to the phase of the
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FIG. 1. Experimental layout of a squeezer system with an
audio diagnostic field. The output of the 1064 nm laser is
split into two paths, one of which is upconverted to 532 nm
by second harmonic generation, and used to pump the optical
parametric oscillator (OPO). The other path of the 1064 nm
laser is passed through a series of two acousto-optic modu-
lators, AOM1 and AOM2, which generate both the ADF at
a frequency ±f , and the CLF at fCLF; the CLF actuates on
the AOM1 frequency fCLF to stabilize the squeezing angle.
The OPO is a doubly resonant bowtie cavity with mirrors
M1,M2,M3,M4. The 532 nm OPO pump field is injected
via M1, while the 1064 nm CLF and ADF tones are injected
into the OPO via M2. The audio diagnostic, coherent lock-
ing, and squeezed vacuum fields all exit the OPO via trans-
mission through mirror M1, and subsequently co-propagate
through an optical system before homodyne detection with
an external local oscillator (LO) field that has bypassed both
the squeezer and optical system. The homodyne signal de-
tected at the readout photodetector is demodulated at the
audio frequency f to obtain the real (I) and imaginary (Q)
quadratures of the ADF-LO beatnote.

squeezer pump field using the AOM2 drive frequency as
an actutator. As the ADF and CLF are generated si-
multaneously, the coherent control scheme also stabilizes
the ADF phase with respect to the squeezer pump phase.
The ADF and the squeezed vacuum field then beat with
a local oscillator at the readout, generally after passing
through an optical system.

The beatnote between the ADF and the local oscillator



3

is measured on a photodetector, where it is demodulated
at the ADF sideband frequency into real (I) and imagi-
nary (Q) quadratures. The nonlinear optical interaction
of the OPO which generates squeezing also modifies the
injected ADF. As a result, the I and Q content carries
information about the squeezing angle, squeezing level,
local oscillator angle, and the optical system, all of which
can be measured specifically at any chosen frequency.

B. Mathematical Description

The audio sideband field can be generated at a fre-
quency offset ±f above or below the squeezed vacuum
carrier field. In the sideband basis , the upper and lower
audio fields incident on the OPO are

a↑ = a

[
e−iΦ

0

]
a↓ = a

[
0
eiΦ

]
, (1)

where a is the (real) sideband field amplitude, and Φ
is a global phase of the audio field. Note that in these
and future expressions, the ADF offset frequency f that
the injected amplitude, phase, and responses may depend
upon, is implicit.

After interacting with the OPO, the audio field emitted
with the squeezing is

d↑↓ = HOa↑↓, (2)

where HO is the transfer matrix from the ADF injection
port to the transmission port of the OPO, derived for our
cavity configuration in Appendix A. Because the audio
sideband is generated at small detuning relative to the
squeezer bandwidth, it can be treated as on-resonance in
the OPO cavity.

Injecting a single audio sideband, a↑↓, through the
squeezer produces the output field, d↑↓, occupying fre-
quencies above and below the carrier

d↑ = δ

[
αe−iΦ

βei(2ψ−Φ)

]
d↓ = δ

[
βe−i(2ψ−Φ)

αeiΦ

]
, (3)

with an overall scale factor

δ = a
t1t2

r2
1 − 2r1 cosh z + 1

(4)

and relative sideband amplitudes

α = 1− r1 cosh z β = r1 sinh z (5)

that depend on the level of generated squeezing. Here, z
is the single-pass squeeze factor through the OPO’s inter-
nal crystal, ψ is the phase of squeezer pump field, t1 and
t2 are the transmissivities of mirrors M1 and M2, respec-
tively, and r1 is the reflectivity of M1. Note that these
parameters, and equations following from them, depend
on the specific OPO design. Values for alternate OPO
layouts are given in App. C.

Beating the transmitted audio field against a local os-
cillator field v† with phase ζ

v† =
[
−ieiζ ie−iζ

]
/
√

2 (6)

produces the audio beatnote e↑↓ in the photodetector
readout of

e↑↓ = v†d↑↓. (7)

Consider homodyne detection of the upper audio side-
band after injection through the squeezer. This ADF-LO
beatnote is given by

e↑ = − i√
2
δ
(
αeiφ − βe−iφ

)
, (8)

here expressed as a function of the squeezing angle φ.
Reducing this equation to a function of φ is possible
because we use the coherent control scheme employed
in LIGO [3], which stabilizes the relative phase between
the audio diagnostic, local oscillator, and squeezer pump
fields. As a result, the audio field is phase-stable with the
pump field, setting ψ = Φ. Coherent control also main-
tains the squeeze angle with respect to the pump field
as φ = ζ − ψ. By our conventions, φ = 0 corresponds
to squeezing (suppression of quantum shot noise) while
φ = π/2 corresponds to anti-squeezing (amplification of
quantum shot noise).

The ADF-LO beatnote expression contains the factors
δ, α, and β which vary by the squeezing amplitude. Cal-
ibrating these factors and the overall magnitude of δ en-
ables in-situ measurements of the squeezing parameters
and intervening losses using the ADF beatnote.

III. CHARACTERISING THE SQUEEZED
VACUUM SOURCE

Before probing mechanisms which degrade the observ-
able levels of squeezing, one can first characterise the
squeezed vacuum state generated by the source. The au-
dio field can provide an accurate and in-situ probe of the
squeezed vacuum source due to its co-propagation and
close detuning with the squeezed vacuum field. The level
of squeezing generated at the output of the squeezer, and
the angle of the squeezed state are key in calculating the
maximum possible reduction in quantum noise that the
squeezer can offer.

To begin, the ADF-LO beatnote obtained in Eq. 8 can
be expressed in terms of squeezer parameters as

e↑ =
δ√
2

(
(1− e−zr1) sinφ− i(1− ezr1) cosφ

)
, (9)

Demodulating the beatnote signal into real (I) and imag-
inary (Q) quadratures, one can parametrically plot the
two quadrature signals as a function of squeezing angle
φ to produce the ellipse shown in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. Demodulation space spanned by the ADF-LO sig-
nal e↑ for various squeezing levels. In both plots, the differ-
ent colors correspond to different levels of generated external
squeezing (expressed in dB of noise reduction; see Eq. 15)
by an OPO with a reflectivity r1 of 0.935. The upper plot
shows the real (<) and imaginary parts (=) of the signal as a
function of squeezing angle φ in degrees. The crosses corre-
spond to squeezing (φ = 0) while the dots correspond to anti-
squeezing (φ = π/2). The lower shows a parametric plot of
the real and imaginary quadratures of demodulated ADF-LO
beatnote signal. Here, the dot and cross markers also corre-
spond to the respective major and minor axes of the ellipse.
Their ratio can be used to compute the external squeezing
level generated by the OPO (Eq. 14). The units of e↑ have
been chosen to normalize the case of no squeezing, z = 0, to
a unit circle.

Squeezing angle. The location of the signal on the
ADF-LO ellipse corresponds to the squeezing angle φ

φ = − arctan

(
1

G

<(e↑)

=(e↑)

)
, (10)

where G is the ratio between the largest (anti-squeezing)
and smallest (squeezing) magnitude signals on the ellipse

G =
α+ β

α− β =
1− r1e

−z

1− r1ez
. (11)

This quantity can be easily measured experimentally by
rotating the squeezing angle φ using the control system,
while recording the minimum and maximum of the I and
Q demodulation magnitude given by |e↑|.

Generated squeezing level. The level of squeez-
ing generated by the OPO at its output is related to the
shape of the ADF-LO beatnote ellipse from the ratio G.
Inverting Eq. 11 allows one to calculate z from a mea-

surement of G

z = log

(
G− 1 +

√
(G− 1)2 + 4Gr12

2Gr1

)
. (12)

This internal squeezing level z is then used to calculate
parameters of fields transmitted through the squeezer,
such as δ, α, and β for the propagated audio field.

To calculate the total squeezing level generated by the
source, which consists of the nonlinear crystal inside an
optical resonator, the effective, or external, squeeze factor
Z is calculated to account for the resonator configuration.
This effective squeeze factor is derived for our OPO cavity
in Appendix B to be

Z = log
( ez − r1

1− r1ez

)
. (13)

In terms of the ADF-LO beatnote ratio G, the effective
squeeze factor is

Z = log

(
G− 1 +

√
(G− 1)2 + 4Gr2

1

2r1

)
, (14)

which corresponds to a quantum noise reduction in deci-
bels of

NdB = 10 log10(e−2Z) = −8.6Z. (15)

The factor eZ represents the (field) gain of the OPO as a
parametric amplifier acting to squeeze the vacuum states
at the carrier frequency. The ADF gain ratio G is similar
to, but not identical to, the conventional nonlinear gain
of seeded carrier light. Appendix B has more details.

Ellipse normalization. The ADF is transmitted
from M2 to M1 of the OPO, while the squeezed field
is obtained in reflection from M1. As a result, the OPO
transforms the coherent ADF and squeezing ellipses dif-
ferently. This distinction is notable when calculating
external squeezing levels based on normalization of the
ADF-LO beatnote ellipse. In brief, the ellipses differ be-
cause a field transmitting through the OPO can only be
maximally squeezed by 6 dB in power (corresponding to
a minimum normalized minor axis of 1/2) unlike the vac-
uum field reflected from the OPO, which ideally reaches
arbitrary squeezing levels (sending the minor axis to 0).

Mathematically, this can be seen by calculating the
minor axis magnitude (i.e., with φ = 0) of the ADF-LO
beatnote e′↑s in the limit of high and negligible squeezing,
respectively:

lim
ez→r−1

1

|e↑s| =
a√
2

t2
t1
, lim

ez→1
|e↑s| =

a√
2

t1t2
1− r1

. (16)

The ratio of the two gives the high squeezing limit of
the normalized minor axis of Fig. 2. As the OPO’s non-
linear gain nears the threshold of oscillation (e−Z → 0,
or ez → r−1

1 ), the maximal external squeezing level is
reached; here, the normalized ADF minor axis reduces
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to a minimum value of 1/2 when 1− r1 ≈ t21/2, while the
major axis increases continuously as δ diverges.

This indicates that ADF measurements of G are pri-
marily determined by the major axis at high squeezing
levels, and are not limited by the ability to resolve the
minor axis above noise. The above formulas can also pro-
vide a convenient means of calibrating a in the high and
low squeezing limits.

Squeezing losses. Loss, such as optical loss and pho-
todetector loss, mixes coherent vacuum with squeezed
vacuum. It is a dominant source of squeezing degrada-
tion. Losses reduce the ADF-LO beatnote magnitude e↑↓

by a factor of
√

1− Λ, where Λ is the total fraction of
squeezed vacuum that is replaced with coherent vacuum
due to loss. With Λ, the ADF-LO beatnote from Eq. 8
(setting φ = 0) is modified to

e↑ = −iδ(α− β)
√

1− Λ. (17)

Calibrating the ADF signal to a known level of loss Λ
and a known level of squeezing, corresponding to fixed α
and β, allows us to monitor losses as they drift over time.
Using α′, β′ and δ′ to account for drifts in the generated
squeezing level over time, the loss at a later time Λ′ is

√
1− Λ′ =

√
1− Λ

δ

δ′
α− β
α′ − β′ . (18)

Squeezer phase noise estimation. In addition
to loss, phase noise, which refers to fluctuations in
the squeezing angle [29] is another important mecha-
nism of squeezing degradation. These angle fluctuations
mix a small portion of anti-squeezing into the squeezing
quadrature, effectively decreasing the squeezing level ob-
served at readout. As the amount of generated squeezing
increases, the increase in quantum noise amplification by
anti-squeezing is larger in magnitude than the suppres-
sion of quantum noise by squeezing. Physically, this re-
sults in a limit to how much squeezing can be generated
before phase noise begins to reduce measured squeezing.

The ADF provides a convenient way to experimen-
tally measure squeezer phase noise, by way of measuring
small angle fluctuations in the squeezing ellipse described
through Eq. 9. Measuring angle fluctuations provides an
estimate of the phase noise along the squeezing path. By
setting the quadrature angle to squeezing (φ = 0), Eq. 10
can be expanded in the limit of small angle fluctuations
∆φ � 1 to obtain an expression for the RMS squeezer
phase noise,

∆φ =
1

G

√〈(<(e↑)

=(e↑)

)2〉
. (19)

Experimentally, this would involve rotating the ADF-
LO beatnote signal completely into one demodulation
quadrature, and measuring the RMS fluctuations in the
orthogonal quadrature.

In the above section, we have shown that ADF pro-
vides a rapid and convenient way of making accurate

in-situ measurements of the squeezer and time-varying
system losses. Traditional methods of characterizing the
squeezed vacuum source are based on injecting a strong
field at the carrier frequency through the squeezer, which
cannot be used during regular squeezing operation, or us-
ing photodetector quantum noise spectra, which requires
long averaging times [3]. Additionally, as loss and phase
noise both effectively lower the levels of measured squeez-
ing and anti-squeezing, it is hard to separate those effects
using quantum noise spectra alone.

IV. CHARACTERIZING OPTICAL SYSTEMS

After characterizing the squeezed state source param-
eters, the audio diagnostic field can probe how squeezed
states rotate, degrade, and dephase as they propagate
through an optical system. Gravitational-wave interfer-
ometers are the key target of study using the ADF tech-
nique, and they have several properties that our study
of squeezing must accommodate. First, interferometers
typically read with a fixed local oscillator angle, ζ ≈ 0, to
measure phase shifts of the light in their arms. Second,
because of their high arm power, they affect optical states
through quantum radiation pressure noise, which applies
a frequency-dependent parametric gain to the squeezed
state or fields incident on the interferometer.

Our analysis here builds upon the work in Ref. [19],
which derives four squeezing parameters that together
comprehensively describe the quantum noise spectrum
observed in the Advanced LIGO detectors at the time
of observing run O3. From Ref. [19], the four param-
eters are: rotation, θ(Ω); dephasing, Ξ(Ω); readout-
quadrature parametric gain, Γ(Ω), and efficiency, η(Ω).
Each parameter is a function of the observation frequency
in the spectrum, Ω/2π, so this dependence is assumed in
following expressions. These characteristics relate to the
observed quantum noise spectrum N , normalized such
that N = 1 for shot noise1.

N ≈ ηΓ
(
S− cos2(φ+θ) + S+ sin2(φ+θ)

)
+ 1−η (20)

S± ≡ (1− Ξ)e±2Z + Ξe∓2Z (21)

where S− and S+ are expressions for the squeezed and
anti-squeezed noise power, degraded by dephasing.

Let us assume that the optical system can be described
by a generic complex 2×2 matrix, HR, representing the
linear frequency-dependent response of the system. This
paper so far has used a sideband basis to show how the
OPO transforms the upper and lower ADF optical fre-
quencies. Here, HR is instead in the quadrature basis,
to represent the transformation of incoming and outgo-
ing phase and amplitude quadratures at each frequency.

1 The approximation indicates that the loss term 1−η is not exact,
as it depends on the location of the losses along the squeezing
path. It is accurate when Γ ∼ 1.
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Both representations are physically equivalent, but the
quadrature basis is convenient given the formulas for ra-
diation pressure effects and the fixed LO angle.

Fully characterizing an arbitrary optical system re-
quires both readout quadratures (ζ = 0, π/2) and both
the upper and lower ADF signal injections to measure all
of the terms of HR. Thus, one cannot fully characterize
the optical response of interferometers due to the fixed
readout quadrature; however, the ADF can entirely mea-
sure the parameters relevant to squeezing. As in Ref. [19],
we combine the response of an optical system HR and lo-

cal oscillator v
†

to obtain the homodyne observable with
frequency-dependent quadratures, mq and mp,[

mq mp

]
≡ →v†HR. (22)

To calculate the ADF-LO beatnote, the previously de-
fined fields must first be expressed in the quadrature ba-
sis. Using the formalism of [25, 30]2, the local oscillator
field can be transformed with the following,

→v
†

= v†A−1 =
[
sin(ζ) cos(ζ)

]
, (23)

which uses the matrices

A =
1√
2

[
1 1
−i i

]
, A−1 =

1√
2

[
1 i
1 −i

]
(24)

to change between sideband/ladder and quadra-
ture/Hermitian operator basis.

Then, mp and mq can be used to calculate the
frequency-dependent loss η(Ω), rotation θ(Ω) and de-
phasing Ξ(Ω) experienced by the squeezed state as it in-
teracts with an optical system HR. From Sec. IV and
App. A of Ref. [19], the squeezing parameters relate to
the quadrature observables as3

ηΓ = |mp|2 + |mq|2, (25)

θ =
1

2
arg

(
mp + imq

mp − imq

)
, (26)

Ξ =
1

2
−
√

(|mp|2 − |mq|2)2 + 4(<{mqm∗p})2

4(|mp|2 + |mq|2)2
. (27)

The ADF is driven and demodulated at a specific fre-
quency f , and can measure mp and mq at Ω = 2πf .
Propagating the ADF through an optical system HR

modifies the ADF-LO beatnote from Eq. 8 to

e′↑↓ =
→v
†
HRAd↑↓ (28)

2 These references use different phasing sign conventions. This
paper maintains consistency with Ref. [19].

3 The expression for θ differs from the approximation of Eq. 37 in
Ref. [19]. It is nearly numerically equivalent to the frequency-
dependent rotation given by the singular value decomposition in
App. A of Ref. [19]. Together, Eqs. 25-27 obviate the need for
a decomposition.

in the quadrature basis. The following calculations as-
sume a constant local oscillator angle ζ. The control
systems and our definition of the squeezing angle φ make
the squeezing and anti-squeezing conditions relative to
the fixed LO angle, even if it is not exactly ζ = 0 as
expected for perfect DC readout in an interferometer.

The audio beatnote can be then calculated at squeezing
(φ = 0),

e′↑s =
δ√
2

(mq(α+ β)− imp(α− β)) (29)

e′↓s =
δ√
2

(mq(α+ β) + imp(α− β))) (30)

and anti-squeezing (φ = π/2),

e′↑a =
δ√
2

(mp(α+ β) + imq(α− β)) (31)

e′↓a =
δ√
2

(mp(α+ β)− imq(α− β)). (32)

Rearranging the above equations, the squeezing parame-
ters mp and mq can be obtained in terms of the measured
ADF-LO beatnote,

mp =
e′↓a + e′↑a√
2δ(α+ β)

= − e′↑s − e′↓s√
2δi(α− β)

. (33)

mq =
e′↑s + e′↓s√
2δ(α+ β)

=
e′↑a − e′↓a√
2δi(α− β)

. (34)

After passing the ADF through an unknown optical
system, the ADF is modified and the ADF-LO beatnote
ellipse (Sec. III) measurement of the level of generated
squeezing becomes biased. Instead, these modified ADF-
LO beatnote signals e′↑↓ can be combined to make an un-
biased measurement of G that is applicable to any system
using

G =
α+ β

α− β = −ie
′↑
a + e′↓a

e′↑s − e′↓s
= i

e′↑s + e′↓s

e′↑a − e′↓a
, (35)

which can then be put into Eq. 14 to calculate the gen-
erated squeezing level. This generalizes Eq. 11 for sys-
tems that may affect sideband balancing from nonlin-
ear interactions, like radiation pressure. Once Z and z
are known, the overall gain δ can be determined to cali-
brate the ADF signal. The ability to combine upper and
lower ADF measurements allows squeezer parameters to
be characterized in-situ even for optical systems that may
unbalance sidebands or apply parametric gain. This can
enable long term in-situ study of the squeezer system
stability, without invasive changes to the interferometer
operating mode.

It is worthwhile here to point out the significance of the
“symmetrization” implied by the sums and differences of
Eq. (33) and Eq. (34). The ADF, as proposed, is created
by injecting a single upper or lower sideband into the
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OPO. At cost of increased complexity, one could alterna-
tively inject balanced sidebands with relative phases cho-
sen to create pure amplitude or phase quadrature modu-
lations in the coherent field. Such injections would more
directly measure mp, mq in two separate measurements.
The sums and differences above achieve the same goal,
but avoid the experimental complexity of stably creating
and phasing two audio field frequencies into AOM1.

Normalized beatnote measurements. The audio
field can serve as an intermediary diagnostic for a single
optical system embedded in a larger composite system.
The response of an individual system can be isolated
by normalizing the ADF-LO beatnote measurements be-
tween experimental configurations where the ADF does,
or does not, pass through the optical system HR using

e↑↓ =
→v
†
HRAd↑↓

→v
†
Ad↑↓

√
ηrel

. (36)

Realistically, when the ADF is not passing through the
optical system, it is redirected to a diagnostic readout
that has a simple response including only the relative de-
tection efficiency ηrel. That simple response is indicated
in the denominator of Eq. (36). The normalized ADF-LO
beatnote is calibrated to be unity on the diagnostic refer-
ence. The quadrature observables can then be calculated
from the normalized ADF measurements as

mp√
ηrel

=
e↑s + e↓s

2
=
e↑a + e↓a

2
(37)

mq√
ηrel

=
(e↑s − e↓s)

2i

(α− β
α+ β

)
=

(e↑a − e↓a)

2i

(α+ β

α− β
)
. (38)

Eq. 35 can also be re-written in terms of the normalized
signals and used similarly to measure generated squeezing
levels

G =

√
(e↑s − e↓s)
(e↑a − e↓a)

. (39)

However, when using a reference readout, the squeezer
characterization of Section III is convenient and suffi-
cient. The above expressions are useful to check if the
squeezing levels are changing between reference measure-
ments and optical system measurements.

Using the normalized ADF-LO signal is advantageous
because it simplifies calibrations. For instance, this nor-
malization cancels scale factors from the beatnote signal,
such as the transmitted audio field amplitude δ, or the
propagation and readout losses that constitute Λ. While
cancelling these factors also allows minute duration drifts
(i.e. drifts over the ADF scan) in generated squeezing lev-
els δ and system losses Λ to influence the beatnote mea-
surement, these drifts are expected to be small. More
importantly, the normalized beatnote signal is practical

because it factors out frequency-dependent phase delays
that the ADF picks up for technical reasons, from e.g.
propagation delay and electronics. For our audio field
measurements, we measure the normalized beatnote sig-
nal to remove such phase delays from our measurements
of the system response.

Having derived how the quadrature observables re-
late to audio beatnote measurements, we can now cal-
culate mq and mp for a given optical system HR using
Eq. 22. The following analysis focuses on a filter cavity
and a gravitational-wave interferometer with frequency-
dependent squeezing, optical systems we would like to
characterize using the ADF in the near future.

A. Filter Cavity

In the high finesse limit, the reflectivity of a filter cavity
is [25, 31]

rfc(Ω) = ηfc

(
−γ + λ+ i(Ω−∆ωfc)

γ + λ+ i(Ω−∆ωfc)

)
+ (1− ηfc), (40)

expressed in terms of the coupler-limited and loss-limited
HWHM bandwidths

γ =
cTin

4Lfc
, λ =

cL
4Lfc

, (41)

where Tin is the input mirror transmissivity, L is the filter
cavity round trip loss, Lfc is the cavity length, ηfc is the
mode-matching efficiency from the squeezer to the filter
cavity, and ∆ωfc is the filter cavity detuning from the
carrier frequency.

In the quadrature basis, the filter cavity transfer ma-
trix Hfc is given by

Hfc = A

[
r+ 0
0 r−

]
A−1, using

r+ = rfc(Ω)

r− = r∗fc(−Ω)
(42)

where r+ and r− are the complex filter cavity reflectivity
at frequencies corresponding to the upper and lower side-
band, respectively. For Hfc, the quadrature observables
calculated using Eq. 22 are given by

mp =
1

2
(r+ + r−) mq = − i

2
(r+ − r−). (43)

Combined with Eqs. 37-38, our analysis connects mea-
surements of the normalized ADF-LO beatnote e↑↓ to
both the optical response of the filter cavity Hfc, and
squeezed state propagation through the cavity.

Experimental results. Figure 3 shows the use of
audio field diagnostics of our 16-m filter cavity, and its
preparation of a frequency-dependent squeezed state.

To characterize the filter cavity at 3 kHz detuning,
the ADF frequency f was swept from 2 kHz to 4 kHz.
mp and mq are calculated from the normalized ADF-LO

beatnote signals e↑↓ (Eq. 36), obtained by balanced ho-
modyne detection of the audio field after passage through
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FIG. 3. Characterization of a 16-m filter cavity using a sweep of the audio diagnostic field. Quadrature observables mp and mq

are calculated from measurements of the normalized ADF-LO beatnote e↑↓ at two different squeezing angles, squeezing (φ = 0,
blue) and anti-squeezing (φ = π/2, red), using Eqs. 37 and 38. The normalized beatnote data is compared to the filter cavity
model from Eq. 43. The plot presents the experimental data, demodulated into real (solid) and imaginary (dashed) parts,
along with the model curves fit to the data. The generated squeezing level measured by demodulating the ADF after the filter
cavity (Eq. 39) was verfied against the squeezing level measured by demodulating the ADF directly after the squeezer (Eq.
14). The fit parameters are given in Table I.

the 16-m filter cavity. To normalize the ADF sweep and
isolate the filter cavity response, the audio sweep was
performed with the filter cavity locked near-resonance
with the squeezed field, and then again with the cavity
off-resonance; the on- and off- resonance responses were
divided to yield the normalized beatnote signals e↑↓. mp

and mq were then calculated from measurements of e↑↓

using Eqs. 37 and 38.

Table I summarizes the filter cavity parameters ex-

Parameter Value
Independently
Measured

OPO M1 Reflectivity (r21) 0.875
OPO M2 Reflectivity (r22) 0.9985
Filter cavity length (Lfc) 16 m
Filter cavity input mirror 63.7 ppm
transmissivity (Tin)

Estimated using
the ADF

Generated Squeezing in OPO 5.56 dB
Filter cavity round-trip loss (L) 181 ppm
Filter cavity mode matching (ηfc) 0.799
Filter cavity detuning (∆ωfc/2π) 2879 Hz (φ = 0)

2830 Hz (φ = π/2)

TABLE I. Experimentally determined parameters of the OPO
and 16 m filter cavity used for frequency-dependent squeezing.

tracted from fits to these audio sweep measurements.
Data obtained from the normalized LO beatnote were
converted to mp and mq using Eqs. 37, 38 and fit to
the filter cavity model described in Eq. 43 in order to
estimate the cavity detuning ∆ωfc, round trip loss L,
and mode-matching ηfc with the squeezed vacuum field.
The squeezing level was also measured using the normal-
ized ADF-LO beatnote e↑↓ (Eq. 39). The precise fil-
ter cavity detuning has percent-level variations between
squeezing and anti-squeezing, due to technical challenges
in stabilizing the filter cavity length at kilohertz detun-
ings [20]. Relevant parameters measured independently
without the audio field include the filter cavity’s input
mirror transmissivity Tin, and the reflectivity of mirror
M1 in the OPO r1.

In Fig. 4, the squeezing degradation is calculated from
the mp and mq data using Eqs. 25, 26 and 27 to de-
termine the frequency-dependent squeezing efficiency ηΓ,
rotation θ, and dephasing Ξ introduced by the filter cav-
ity. From this plot it is easy to see that the high round
trip loss in the filter cavity limits the squeezing rotation
to less than 10◦ while adding considerable dephasing and
squeezing loss. As the these specific degradation mech-
anisms affect the frequency-dependent squeezing spectra
in degenerate ways, it is difficult to distinguish between
them using photodetector noise spectrum measurements.
Data for the above results were obtained much faster and
more reliably than prior means to characterise a filter
cavity using frequency-dependent squeezing in photode-
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FIG. 4. Filter cavity loss, rotation, and dephasing calculated
from mp and mq (from Fig. 3) using Eqs. 25, 26 and 27
plotted along with model curves (solid). The top plot corre-
sponds to the squeezing efficiency η multiplied by the noise
gain Γ which is 1 for the filter cavity. The middle plot shows
the squeezing rotation θ in degrees. The bottom plot contains
the square root of the frequency-dependent dephasing Ξ.

√
Ξ

has a similar effect on squeezing as phase noise ∆φ with the
same RMS value, and therefore it has been represented in
units of radians. Blue corresponds to squeezing while red
corresponds to anti-squeezing.

tector quantum noise spectra [32].

B. Interferometer

We now consider the response of an ideal, dual-recycled
Fabry-Perot interferometer, such as LIGO. The following
calculations assume on-resonance operation in a lossless
interferometer, which has no mode mismatch with the
injected squeezed beam. Such an interferometer can be
represented by the following two-photon matrix,

HIFO '
[

r 0
−K r

]
(44)

where r is related to the signal bandwidth γA of the in-
terferometer

r ' γA − iΩ
γA + iΩ

, (45)

and K is the interaction strength of the interferometer
which is related to the radiation pressure noise caused by
optomechanical coupling. It is related to the standard
quantum limit (SQL) frequency ΩSQL, where quantum

radiation pressure noise has the same magnitude as shot
noise, as

K = −
Ω2

SQL

Ω2

( γA
γA + iΩ

)2

. (46)

The transfer matrix for propagation through a filter
cavity followed by an ideal interferometer is

HR = HIFOHfc, (47)

from which Eq. 22 yields the quadrature observables

mp =
r

2
(r+ + r−)− iK

2
(r+ − r−) (48)

mq = − ir
2

(r+ − r−)− K
2

(r+ + r−). (49)

The introduction of a filter cavity enables us to in-
ject frequency-dependent squeezing into the inteferome-
ter. The squeezing rotation produced by the filter cavity
aims to counteract the rotation due to the interferome-
ter’s optomechanical coupling. This is important at fre-
quencies around and below the SQL of the interferom-
eter. For these frequencies well within the signal band-
width, i.e. Ω � γA, we can assume that r ≈ 1 and
K ≈ −Ω2

SQL/Ω
2.

Fig. 5 contains simulation results of quadrature ob-
servables and squeezing metrics for an inteferometer with
and without a filter cavity. We observe that the inter-
ferometer (red curve), through its optomechanics, pro-
duces a squeezing rotation of around 90◦ at low frequen-
cies, which is equivalent to rotating squeezing into anti-
squeezing. The addition of an optimally detuned [31]
filter cavity (blue curve) seeks to reverse this rotation.
However, the filter cavity also introduces loss and de-
phasing, which can degrade the squeezing measured at
the readout. The parameters of the simulation have been
chosen to be representative of the frequency-dependent
squeezing upgrade to LIGO [26]. The filter cavity has
been designed in order to optimize squeezing rotation
while keeping squeezing degradation to a minimum. The
ADF can help diagnose these effects, which would be
difficult to measure otherwise, and consequently inform
operational choices for filter cavities in interferometers.

With and without a filter cavity, the ADF directly
measures the interferometer noise gain and efficiency ηΓ.
This parameter can be used to determine the true local
oscillator angle of the readout by its effect on the noise
gain, as was done using an involved squeezing measure-
ment [19]. We anticipate the ADF can provide additional
diagnostics while commissioning a balanced homodyne
detection upgrade in gravitational-wave interferometers.
Such an upgrade enables freely changing the local oscil-
lator angle, but only implicitly knowing the angle from a
control system error point and the calibrated signal sen-
sitivity. The noise gain is useful to know precisely, as
it scales the magnitude of certain classical noises in the
interferometer, such as backscatter.
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FIG. 5. Simulation of quadrature observables and squeezing degradation metrics for an ideal interferometer with (blue) and

without (red) a filter cavity. The left curves correspond to the rotation θ and dephasing Ξ (
√

Ξ has been represented as
equivalent RMS phase noise in radians) of the two configurations. The center plots contain the squeezing efficiency η along
with the optomechanical gain from the interferometer Γ. While the loss and gain cannot be measured independently, we may
assume an ideal inteferometer without a filter cavity should have η = 1. We can back out the loss of the inteferometer-filter
cavity by normalizing to the gain of the lossless interferometer. The right plots show the quadrature observables mp, mq

which have been generated using Eq. 49. Eqs. 25-27 are used to convert the quadrature observables into squeezing metrics.
It is assumed that the interferometer reaches the standard quantum limit at a frequency of ΩSQL = 2π · 60 Hz. Simulation
parameters, representing design specifications for frequency-dependent squeezing in LIGO [26], assume round trip filter cavity
losses of 60 ppm, input mirror transmissivity of 1200 ppm, cavity detuning of 43 Hz, and mode matching efficiency of 0.99.

Time-resolved fluctuations. In addition to jointly
characterizing the interferometer and filter cavity, the
ADF also enables a time-resolved view of how large-RMS
interferometer motions will degrade squeezing. In partic-
ular, insufficiently controlled motions of the interferom-
eter and filter cavities will cause drifting squeezing rota-
tions inside the resonance of the drifting cavities, lead-
ing to frequency-dependent phase noise. This form of
degradation is difficult to resolve using squeezing alone,
because squeezing spectrum measurements require inte-
grating for longer than drift time-scales and at multi-
ple squeezing levels. The ADF can probe for changing
squeezed state rotation at specific frequencies.

The first such example is using the ADF above the in-
terferometer arm bandwidth γA ≈ 2π·430 Hz (for LIGO)
but within the signal cavity bandwidth γS ≈ 2π·80 kHz.
At these frequencies, the signal extraction cavity may
have residual motion as its length Ls drifts, which causes
the squeezed state to rotate. The frequency dependence
of that rotation, given length fluctuations, is given by Eq.
69 of [19], which can be expressed

dθIFO(Ω)

dLs
≈ −8k

Ts

(
γ2

S

γ2
S + Ω2

− γ2
A

γ2
A + Ω2

)
, (50)

where k is the wavenumber of the carrier light. Similarly,
length changes of the filter cavity will cause its rotation to
change. For a lossless filter cavity at its optimal detuning,
the sensitivity of the squeezed state rotation to length
changes is given by the derivative of Eq. 18 in [25], which

can be written

dθFC(Ω)

dLfc
≈ −8k

Tfc

(
γ2

fcΩ2

Ω4 + 4γ4
fc

)
≤ −4k

Tfc
. (51)

Here γfc is the HWHM bandwidth of the filter cavity, op-
timal at γfc ≈ ΩSQL/

√
2, and the cavity is detuned by its

bandwidth γfc to cause a 90◦ rotation. This expression
indicates the high sensitivity of the detuned filter cav-
ity to length noise, due to its small input transmissivity
required to create its small bandwidth.

For the interferometer phase drift measurement, where
γA < Ω < γS, the normalized beatnote measurement
can be used. There, the interferometer should not be
changing the sideband balancing, so e↑ = e↓. Under that
condition, it is possible to measure the fluctuations in the
effective squeezing angle caused by these changes using
the methods described in Sec. III.

For a lossy, detuned filter cavity with or without the
interferometer in series, e↑ 6= e↓, so the methods of Sec-
tion IV are required to calculate θ. This poses a prob-
lem for time resolved measurements, as both the upper
and lower ADF cannot be simultaneously driven. In this
case, the effects of length fluctuations of a specific sys-
tem model on the ADF is required to relate independent
upper and lower ADF measurements along with measure-
ments during squeezing and anti-squeezing.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The upcoming upgrades to Advanced LIGO and Ad-
vanced Virgo, and plans for future gravitational-wave de-
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tectors, are contingent on high levels of squeezing. Mea-
sured squeezing levels are sensitive to degradation mech-
anisms such as loss and phase noise. Previous methods to
measure and characterize these mechanisms have gener-
ally had to use measurements of squeezed noise spectra,
which require extensive setup and long averaging times.

This work provides an alternative characterization
method which uses an audio sideband injected into the
squeezer, that co-propagates with the squeezed vacuum
beam. This method can be used to perform in-situ mea-
surements of the squeezed vacuum source and rapidly
characterize optical systems such as filter cavities and in-
terferometers. As a proof of concept, this work presents
experimental results from using the ADF in order to char-
acterize a 16 m filter cavity used for frequency-dependent
squeezing.

We plan to use this method in the near future to
characterize LIGO during the observing run O4, where
frequency-dependent squeezing will be employed for the
first time to reduce quantum radiation pressure noise. In
addition to commissioning the filter cavity, this analysis
of audio field diagnostics may allow us to reliably char-
acterise and understand the optomechanics of the inter-
ferometer and specific effects such as loss in the signal
recycling and arm cavities. This technique will advance
our understanding of squeezing generation and degrada-
tion for future iterations of gravitational-wave detectors,
and help in breaking the limits of quantum noise reduc-
tion in current interferometers.
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Appendix A: Squeezer Model

The squeezer model used in this paper corresponds to
the bowtie cavity optical parametric resonator (OPO)
shown in Figure 1. Using the sideband basis, the single
pass matrix of the squeezer crystal is given by

S =

[
cosh z e−i2ψ sinh z

ei2ψ sinh z cosh z

]
(A1)

where z is the single pass squeeze factor of the squeezer’s
nonlinear crystal, and 2ψ is the squeezer pump phase.

The model assumes that the squeezer is in the pump-
undepleted regime, i.e the decrease in squeezer pump
power (which is related to z) due to non-linear down con-
version is negligible. Converting the above expression to
the quadrature picture shows us that the squeezer matrix
is diagonal and is given by

S = A†Rψ

[
ez 0
0 e−z

]
R†ψA (A2)

where the rotation matrix Rψ is defined conventionally
as

Rψ =

[
cosψ − sinψ
sinψ cosψ

]
. (A3)

1. ADF Transfer Matrix

For the following calculations, it is assumed that the
OPO is lossless, and the reflectivity of M3 and M4 is 1.
It is also assumed that the reflectivity of M2 is very close
to 1 (r2 ≈ 1).

The cavity round-trip phase shift, in matrix form, is
given by

Θcav =

[
e−i∆ 0

0 ei∆

]
(A4)

where the cavity detuning angle ∆ is

∆ =
2πf

fFSR
, (A5)

f is the sideband frequency, and fFSR is the free spectral
range of the OPO cavity.

In our setup, auxiliary fields such as the CLF and ADF
are injected into the OPO via the transmission mirror
M2. The transfer matrix from the transmission from M2

to M1 is given by

HO = t1t2(I− r1ΘcavS)−1 (A6)

HO = t1t2

[
1− ei∆r1 cosh z r1e

−i(2ψ+∆) sinh z
r1e

i(2ψ+∆) sinh z 1− e−i∆r1 cosh z

]
r2
1 − 2r1 cosh z cos ∆ + 1

,

(A7)
up to a global phase, which has been omitted.

Note that this expression is only valid for the case
where a beam injected via M2 exits the OPO through
M1 before passing through the squeezer crystal. Alter-
nate OPO configurations are explored in Appendix C.
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2. Effective Squeeze Factor of OPO

The OPO pump field and quantum vacuum, are in-
jected via M1, and the squeezed vacuum is obtained on
reflection at M1. For our specific OPO configuration, the
effective OPO reflection matrix at M1 is given by

H′O = r1I− t21ΘcavS(I− r1ΘcavS)−1. (A8)

The cavity is operated at resonance for the squeezed
vacuum carrier frequency, i.e. ∆ = 0. Solving for H′O
(and comparing with Eq. A2) produces an modified
squeezer matrix. squeeze factor

H′O = A†Rψ

[
t21e

z

1−r1ez − r1 0

0
t21e
−z

1−r1e−z − r1

]
R†ψA (A9)

= A†Rψ

[
eZ 0
0 e−Z

]
R†ψA (A10)

where Z is the effective squeeze factor. Relating Eq. (A9)
and Eq. (A10) then gives Eq. 13

Appendix B: Comparison with Previous Literature

The transmission ratio G (Eq. 11) of an injected near-
carrier field is similar to the transmission parametric gain
factors sometimes referred as the “nonlinear gain,” g,
in existing and widely used calibration schemes [11–15].
Specifically, g refers to the gain in power of a transmit-
ted seed field at the carrier frequency, with respect to
no non-linearity. The main difference between the two is
that G is a ratio of the maximum to minimum quadra-
ture gain in field units while g is a ratio of the maximum
quadrature power to the “gain-free” z = 0 transmission
power. The nonlinear gain measurement using a seed
beam is defined in the degenerate limit f = 0, but it can
expressed in our conventions as

g =
max(|d↑ + d↓|2)

limez→1 |d↑ + d↓|2 =

∣∣∣∣ 1− r1

1− r1ez

∣∣∣∣2 . (B1)

Note that the expression for power includes both the
upper and lower sidebands. This is because, in the side-
band picture, a carrier field is represented as a sum of
both upper and lower sidebands at f = 0. Typical
usage of g relates the transmission gain to the squeez-
ing level using the Collett-Gardiner model [33] for the
OPO. This model uses a Hamiltonian formulation that
linearizes the internal squeezing operation within the cav-
ity. The frequency-domain input-output model of App. A
does not linearize the internal squeezing, which is why
Eq. (B1) is not exactly the same as in the references. For
finite finesse OPO’s with the parameters used in this pa-
per, our model provides a few percent correction in its

M1
M3

M4 M2

 

Squeezer
Crystal

M1

M2

 

Squeezer
Crystal

a) b)

FIG. 6. Alternate OPO configurations. a) Alternate bowtie,
b) Linear cavity.

estimate of the squeezing level e−2Z over the linearized
model, but requires formulas that depend on the specific
layout of the OPO. In the high finesse r1 → 1 limit, the
two models are consistent.

A practical advantage of using the ADF transmis-
sion ratio G as opposed to the non-linear gain g is
that measurements of the latter usually require a signif-
icant amount of carrier power. This can lead to pump-
depletion and deviation from the squeezer model. On the
other hand, accurate measurements of G do not require a
high ADF power, as the ADF-LO beatnote can be made
arbitrarily large by increasing the LO power.

Appendix C: Alternate OPO Configurations

In this section, we explore how the alternate OPO con-
figurations shown in Fig. 6 change the ADF transfer ma-
trix through the cavity.

1. Alternate bowtie

In the alternate bowtie configuration shown in Fig. 6
a), a beam injected via M2 passes through the crystal be-
fore exiting the OPO through M1, as opposed to exiting
the crystal first as it does in the experimental setup of
this paper. In this case, the transfer matrix is modified
to

HO = t1t2S(I− r1ΘcavS)−1 (C1)

HO = t1t2

[
ei∆ cosh z − r1 e−i(2ψ+∆) sinh z
ei(2ψ+∆) sinh z e−i∆ cosh z − r1

]
r2
1 − 2r1 cosh z cos ∆ + 1

. (C2)
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The ADF exiting the OPO then becomes

d↑ = a
t1t2e

−iΦ

r2
1 − 2r1 cosh z + 1

[
cosh z − r1

ei2ψ sinh z

]
. (C3)

This can also be written as Eq. 3 with the modified
parameters

α = cosh z − r1 β = sinh z, (C4)

which modifies Eq. 11 for this alternate configuration to

G =
ez − r1

e−z − r1
. (C5)

The effective squeezing Z of this bowtie configuration
is the same as the original bowtie (Eq. 13), as a roundtrip
in the cavity is identical in both configurations.

2. Linear Cavity

In the linear configuration shown in Fig. 6 b), we
consider a transmitted beam that makes a double pass
through the crystal during every roundtrip, and then
makes a single pass through the crystal before exiting
the OPO. The transfer matrix is then modified to

HO = t1t2S(I− r1ΘcavS2)−1 (C6)

HO = t1t2

[
cosh z(1− ei∆r1) e−i2ψ sinh z(1 + e−i∆r1)

ei2ψ sinh z(1 + ei∆r1) cosh z(1− e−i∆r1)

]
r2
1 − 2r1 cosh(2z) cos ∆ + 1

,

(C7)
such that injecting upper audio sideband into the OPO
produces the transmitted audio field,

d↑ = a
t1t2e

−iΦ

r2
1 − 2r1 cosh(2z) + 1

[
cosh z(1− r1)

ei2ψ sinh z(1− r1)

]
.

(C8)

In a linear cavity, a cavity round-trip involves passing
the squeezer crystal twice. We can replace this with an
effective single pass through a crystal with double the
squeeze factor and scale z down to z/2. Similar to the
alternate bowtie case, we can write this in terms of Eq.
3

α = (1− r1) cosh
(z

2

)
β = (1 + r1) sinh

(z
2

)
, (C9)

modifying Eq. 11 for the linear cavity to

G =
ez − r1

1− ezr1
. (C10)

The effective squeeze factor of the crystal remains un-
changed with respect to other configurations (Eq. 13).
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