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Squeezing is a crucial resource for quantum information processing and quantum sensing. In
levitated nanomechanics, squeezed states of motion can be generated via temporal control of the
trapping frequency of a massive particle. However, the amount of achievable squeezing typically
suffers from detrimental environmental effects. We propose a scheme for the generation of significant
levels of mechanical squeezing in the motional state of a levitated nanoparticle by leveraging on the
careful temporal control of the trapping potential. We analyze the performance of such a scheme
by fully accounting for the most relevant sources of noise, including measurement backaction. The
feasibility of our proposal, which is close to experimental state-of-the-art, makes it a valuable tool

for quantum state engineering.

Quantum sensing, which aims at achieving the effi-
cient probing of the properties of a quantum system and
through quantum resources, is a task of key relevance in
applications such as thermometry [1], environment char-
acterization [2-5], detection of gravitational waves [6],
quantum illumination and quantum radars [7, 8] and be-
ing able to detect gravity-induced entanglement [9, 10].
To infer the information about the target system, quan-
tum sensing uses auxiliary probing systems that can be
directly controlled and measured, such that after the in-
teraction the measurement results of the probing systems
reflect the property of the target system. By suitably en-
gineering the initial state of the probing system, it is often
possible to obtain a significant sensing advantage [11-18].
Specifically, squeezed states of massive particles embody
a key ingredient in tackling many of the above quests [19—-
25], and the development of simple approaches to gener-
ate such states becomes a pivotal step in the development
of the field [26-30].

Levitated nanomechanics offers a promising route to
generate highly squeezed states of massive particles. In
such a class of experiments, a nanoparticle is trapped
within the waist of a focused laser beam, which provides
a quadratic potential. Such systems have attracted a
lot of interest in recent years: as the particle is levi-
tated, interactions with the environmental phonons are
suppressed, resulting in reduced damping and thermali-
sation rates. Thus, the mechanical quality factor of the
oscillator can reach values up to 10'® when operating in
a high-vacuum chamber [31, 32], allowing these systems
to detect forces up to the attoNewton scale [33]. This
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FIG. 1. Uncertainty space for the state of a single oscilla-

tor. For both squashed and squeezed states, the variance of a
quadrature is smaller than that of its canonically conjugate.
However, the smallest of the two variance of a squashed state
is above the corresponding value for the ground state of the os-
cillator. For a squeezed state, such lower bound does no longer
hold (the ultimate lower bound being set by the Heisenberg-
Robertson uncertainty principle, shown by the thick red line
in the figure).

makes levitated mechanical systems an excellent platform
for various quantum experiments, ranging from gravita-
tional experiments that require high accuracies [34-37],
to possible future generation of position superpositions
with mesoscopic objects [38-42]. Squeezed states are
a useful resource for all these experiments, as reduced
position uncertainty enhances the signal-to-noise ratio
for the detection, while states with increased position
variance, i.e. large position superposition states, can be
used in matter-wave interferometry [31, 42]. While the
generation of squeezed states of light is routinely per-
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formed [22, 43], that for massive levitated particles has
proved to be a challenging task, mostly due to the diffi-
culty of preserving their quantum properties.

For a refined study, here we distinguish squeezed states
between “squashed” and genuinely squeezed states, as
illustrated in Fig. 1. So far, only “squashed” states,
i.e. states whose smallest quadrature uncertainty is larger
than that of the ground state, have been achieved in
levitation experiments [44, 45]. Such class of states is
fundamentally distinct from that of genuinely squeezed
ones, where the reduction of uncertainty in one of the
quadratures is below the zero-point fluctuation. Genuine
quantum advantage only stems from genuinely squeezed
states, which makes the conditions necessary to generate
a truly squeezed state in a levitation experiment crucial
for the purpose of demonstrating quantum advantages.

In this paper, we propose a protocol for the generation
of highly squeezed motional states of a massive levitated
particle. Our scheme leverages the dynamical switch-
ing between two frequencies of a quantum oscillator [46—
48] that has been employed to experimentally generate
squeezed states of atomic systems [49]. Time-modulation
of trapping potentials was also used to generate high lev-
els of squeezing between two position-position coupled
oscillators [50] and trapped ions [51]. We apply our pro-
tocol to the case of a continuously monitored levitated
nanoparticle exposed to collisional, thermal and photon-
recoil noises. We show that high levels of squeezing are
achievable within a range of parameters compatible with
current state-of-the-art setups. We also demonstrate
the role of continuous monitoring in achieving squashed
states and its apparent immateriality for the task of gen-
erating genuinely squeezed ones. Our analysis also allows
to establish the conditions that need to be achieved in or-
der to quench the disrupting effects of the open dynamics.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In
Sec. I we introduce the protocol for dynamical squeezing,
including the implications of a continuous-measurement
approach. The solution of the dynamics is given in
Sec. II, where we discuss the role that each of the exper-
imental parameters has for the protocol efficiency. Fi-
nally, in Sec. III we discuss the experimental feasibility
of our protocol and its potential implementation in real-
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where D is the modified Caldeira-Leggett dissipator for
the collisional noise that arises from the interaction be-
tween the system and surrounding residual gas [52, 53],

istic experimental settings. Sec. IV offers our concluding
remarks and future perspectives.

I. THE SQUEEZING PROTOCOL IN OPEN
SYSTEM DYNAMICS

The squeezing protocol — The energy of the centre-
of-mass motion of a nanoparticle trapped in a time-
dependent quadratic optical potential is

Hg(t) = p—m + 1mw?(t)fc?, (1)

where & and p are the position and momentum operators
of the quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO), m is its mass,
and w(t) the trap frequency. The squeezing protocol is
performed by switching between two frequencies, w; and
wa, each being kept constant for a time interval ¢; and ¢,
respectively [46]. Assuming w; < ws, the control protocol

reads
W(t) _ { Wi,
w2,

with t; = 7/2w; (j = 1,2), 7 = t1 + t2 and n labelling
the number of squeezing cycles. We assume the sys-
tem is initially prepared in the quadratic potential with
w(t) = wy. The effect of the squeezing protocol is illus-
trated in Fig. 2a) and detailed in Apd. A. In particular,
the squeezing amplitude after N cycles is approximately
r = Nln(wy/wa)/2. Needless to say, such growth will not
continue indefinitely, and the system variance will even-
tually stabilise due to the decoherence processes that we
now address.

Open dynamics under continuous measurement — In a
levitated nanoparticle experiment, the system is optically
trapped by a laser and placed in a cold vacuum cham-
ber. The levitated particle interacts with both the laser
and the residual gas of the vacuum chamber, resulting in
an open system dynamics, which therefore impacts the
performance of the squeezing protocol. In particular, we
consider the following dissipators [cf. Fig. 2b)]

0+nr <t<ty+nr,
t1+nT <t<ty +12+nT,

(2)

b0l = g 0,1 (3)
D (el 2,71 + 5,51 o

Dy, is the thermalisation dissipator that arises from the
interaction between the system and the optical modes
from the laser, and D). describes the decoherence in
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FIG. 2. Ilustration of the squeezing protocol and the proposed setting. Panel a): Squeezing protocol via frequency jump
between w; and ws for a quantum harmonic oscillator (QHO). The time for a single squeezing cycle is 7 = t1 + t2, while each w;
is maintained for the time interval ¢; (j = 1,2). The full process might require multiple cycles to obtain the desired degree of
squeezing. Panel b): Illustration of the potential sources of noises to the system. The levitated particle interacts with spurious
optical modes, undergoes scattering from the residual gas in the vacuum chamber, and measurement backaction induced by
the continuous monitoring system. The corresponding mechanisms are formally described by the dissipators in Eq. (3).

position due to photon recoils. Here y,A\,A > 0 are
the respective coupling strengths, m is the mass of the
nanoparticle, Tt is the temperature of the chamber, and
7 is the mean excitation number of the particle.

We assume that the position of the nanoparticle is
continuously monitored. Experimentally, this can be
achieved through homodyne detection, i.e. the collection
of back-scattered photons that produces the photocur-
rent [54-57]

I(t)dt = /AnA () dt + dW. (4)

This quantity is proportional to the mean position of
the system, shifted by the stochastic term dW. We as-
sume the latter to be a Gaussian random variable (cor-
responding to white noise), and model it as a Wiener
increment. The process of acquiring position informa-
tion causes a backaction effect to the system that is
accounted for by the innovation term +/2nAHgz[p]dW,
where Hz[p] = {&,p} — 2Tr [Zp] p describes the effect of
the continuous position measurement, and 7 is the mea-
surement efficiency. By combining the conditional dy-
namics with the dissipators as addressed above, the full
stochastic master equation reads

1

dp = h[ﬂs,p}dt +) D, [pldt + /2nAHz [p)dW, (5)

where the label v = cl, th, Ic refers to the superoperators
in Eq. (3).

Description of the dynamics — The process described in
Eq. (5) preserves the Gaussian nature of the input state
throughout the time evolution. The evolved state can
thus be fully characterised by first and second moments
of the quadratures & and p of the system. We define
the mean vector » = ((2), (p))? and the covariance ma-
trix (CM) o such that op, », = & ((Px?;) + (P;7y)) —

(Pr) (#j). The dynamics of the first moments is stochas-
tic, and depends on the measured photocurrent I(¢).
However, such moments can be displaced to the origin
of the phase space through a linear feedback control, a
strategy that will be implicitly assumed henceforth. On
the other hand, the CM of the conditional system satis-
fies the quantum Riccati equation [58]

6=Aoc+0A” + D-o0BB'o, (6)

where we have introduced the drift, diffusion, and back-
action matrices

() o= (4 2) o= 30).
7

with

1 8nA
a1—§)\, ax=a;+7vy, b= 9+ 17 (8a)
h2~y A
d; = 2n+1 8b
LT 8kpmTy + 2mw (2n+1), (8b)

1
dy = 2vkpmTa + S Mhmw (2m+1) +2R%A. (8c)

In the drift matrix A, the off-diagonal terms charac-
terise the QHO system in Eq. (1) given the mass and
the trap frequency, while the diagonal terms characterise
the damping rates in the mean position and momentum
of the system. Characterising the drifting matrix A, we
find the time periods in Eq. (2) need to be modified for
the open system dynamics, such that ¢; = 7/2Q; with

Q; =
diffusion matrix D are determined by the dissipation de-
fined in Eq. (3). The continuous measurement leads to

an additional term in the dynamics that is characterised
by the matrix B, which contains the efficiency 7 of the

\/w? — (a1 — a2)?/4. The diagonal terms of the



continuous measurement. For n = 0, Eq. (6) reduces to
the quantum Lyapunov equation. The connection be-
tween the master equation and the Gaussian formalism
is discussed in Apd. B.

II. FEATURES OF THE ASYMPTOTIC STATE
TO THE PROTOCOL

Before investigating the performance of the squeezing
protocol in a realistic experimental setting, we first study
the asymptotic state of the squeezing protocol, whose
dynamics are governed by Eq. (6) for the cases with and
without continuous measurement, respectively. In partic-
ular, we denote the position variances for the asymptotic

CM without the squeezing protocol a'go(R) as U%R), that
with the squeezing protocol oLB)sa oo GLR)sa  pe

superscript L(R) stands for the case without (with) con-
tinuous measurement, described by a Lyapunov (Riccati)
equation for the CM.

Asymptotic state without continuous measurement -
Given the initial system CM o7, the evolved system CM
ol for n = 0 is the solution of the quantum Lyapunov

equation resulting from setting B = 0 in Eq. (6). This
can be cast as
O'thetA(O'o—X)etAT—FX, (9&)

where the characteristic matrix X is the solution to the
homogeneous equation

AX +XAT + D =0. (9b)

For a time-independent problem with constant drift and
diffusion matrices A and D, we have the asymptotic so-
lution

UtL—mo =X. (10)

Under the action of the squeezing protocol in Eq. (2), we
are led to the time-evolved CM after n squeezing loops

o = (85 0 ST (a0))", (11)

with §F(o) = etidi(o — Xj)etJ'AJ'T + X, (j =1,2) de-
scribing the squeezing operation when the trap frequency
is set to w;, matrices A; and X; the drift and charac-
teristic matrices in Eqgs. (7) and (9b), and o standing for
the composition of operations. Based on Eq. (11), the
dynamics switches depending on the trap frequency, and
corresponding asymptotic state with the squeezing pro-
tocol a5 can be computed numerically.

Asymptotic state with continuous measurement — The
case with continuous measurement is studied in a simi-
lar manner as that without it. Given the initial system
variance oy, the evolved system variance o following
the quantum Riccati equation in Eq. (6) can be solved

analytically. The solution o} can be obtained via [59)

6t — XQ = e_tAT (50 — Xg)e_tA, (12)
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FIG. 3. Analysis of the asymptotic states. Panel a) shows the
squeezing parameters given by Eq. (16) against the damping
rate ai;. Here we set 2wy = wp = 37/2, m = a2 = 1 and
d1 = d2 = 2, from which we compute a1 ~ 0.39. Panel b)
shows the asymptotic momentum variance without continu-
ous measurement (open diamonds, computed from Eq. (11))
and with continuous measurement (filled diamonds, b = 2,
computed from Eq. (15)).

where we define 6; = (ot — X1)"!, A= A—- X, BB”.
The characteristic matrices X and X5 satisfy the con-
ditions

AX,+ XA+ D-x,BB"x, =0,

13
ATx, + x,A— BBT = 0. (13)

The derivation of such solution is shown in Apd. C. For a
time-independent QHO system with fixed matrices A, D
and B, the system variance govern by Eq. (12) converges
at t — oo, such that

ol X+ x5t (14)

t—oo

When the squeezing protocol is performed, the dynamics
of the system variance is characterised by an expression
similar to Eq. (11), namely

R,sq
t=nT

= (85 0 81 (0))", (15)

where the squeezing process S is given by Eq. (12) for
the respective frequency w;. The corresponding asymp-
totic state (which we compute numerically) is denoted as
ag’sq.

Features of the asymptotic states — The squeezing process
described by Eq. (11) may cause an unstable asymptotic
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FIG. 4. Investigation on the position variances for the asymptotic states and the capability of the squeezing protocol given
different experimental settings. Panel a) shows the asymptotic position variance before the squeezing protocol X, in Eq. (10)
against the trap frequency w in Eq. (1). Here the ground state variance at frequency ws is o, = 1/3w. Panels b) and c)
demonstrate the dynamics of the system position variance when the squeezing protocol is performed. Here the system starts
from an arbitrary state and equilibrates to X; (X2) at the time ¢ = 0. Then, the squeezing protocols without continuous
measurement (solid gray line) and with continuous measurement (dashed gray line, b = bmqe) are applied, where oLsd and
P < X (Xa)

oFs9 are the corresponding minimum position variances. Here, we say that the system is squashed if 69, < ozg
< 03, (shaded red region). Panel d) shows the ratio between the

(shaded blue region), and that it is squeezed if Ui,gR)’sq
variances for the squeezed asymptotic state and the ground state, i.e. Ji‘ggR)’sq /o2, given different values of a, d with the gray
region forbidden by Eq. (17). Here the blue region indicates the settings that only achieve squashing, while the red region those

that achieve squeezing. The borders between two regions (i.e. when J%R)’SQ = 0,) are indicated by the black dotted line (in

the case without measurement, b = 0) and gray dashed lines (in the case with measurement with b = bmax).

state due to the expansion of one quadrature during the
squeezing of the other quadrature. This issue can be cir-
cumvented by applying continuous measurement along
with the squeezing protocol as the dynamics described
by Eq. (15). Indeed, suppose the variance of a system’s
quadrature o, follows the relation 0,41 = e*"o, +x at n-
th squeezing cycle, where sr is the squeezing parameter
and x > 0 is the amount of diffusion over one squeez-
ing cycle. The quadrature variance o, approaches to
a steady point x/(1 —e®") if sr < 0 and to the infinity
if sr > 0. Experimentally, the infinity variance means
that the system can become unstable after a number of
squeezing cycles, when one quadrature of the system ex-
pands too much to be well contained by the trap.

We demonstrate this issue with the system’s momen-
tum variance, when the system is squeezed in its position.
Without applying the continuous measurement, Eq. (11)
gives the squeezing parameters for each term in the CM,
where for the momentum spread one has

+ O(Aa)) ,

QQ
+ In (2
0

(16)

with Aa = as —a; > 0 and Q; = \/wf — (a1 — a2)?/4.
The full expressions for all squeezing parameters are
given in Apd. D. Given the definition wy < wq (hence
Q1 < Q9), and the small damping regime Aa — 0, we
notice it is possible to have srp, > 0 when the damping
rate aq is small, while the other two parameters sr,, and
srzp Temain negative for any setting of Qo and aq 2,
as illustrated by Fig. 3a). This leads to the explosion
of the system momentum variance (whose asymptotic

7r(a1 + a2)(Ql + Qg)
20185

STpp R —

value goes to infinity) in the regime of high quality fac-
tors @ ~ ws/ay. This issue can be circumvented when
the continuous measurement is applied to the system,
as shown by the open and filled diamonds in Fig. 3b),
representing the cases without and with continuous mea-
surement (b = 2), respectively. Therefore, we conclude
that continuous measurement is crucial for applying the
squeezing protocol in the high-quality regime, since it
guarantees that the system under the squeezing protocol
will always reach a stable state with a finite position and
momentum variances.

Features of the squeezing protocol — Here we explain our
squeezing protocol using a toy model. To keep the out-
comes meaningful, we examine the state of the system at
any time with the conditions [60, 61]

-1
€ [0,1].
(17)
The first corresponds to the positivity of the state, the
second is the verification of the Heisenberg-Robertson un-
certainty principle, while the last measures the purity
of the state of the system, where the symplectic ma-
trix reads 0 = (91 (1)) We take dimensionless units
h =m =1 with setting 1: a1 2 = 0.5, dq 2 = 1; setting 2:
a1z = d1,2 = 0.3, and choose b = bpax (the maximum
value allowed by Eq. (17)) for the matrices A, D and B
given by Eq. (8). We take two oscillating frequencies to
be 2wy = wy = 37/2 and show all the results in Fig. 4.
In the preparation stage, we assume the system is
not continuously measured. The system is initially sta-
bilised at a fixed trap frequency w [i.e. the frequency
appearing in Eq. (1)], whose position variance X%  is

>0, o+i2>0, and (2 Det[a‘])



shown by Fig. 4a). In our toy model, the state of
the system is initially stabilised at frequency ws with
the initial position variance X o for settings 1,2 (blue
dots) and the corresponding ground state position vari-
ance 09, = h/(2mws) = 1/37 (dot-dashed black line).
Clearly, the position variance for the stabilised state X3
(X32) is far above that of the ground state o¥,.

The performance of the squeezing protocol addressed
in this paper is demonstrated in Figs. 4b) and 4c), where
we oscillate between the trap frequencies w; and ws and
the time for one squeezing loop t; + to = 1. Start-
ing from an arbitrary state, the system is initially sta-
bilised (no measurement) at the fixed frequency wy with
the position variance X; (X2) at ¢ < 0. Then, we per-
form the squeezing protocol starting at ¢ = 0, with and
without the continuous measurement. Here, the contin-
uous gray line represents the case without continuous
measurement, and the gray dashed line represents the
case with continuous measurement (b = b4, allowed by
Eq. (17)). The minimal position variance without contin-
uous measurement is labelled by oZ;%9, that with contin-
uous measurement is labelled by o459 and the ground-
state variance is given by o9,. In setting 1 (bpax = 1.9,
Fig. 4b)), we only achieve quantum squashing for both
cases, i.e. 09, < o84 < gLsd due to large damping and
diffusion terms a; 2 and di 2. In setting 2 (bpax = 0.7,
Fig. 4c)) we see that quantum squeezing can be achieved
in both cases. We can observe the effects of the contin-
uous measurement here. Other than the improvement
to the squashing 054 < gl:54  we find the overall am-
plitude of the oscillation of the system is reduced when
continuous measurement is performed. This is due to the
noise reduction from the continuous measurement, which
is characterised by a larger purity in the case under con-
tinuous measurement. This could be advantageous as it
suggests that in this case the system remains localised in
a smaller region.

Stringent conditions are required to achieve a truly
quantum squeezing, and such conditions for our toy
model is shown in Fig. 4c). Here the colour represents the
ratio between the position variances for the asymptotic
state without continuous measurement and the ground
state, i.e. 0L59/09  under different settings (we take
ay = ag = a and d; = ds = d constrained by Eq. (17)).
For the values of the parameters in the blue region, the
protocol can only squash the system. Conversely, for
those in the red region, the protocol can squeeze the sys-
tem below the ground state variance. The border be-
tween the blue and red regions is indicated by the black
dotted line, on which one has ¢£*9 = ¢9, . The con-
tinuous measurement can slightly improve the squeezing,
as indicated by the border of 0%%4 = g9 (dashed gray

xTrx
lines, byax = 1.9) moving towards the blue region.

III. TESTING IN EXPERIMENTAL SETTINGS

To infer the capability of our squeezing protocol in a
real experiment, we substitute the parameters in Eq. (7)
with those that can be found in recent experiments
[44, 45, 56, 62-65]. As a reference, we consider the fol-
lowing setting. Suppose a silica nanoparticle of radius
R = 50nm and mass 1fg (p = 2200kg/m?) is levitated
in an optical trap, which can oscillate between two fre-
quencies wy /27 = 50kHz and wy /27 = 100 kHz. The ex-
periment can be performed in a cryostat and ultra-high-
vacuum environment, such that the environment tem-
perature Tr; = 50K, and the quality factor @ = w/~y can
be as high as 1010 [65]. Thus, the damping rates (from
the collisional and thermal noises) are weak and they
can be estimated by v ~ A ~ 10%(P/mbar) Hz, where
we assume that the chamber pressure can go as low as
P > 1079 mbar [65]. The photon-recoil rate can be es-
timated by the equation [66-68]

Treg (€. VE 2
A= Som ( o t) . (18)

where ¢y is the vacuum permittivity, e =
3(e—1)/(e+2) is written in terms of the the rela-
tive dielectric constant ¢ of the nanoparticle, whose
volume is V', kg = wp/c with ¢ the speed of light and
wo = 2mc/A the laser beam frequency. Following the
analysis in Apd. E, we estimate A ~ 1026 m~2Hz [68-70].
We take the mean occupation number of the particle
at temperature 50K to be m = 10°. However, the
occupation number can be further reduced to ~ 0.5 with
specific cooling techniques [71], which further reduce
the effect of the thermal noise. We estimate that the
efficiency of the measurement is no more than 30% [72],
and summarise these values in Tab. I.

We first investigate the contributions of the noises
given the setting discussed above. In particular, we scru-
tinize dy in Eq. (7) and compare the order of magnitudes
for each terms. We find the following values (in unit

m?kg”Hz?)
dy = 2vkpmT. ~ 1074, (19a)
dy = ANimw ~ 10746, (19b)
dy = 2r*A ~ 10742, (19¢)

where we have taken v = A = 1076 Hz, A = 1026 m—2Hz,
and m = 107. This suggests that the strength of colli-
sional and thermal noises are comparable at T,; = 50K,

m | w/27 ~ A A Ta| | n
(fg)| (kHz) |(Hz) (Hz)| (m *Hz) |(K)
1 [50~100| > 107" |10% ~10%%| 50 |10 (< 0.3

TAB. I. Collection of the experimental parameters and their
values for the discussion in Sec. III. The connection of the
parameter to the respective environmental noise is illustrated
in Fig. 2b).
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FIG. 5. Contributions of the noises and the squeezing ra-
tio. Panel a) shows the quality factor Q@ = w/v(\) de-
pendence of the noise contributions from Eq. (19), which
rise from the collisional noise (d}), the thermal noise (d3)
and the photon-recoil noise (d3). Panel b) shows the log-
arithmic relation of the squeezing ratio (sq = /023 (7)/0%2
against the quality factor Q. The blue (red dashed) line rep-
resents the cases for A = 10%¢ (10**) m~?Hz with n = 0,
and the square (triangle) represents the corresponding case
with 7 = 0.3. Panel ¢) shows the amount of squeezing

101og;o(sq) = 10log,o(1/ 022 (T)/0%z) in decibel against the

photon-recoil noise rate A for different quality factors Q.

and they can be smaller than the photon-recoil noise
for large enough qualify factor @. Indeed, collisional,
thermal and photon-recoil noises are comparable when
Q ~ 108, as shown by Fig. 5a). On the other hand,
if the photon-recoil rate is reduced by 3 orders, i.e. A ~
1023 m—2Hz, collisional and photon-recoil noises are com-
parable when @ ~ 1011

We then consider the following squeezing experiment
[cf. Fig. 4b)]. The levitated particle firstly equilibrates at

trap frequency ws, such that the centre of motion of the
particle is a QHO system in the asymptotic state given
by Eq. (10). Then, the squeezing protocol is applied to
the system at ¢ = 0, and we measure its position variance
at the end of the protocol when t = 7. We denote the
position variance of the system at time t to be o51(t),
and take the position variance of the ground state o2,
at frequency wo as the reference. In the best scenario
(corresponding to v = A = 107 Hz, A = 102 m~2Hz,
7 = 107), we have for the initial system

059(0) = X¥2 ~ 3.1 x 10° nm?, (20a)
o8, ~ 8.4 x 107° nm?. (20D)

N 2mws

Hence, the system has an initial position spread being
a factor (5q(0) = \/022(0)/0%: ~ 10* larger than the
ground state. In the worst scenario (A = 10%°m~2Hz),
such a factor becomes ¢/,(0) ~ 10°. After applying the
squeezing protocol, the degree of squeezing in a real-
istic experimental settings is demonstrated by the ra-
tio (sq = \/0za(T)/0%2 in Fig. 5b), where a value of
(sq < 1 means the position variance of the system is
squeezed below that of the ground state. We consider
two cases for the the photon-recoil rate, i.e. A = 1026 and
10?3 m~2Hz, without continuous measurement ( = 0).
For small quality factors @), we see that the ratio (sq co-
incides in both cases (blue continuous and red dashed
lines), since here the dynamics is dominated by the col-
lisional and thermal noises. Conversely, we see a plateau
(at @ > 10® for A = 10 m~2Hz, and at Q > 10%!
for A = 102> m~2Hz) when the photon recoils becomes
the dominant noise contribution [cf. Fig. 5a)]. In both
cases, the squeezing ratio (5q at high quality factor is be-
low 1, indicating that one can achieve genuine squeezing
in a levitation experiment at ultrahigh vacuum. Based
on our model, we have (i, ~ 0.58 at Q = 10'? for
A = 10m™2Hz and ( ~ 0.02 at Q = 10" for
A =10 m—2Hz.

Squares and triangles in Fig. 5b) represent the cases
taking the continuous measurement with 1 = 0.3, which
only provide a small improvement to the squeezing
(e.g. ng:0'3 ~ 0.57 at Q = 10'2 for A = 10 m~2Hz),
which cannot be seen using the logarithmic scale. Indeed,
the effect of the continuous measurement becomes promi-
nent only when the photon-recoil noise is large (A =
10?6 m~2?Hz) and the qualify factor is low (Q < 10%), thus
enhancing the squashing effect. If the photon-recoil noise
can be reduced (e.g. when A = 1023 m~2Hz), the contin-
uous measurement would not produce any improvement
in the squeezing even for the low qualify factor [cf. red
line and triangles in the figure]. Indeed, the continuous
measurement effect described by Eq. (5) is proportional
to the photon-recoil noise A.

The achievable values for the state-of-art optical lev-
itation experiment are Q ~ 10'°© and A ~ 1026 m—2Hz.
Fig. 5¢) shows the relation between the degree of squeez-
ing and the photon-recoil noise around this region. We
measure the squeezing in decibel (dB) by 10log;o(Csq),



such that squeezing below the ground-state variance gives
negative values. We see that squeezing is only possi-
ble when @ > 10%, and the maximal achievable squeez-
ing is approximately —2.5dB. We can see that, at
the current noise level (A ~ 102°m~2Hz), improving
the quality factor @ from 10° to 10! only slightly im-
proves the amount of squeezing. Therefore, it is more
prominent to reduce the photon-recoil noise level in or-
der to acquire more below-the-ground-state squeezing
(e.g. 10log;((Csq) ~ —7.35dB at A ~ 10> m~?Hz and
Q ~ 1019).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a squeezing protocol (via frequency
jumps) applied to a levitated nanoparticle subjected to
continuous monitoring of its position. The dynamics of
the system is influenced by the collisional, thermal, and
photon-recoil noises, and influenced by the stochastic
noise caused by the continuous measurement. We have
estimated the potential for achieving large squeezing of
the considered massive quantum system, considering pa-
rameters from recent experiments. We have found that
while the photon-recoil noise plays a dominant role, in
the high quality-factor regime, the position spread of the
system can still be squeezed below the ground state vari-
ance. The backaction from continuous measurement does
not help squeezing performances. Our study addresses
the engineering of genuine quantum resources for sens-

ing and metrology in levitated optomechanics, while also
providing a route to the achievement of states that will
be crucial for investigations on the foundations of quan-
tum mechanics. The method illustrated here will benefit
of the combination with control methods based on the
modulation of the environmental properties as proposed
in Ref. [73]. Another possible direction of exploration
goes along the line of embedding the oscillator in a con-
tinuously monitored optical cavity, as in Ref. [74]. The
closeness of our assessment to experimental reality paves
the way to a ready implementation of the scheme.
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Appendix A: The squeezing protocol

Squeezing of the motion of a harmonic oscillator
through the dynamical switching of frequency has been
proposed in Ref. [46—48], and has been employed to ex-
perimentally generate squeezing in atomic systems [49].
This operation is based on the Bogoliubov transforma-
tion which describes the effect of switching the frequency
of the oscillator. Given the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), we
call {a,a’} ({b,b'}) the ladder operators corresponding
to frequency wy (wz). They satisfy the relations

b= pa+val, bf = pat + va, (A1)
where p1 = cosh(r) = (w1 + wz)/2\/Wiwz, v = sinh(r) =
(w1 —ws)/2y/wiws and r = 3 In(wa/w1). The Bogoliubov
transformation is linked to the squeezing operation such
that b = ST(r)aS(r) with

1
S(r) = exp {2(7@2 — T&TQ):| . (A2)
Therefore, switching the frequency of the oscillator leads
to a squeezing operation on the system.
To achieve squeezing in the position of the system, a
squeezing protocol is defined by Eq. (2) in the main text,
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which gives the equations for the expectation values of
the quadrature operators Z and p as

d, . ®
a (z) = m’ (A3a)
d (p) = —muw? () . (A3b)

dt

Indeed, in each time period ¢;, the dynamics of the
quadratures in Eq. (A3) can be solved analytically with
w = wj. By defining the initial mean position and mo-
mentum of the system as xg = (£(0)) and po = (p(0)),
the evolution results in the transformation (zg,po)?

Mj (t) (370, p())T with

cos(wjt)

M (1) = ( sin(wjt)/mwj> . (A4)

—mwj sin(w;t)  cos(w;t)

This transformation leads to the combined action of ro-
tation and squeezing of the system. In particular, the
protocol defined in Eq. (2) acts on the system in the fol-
lowing way [cf. Fig. 2 where the protocol is illustrated]:
when w = w1, the system is squeezed along the & quadra-
ture. When w = ws, the system is squeezed along the p
quadrature. However, after the first part of squeezing
t > t; = m/2wi, the quadratures of the system swap
due to the rotation of the system, & <> p. Therefore,
the second part of the protocol acts on the same quadra-
ture as the first part does. After time 7, this gives the
transformation of the average values of the quadratures

xr = (&(7)) and p, = (p(7)) as

(x7,pr)" = My(t2) o My(t1) (z0,p0)" (A5)
= - (erx()?e_rpo) ’
where we have defined e" = w; /w2, and the squeezing
parameter r = Inw; /we. Eq. (A5) results in squeezing of
the position quadrature, so that the variance 0., (0) =
(22(0)) transforms to
Oee(T) = €2 042(0), (A6)
where we set (£(0)) = 0. Thus, a total degree of squeez-
ing 2" is achieved after a time 7 = 7/2w; + 7/2ws.

Appendix B: Connection between the matrix and
the Gaussian formalism

The Gaussian process described by Eq. (5) can be
fully characterised by the first and second moments of

the quadratures by taking d (O) = Tr {O d[)] and us-
ing the invariance of trace under cyclic permutation of
its arguments [75]. Given the definitions # = {Z,p} and

O, = 5 ((Pe?j) + (Fj7i)) — (P1) (7;), we can write the
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equation for the system variances as

P B2 i
Tz mU P Ona + 8kpmTy) + me( n+l)
- 87)A0.9L2‘,I? (Bla)

Opp = _zmwggw,p + (27 = Nopp + 2vkpmTy

1 _
+ 5/\hmw(2n + 1) 4+ 2AR? — Sr]Aaiﬂp, (B1b)
. 1 ih
Tup = - Opp ~ Moy — (A= 7)00p — 50\ +7)
— 8NA0y 504 p- (Blc)
The original Riccati equation Eq. (6) reads [58]
6=Aoc+0cA" + D —-o0BB'o, (B2a)
where
- 1
A=B-QCop QcT, (B2b)
oBtom
1
D=D+QCop osCTQ, (B2c)
optoy
B-ca,/—1 (B2d)
op+oMm
0 1 10
Q= ., C=2VA , (B2e)
-10 00

with A being the drift matrix, D the diffusion matrix,
2 the symplectic matrix, C the coupling matrix between
the system and the light mode, o g and o; the CMs for
the light mode and the measurement, respectively. When
the continuous measurement is considered, and assuming
no thermal photon, the CM for the light mode is

1
op = (n+2)]12,

where 15 is the identity matrix. For a perfectly efficient
measurement (n = 1), the CM for the Gaussian measure-

ment reads
s 0
oy = op.
M 0 1/s b

Here, the factor s € (0,00) characterises the type of the
general-dyne detection: the choice s = 1 (s — o0) is
for a heterodyne (detection and gives the (homodyne)
measurement. For an inefficient Gaussian measurement
(n €]0,1]), the resulting CM is that of a mixture [58, 76]

(B3)

(B4)

Nop. (B5)

Considering the homodyne detection, and taking o}, in-
stead of ops in Eq. (6), one has

A=A, D-=D, B:(S S) (B6)



with b = \/8nA/(27 4+ 1). By comparing Egs. (6), (B1)
and (B6), one can get the values for ay,as,d;,ds,b in
Eq. (7) that link Eq. (6) to the stochastic master equation
Eq. (5) in the main text. This reduces to the Lyapunov
equation in Eq. (6) for n = 0.

Appendix C: Investigation on the squeezing protocol
in open dynamics

Here we derive the solution of Eq. (6) following the
method in Ref. [59, 77].
Quantum Lyapunov equation — For n = 0, Eq. (6) can be
transformed to a first-order linear differential equation

N, N, —AT
LN g (M) with 2 = o), (C1)
dt \ ', o, D A

where we introduce

‘I’t = o'tNta and Nt = _ATNt7 (CQ)

and let Ny to be the identity matrix 1. The linear differ-
ent equation given by Eq. (C1) can be solved by making
the matrix ‘H diagonal. Consider the similarity transfor-

mation
10
T = ,
X 1

such that TT~! = T7!T = 1, and define X as the
solution to the equation

(C3)

AX +XAT + D =0. (C4)
Apply the transformation on H, such that
- —-AT 0
H=T"HT = . (C5)
0 A

where the transformed matrix H becomes diagonal. Cor-
respondingly, Eq. (C1) is transformed to

d (N 4 N, ,
dt \ o, U,

with the transformed vector defined as

B ) )
U, v, ¥, - XN,

The transformed differential equation has the solution

(Co)

N, - [ N,
S =m0, (C8)
v, v,
which in details reads
N =N, — e A" N, = 1A X, = —tAT’
t t=¢€ 0 € 0 € (C9)

U, — XN, =¥, =4 = e'4(0) — X).
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By applying Eq. (C2) to Eq. (C9), one can get the so-
lution to the CM for the system o as in Eq. (9) for
the quantum Lyapunov equation. If the squeezing proto-
col is not performed, i.e. a time-independent QHO with
constant drifting and diffusion matrices A and D, the
asymptotic state for Eq. (9) can be easily shown to be
the characteristic matrix X given by Eq. (C4), such that
Otsoo = X.

One can attempt to find the asymptotic state of the
squeezing dynamics described by Eq. (11). By introduc-
ing AX = X; — X5 and « satisfying

T T T

o — etQAgetlAlaetlAl €t2A2 — AX _ et2A2AXet2A2 ,
(C10)
the CM for one round of squeezing, i.e. at time 7 =

t1 + t9, results from

o, — X1+ a= et2 Az pt1An (0.0 — X+ a)etlAfetgAQT’
(C11)

and the asymptotic state is given by o4, = X1 — a.
Quantum Riccati equation — A similar transformation

can be done introducing
¥, =o,N;, and N,=-ATN,+BB%o,N,, (C12)

such that one has

N, N, _ AT T
A NE) gy (N , with H = AT BB ,

dt \ v, v, D A
(C13

and Ny is given by the identity matrix. Introduce two
similarity transformations,

1 0 1 X5
T1: ) T2: )
X 1 01

and letting X7 and X5 be the solutions to the equations

(C14)

AX,+X,AT+D-Xx,BBTx, =0,
A'x, + X, A—- BBT =0,

(C15a)
(C15b)

the characterisation matrix is diagonalised such that

~—AT o
H":T21T11HT1T2:< ': A)’ (C16)

where we define A = A — X{BBT. Define the trans-

formed vector

N/ N,
<‘I,f/> =T, 'T;! (\;) (C17)
t t
N; + XX 1N, — XoW
_ t + X211V 2Wy ’ (C18)
v, - XN,

The differential equation in Eq. (C13) can be solved as

wy) 0 \wg)

(C19)



Pars (unit)| Values |Pars (unit)|Values
R (nm) 50 A (nm) 1550
P (W) 050 | Wi (nm) | 1000

o (F/nm) 8.9 x 1072 € 2

A, 1 A, 0.9

TAB. II. Collection of the experimental parameters and their
values for the computation of the photon-recoil rate.

and the solution on the CM for the system is then given
by

(00— X1)E " = Ao — X1)Ey e, (C20)
where we take & = 1 — Xs(oy — X1). Take the inverse
of Eq. (C20) and define §; = (o — X1)~!, the solution
gives Eq. (12) in the main text.

The asymptotic state of Eq. (12) without the squeezing
protocol reads ot 00 = X1+X5 1 The asymptotic state
with the squeezing protocol is however difficult to attain,
therefore we take the numerical solution instead.

Appendix D: The squeezing protocol

Suppose the quadrature variance follows the relation
on+1 = €0, + x after one squeezing process, which can
be recast into the form

X X
w2 = (- 2

One can see that, for a finite xy > 0, this dynamics leads
the variance to a steady positive value oo, — 7725 when
sr < 0, or to the infinity 0o — oo when sr > 0. The
squeezing parameters in our protocol can be acquired by
setting the diffusion to be zero in Eq. (11) (d;,2 — 0 leads

to x — 0 while leaving e®*” unchanged), which read

(D1)

sTee = [+ 1n (Q7/Q3) (D2)
02 m(Q: -0 o
_ =N 2 1) Ozp,n
STpp = J 10 (Q% aa 03 Opp,n
m2(Q3 - Q2)2 o
S
40202 Tpp.n

m(Q% - Q%) Ozz,n (D4)
2(2% Oxpn ’

srwp:f—l—ln(l—kAa
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where f = 7(a; + a2)(Q1 + Q22)/(201Q3) and Aa = ag —
ay. In the limit of Aa — 0, this gives Eq. (16).

Appendix E: Range of coefficients

The dissipation due to gas is described by Eq. (3a)
where T is the temperature of the chamber and ~ is the
viscous friction that can be calculated from kinetic gas
theory [78, 79]:

64 R2P
1= s 10°(P/mbar) Hz. (E1)

with the mean gas velocity vgas = \/8kpTe1/(TMgas), and
Mgas ~ 10~2*kg is the average of the gas molecules.
R is the radius of the nanoparticle and P is the pres-
sure in the vacuum chamber. Our estimation has been
achieved in the latest experiment [65]. The thermal
dissipation due to energy exchange with the laser is
described by Eq. (3b), where the coupling rate is es-
timated by A ~ ~ as they contribute equally to the
damping rate in momentum, i.e. as = A\ + y. We set
7 = (exp(hw/kpyT) — 1))~ ~ 107 as the mean occupation
of the nanoparticle at w/2r = 100kHz and T = 50K.
This gives the estimation of the thermalisation rate such
that

A\ ~ 10%(P/mbar) Hz. (E2)

The position detection due to the measurements of the
photons scattered back from the nanoparticle is described
by Eq. (3c), where the coupling strengths reads [66-68]

2
A= Tmeg <€cVEt> kg ~ T % 1025 (m_sz), (E3)

30h 2m

where ¢y is the vacuum permittivity, e =
3(e—1)/(e+2), and € is the relative dielectric con-
stant of the nanoparticle. V is the volume of the
nanoparticle, kg = wg/c with ¢ being the speed of
light and wg = 2me¢/\ the laser beam frequency. We
take B, = \/4P,/megcW2A, A, where P, is the tweezer
power, W, is the tweezer waist, A, and A, are the
asymmetry factor [68]. Taking the values in Tab. II, we
give the estimation of the rate for the photon recoils to
be A ~ 10%° m—2Hz. Reducing the photon-recoil rate by
3 orders seems to be possible in a future experiment, by
reducing the tweezer power to 30 mW [80], the particle
radius to 40nm and the tweezer waist to 2pm (or just
the particle radius to 35nm). Based on these estimation
we provide our discussion below Eq. (18).
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