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We analyze theoretically the single-photon excitation and transmission spectra of a strong-
coupling hybrid optomechanics, where a two-level system (TLS) is coupled to the mechanical
resonator (MR), generating the Jaynes-Cummings-type polariton doublets. In our model, both
the optomichanical coupling and the TLS-MR coupling are strong. In this parameter region, the
polaron-assisted excitation and reemission processes can strongly affect the single-photon excitation
and output spectra of the cavity. We find that the fine structure around each sideband can be
used to characterize the TLS-MR and the effective TLS-photon couplings, even at single-quantum
level. Thus, the spectrum structures may make it possible to sensitively probe the quantum na-
ture of a macroscopic mechanical element. We further provide a possible approach for tomographic
reconstruction of the state of a TLS, utilizing the single-photon transmission spectra.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optomechanical systems (OMSs) couple light and me-
chanical motion via radiation pressure. Cavity optome-
chanics has attracted extensive research interests for
its potential applications in ultrasensitive measurements,
quantum information processing, and implementation of
novel quantum phenomena at macroscopic scales [1–4].
Usually, the interaction between light and mechanical
motion due to radiation pressure is intrinsically nonlin-
ear but relatively weak (much smaller than the cavity
linewidth). Thus in experiments to date, to obtain en-
hanced photon-phonon coupling strengths, strong optical
drivings are usually used, but at the expense of making
the effective interaction linear. Recently, extensive works
have been focused on the single-photon strong-coupling
regime, where the optomechanical coupling is comparable
to the cavity linewidth and the mechanical frequency.
Theoretical investigations have predicted some interest-
ing phenomenon in this regime, including non-Gaussian
steady states of the mechanical oscillator [5], photon
blockade [6–8], photon-induced tunneling [8], scattering
spectra with phonon sidebands [9–11], single-polariton
physics in hybrid optomechanical sysyems [12, 13] and
so on. Experimentally, this nonlinear regime has been
reached in OMSs using ultracold atoms in optical res-
onators [14–16]. Some other OMSs based on supercon-
ducting devices [17], optomechanical crystal cavity [18],
and spoke-anchored toroidal optical microcavity [19] have
also shown huge progress.
It is known that mechanical resonators (MRs) can be

used as powerful resources for quantum information and
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metrology, such as quantum memories and transducers
connecting different quantum systems. There have been
a great deal of experimental efforts to couple MRs to
different kinds of two-level systems (TLSs), such as su-
perconducting qubits [20–24], nitrogen-vacancy centers
[25–27], and electron spin [28]. Typically, in quantum
electromechanical devices with MRs strongly coupled
to superconducting qubits [20–24], quantum control on
phonons at single-phonon level can be realized. Thus in
these strongly coupled TLS-MR systems, many phenom-
ena in cavity QED system can be repeated utilizing atom-
phonon interaction, and quantum information procession
based on these structures become possible. A TLS can
also be coupled to the mechanical element in an OMS,
forming a kind of hybrid quantum system. It has been
shown that this system can be used as transducers for
long-distance quantum communication [29]. Moreover,
a TLS in an OMS can affect the ground state cooling
of the MR [30], and induce single-phonon nonlinearities
[31]. Two-color optomechanically induced transparency
[32] and tunable photon blockade effect [33] in this sys-
tem have also been studied.

One can expect that if a hybrid OMS mentioned above
works in the single-photon strong-coupling regime, even a
driving field at single-photon level can be significantly af-
fected by the state of the TLS-MR subsystem, leading to
some observable features in the spectra of single-photon
excitation and scattering. Thus, it is valuable to calcu-
late analytically the single-photon spectra in this regime.
However, to the best of our knowledge, this issue has
not been studied before. In this paper, we analyze the-
oretically the single-photon excitation and transmission
spectra of a hybrid OMS, where the MR is coupled to
a TLS with Jaynes-Cummings-type interaction, utilizing
a real-space approach [34, 35]. Note that photon scat-
tering problem in similar waveguide-emitter structures

http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.05370v1
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FIG. 1. Schematic plot of the coupling system. A TLS is
coupled to the moving mirror of an OMS. The optical cavity
is coupled to a waveguide, in which single photons propagate
along the arrow direction.

can also be dealt with some other methods [36–38] and
generalized to the case of nonlinear dispersion relation
[36]. In our hybrid system, both the optomechanical cav-
ity and the TLS-MR subsystem work in the strong cou-
pling parameter region, where the optomechanical cou-
pling is compared to the cavity linewidth and the me-
chanical frequency (so called single-photon strong cou-
pling regime), and the TLS-MR coupling is lager than
the decay of TLS and the mechanical damping rate. We
present the analytic solutions for the single-photon scat-
tering problem. Our results show that the single-photon
transmission spectra can be used to probe and character-
ize the TLS-MR interactions at single quantum level. It
is known that probing the quantum nature of a macro-
scopic mechanical system has attracted a great deal of
attention. The hybrid OMS investigated in this paper
may provide a platform for this scope. Another possible
application of the single-photon transmission spectra is
dispersive readout of the TLS as a qubit, because the
qubit state can be mapped onto the cavity transmission
peaks through strong nonlinear optomechanical interac-
tion.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II, we give

a theoretical model, including the system Hamiltonian
in Sec.II A, the energy-level structure of the TLS-MR
subsystem in Sec.II B, and the scattering eigenstate in
Sec.II C. The excitation spectra of the cavity are pro-
vided in Sec. III. The single-photon transmission spectra
are given in Sec. IV. In Sec. V, we depict a method for
dispersive readout of the TLS as a qubit. Finally, further
discussions and conclusions are given in Sec. VI.

II. HAMILTONIAN AND SOLUTIONS

A. Hamiltonian of the system

The system of interest consists of a hybrid OMS be-
ing side-coupled to a unidirectional single-mode waveg-
uide, as shown schematically in Fig. 1. The mechan-
ical element of the OMS is coupled to a TLS, form-
ing a cavity-QED-like subsystem. In our model, the
waveguide-resonator system is assumed to be unidirec-
tional, such as a whispering-gallery-mode cavity coupled
to a waveguide. Also, the coupling configuration shown

in Fig. 1 is equivalent to another case with the OMS being
placed at one end of a semi-infinite waveguide, which is
also widely adopted in experiments [4]. The Hamiltonian
of the system can be written as (ℏ = 1)

�̂ = �̂W + �̂S + �̂SW, (1)

with

�̂W =

∫
dG 0̂†(G)

(
−8 Eg

m

mG

)
0̂(G), (2a)

�̂S = l2 2̂
†2̂ + l1 1̂

†1̂ − 62̂†2̂
(
1̂ + 1̂†

)

+l0

2
f̂I + _

(
1̂f̂+ + 1̂†f̂−

)
, (2b)

�̂SW = +

∫
dG X(G)

[
0̂†(G)2̂ + 0̂(G)2̂†

]
. (2c)

�̂W denotes the waveguide optical modes, where Eg is
the group velocity of the photons and 0̂(G) [0̂† (G)] is
the bosonic operator annihilating (creating) a right-going

photon at G. �̂S is the Hamiltonian of the isolated hy-
brid OMS with its mechanical element being coupled to
a TLS. 2̂ (2̂†) and 1̂ (1̂†) are the annihilation (creation)
operators of the cavity and the mechanical modes, re-
spectively. The Pauli operator f̂I = |↑〉 〈↑| − |↓〉 〈↓| is used
to describe the TLS, while f̂+ = |↑〉 〈↓| and f̂− = |↓〉 〈↑| are
the ladder operators of the TLS. l0 is the atomic transi-
tion frequency, l2 is the cavity resonance frequency, and
l1 is the mechanical frequency. The interaction between
the MR and the cavity field is described by the radiation-
pressure interaction with single-photon coupling strength
6. Here we assume the optomechanical coupling is com-
pared to the cavity linewidth and the mechanical fre-
quency i.e., the optomechanical subsystem works in the
so called single-photon strong coupling regime. While
the coupling between the MR and the TLS is described
by the Jaynes-Cummings model with coupling strength
_. �̂SW describes the interaction between the waveg-
uide and the optomechanical cavity, where + is the corre-
sponding coupling strength. The cavity-waveguide decay
rate can be further defined as ^ = +2/Eg. In experimen-
tal systems, the decay rates W0 of the TLS and W1 of the
MR can be much smaller than the cavity-waveguide de-
cay rate ^ [18, 31, 39]. Thus, during the time interval
1/^ ≪ C ≪ min(1/W0, 1/W1), the input single photon has
left the cavity, but the effects of the dissipation of the
TLS-MR subsystem are still not obvious. Thus, in the
analytic approach used to calculate single-photon scat-
tering problem, we will ignore the damping processes of
the TLS-MR subsystem.

B. Energy-level structure of the hybrid OMS

Now we first calculate the energy levels of the hy-
brid OMS, which are useful for understanding the single-
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photon scattering processes and constructing the scatter-
ing eigenstates. We introduce a unitary transformation
*̂ = *̂1*̂2, with

*̂1 = exp
[
V2̂† 2̂

(
1̂† − 1̂

)]
, (3a)

*̂2 = exp
(
−8U2̂† 2̂f̂H

)
, (3b)

where V = 6/l1, U = V_/l0 . Physically, *̂1 is a
photon-number-dependent displacement transformation
of the MR states, and *̂2 generates a photon-number-
dependent rotation in the Hilbert space of the TLS. By
assuming _ ≪ l0, l1 (i. e. U ≪ 1), we can obtain

�̂ ′
( = *̂−1�̂(*̂ ≃ �̂ ′

0 + �̂ ′
� , (4)

with

�̂ ′
0 = l2 2̂

†2̂ − X1

(
2̂†2̂

)2
+ l0

2
f̂I + l1 1̂

†1̂

+_
(
1̂f̂+ + 1̂†f̂−

)
, (5a)

�̂ ′
� = X2

(
2̂† 2̂

)2
f̂I +

X2

V
2̂† 2̂

(
1̂ + 1̂†

)
f̂I . (5b)

Here X1 = 62/l1 is the frequency shift for the cavity
caused by the single-photon radiation pressure. X2 =

UV_ = V2_2/l0 is an additional frequency shift for the
cavity due to the effective interaction between a single
photon and the TLS. Alternatively, the first term in
Eq. (5b) can be interpreted as the TLS transition being
shifted by 2<2X2 (< = 0, 1, 2, · · · is the photon number).

In <-photon subspace, the eigenstates of �̂ ′
0 can be

written as

|<〉2 |=b〉 , (6)

where |<〉2 represents the number states of the cavity
modes, and |=b〉 is the eigenstates of the TLS-MR sub-
system. Here, when the total excitation number of the
TLS-MR subsystem = > 1, we use b = +,− to label the
dressed-state pairs. And we use = = 0, b =↓ to label the
ground state. Specifically, the eigenstates |=b〉 include
the dressed eigenstates

|=+〉 = cos \= |= − 1〉1 |↑〉 + sin \= |=〉1 |↓〉 , (7a)

|=−〉 = − sin \= |= − 1〉1 |↑〉 + cos \= |=〉1 |↓〉 , (7b)

and the ground state |0 ↓〉 = |0〉1 |↓〉, where |=〉1 represent
the number states of the mechanical modes. The mixing
angle \= is defined as tan 2\= = 2_

√
=/Δ01, and Δ01 =

l0 − l1 is the detuning between the TLS and the MR.
The eigen energy of �̂ ′

0 corresponding to eigenstate (6)
can be written as

n
(0)
<,=b

= <l2 − <2X1 + ñ=b , (8)

where ñ=b is the eigen energy of the TLS-MR subsystem,
and takes the form

ñ=± =

(
= − 1

2

)
l1 ± 1

2

√
Δ
2
01

+ 4=_2, (9a)

ñ0↓ = −1

2
l0 . (9b)

Because U ≪ 1, we can consider �̂ ′
�
as a perturbation

part. According to first-order perturbation theory, the
eigen energy of Hamlltonian (4) can be written as

n<,=± = n
(0)
<,=± ± <2X2 cos 2\=, (10a)

n<,0↓ = n
(0)
<,0↓ − <2X2. (10b)

The corresponding eigenequation is

�̂ ′
( |<〉2 |=b〉 = n<,=b |<〉2 |=b〉 . (11)

Using the relation �̂ ′
(
= *̂−1�̂(*̂, we can write down the

following eigenequation

�̂( |<〉2
���=̃b (<)

〉
= n<,=b |<〉2

���=̃b (<)
〉
. (12)

Here |=̃b (<)〉 = *̂ (<) |=b〉, with *̂(<) = 〈< | *̂ |<〉2. Note
that the rotation parameter U ≪ 1, thus |=̃b (<)〉 can
be approximately looked on as an <-photon displaced
dressed state of the TLS-MR subsystem.
Here we are especially interested in the cases of zero

TLS-MR detuning Δ01 = 0 and the dispersive regime
|Δ01 | ≫ _. When Δ01 = 0, the eigenstates of the TLS-
MR subsystem exhibit the polariton doublets

|=±〉 = 1
√
2
(|=〉1 |↓〉 ± |= − 1〉1 |↑〉) . (13)

The corresponding eigen energies

ñ=± =

(
= − 1

2

)
l1 ±

√
=_, (14)

give rise to the so-called Jaynes-Cummings ladder. For
large TLS-MR detuning, |Δ01 | ≫ _, the eigenstates of
the =-excitation manifolds (with small =) take the form

|=+〉 ≃ |= − 1〉1 |↑〉 +
√
=

_

Δ01

|=〉1 |↓〉 , (15a)

|=−〉 ≃ |=〉1 |↓〉 −
√
=

_

Δ01

|= − 1〉1 |↑〉 , (15b)

with the corresponding eigenenergies

ñ=+ ≃ 1

2
l0 +

_2

Δ01

+ (= − 1)
(
l1 + _2

Δ01

)
, (16a)

ñ=− ≃ −1

2
l0 + =

(
l1 − _2

Δ01

)
. (16b)

The energy-level structure of the hybrid OMS is plotted
in Fig. 2.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2. The energy-level structure of the hybrid OMS in the single-photon strong-coupling regime. (a) The spectrum for the
case of zero detuning Δ01 = 0 between the TLS and MR. (b) The spectrum for the case of large detuning Δ01 ≫ _.

C. Scattering eigenstates

We assume that initially the TLS-MR subsystem is
prepared in its eigenstate |=0b0〉, the cavity is empty, and
a single photon with frequency l: = Eg: comes from the
left, where : is the wave vector of the photon. In this
case, the total energy of the system is � = l: + n0,=0 b0 .

Because the total photon number #̂ =

∫
dG0̂†(G)0̂(G)+ 2̂†2̂

is a conserved quantity, we assume that the stationary
state |�〉 of the system can be expanded in the single-
photon subspace as

|�〉 =
∑

=b

∫
dGi=b ,=0 b0 (G)0̂†(G) |∅〉 |0〉2 |=b〉

+
∑

=b

4=b ,=0 b0 2̂
† |∅〉 |0〉2

���=̃b (1)
〉
, (17)

where |∅〉 |0〉2 is the vacuum state, with zero photon in
both the waveguide and the cavity. i=b ,=0 b0 (G) repre-
sents the single-photon wave function of the waveguide
mode. 4=b ,=0 b0 is the single-photon excitation amplitude
of the cavity.

The eigenequation

�̂ |�〉 = � |�〉 (18)

satisfied by the stationary state |�〉 gives the following
set of equations of motion

−8 Eg
mi=b ,=0 b0 (G)

mG
+ X(G)+

∑

=′ b ′
4=′ b ′,=0 b0 〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉

=
(
� − n0,=b

)
i=b ,=0 b0 (G),

(19a)

∑

=′ b ′

(
� − n1,=′ b ′

)
4=′ b ′,=0 b0 〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉

= +

∫
dGX(G)i=b ,=0 b0 (G). (19b)

The single-photon wave function i=b ,=0 b0 (G) should
take the form

i=b ,=0 b0 (G) = \ (−G)X=b ,=0 b048:G

+\ (G)C=b ,=0 b04
8
(
:−

n0,=b−n0,=0 b0
Eg

)
G
, (20)

where C=b ,=0 b0 is the transmission amplitude, and \ (G)
denotes the Heaviside step function. We point out that
the ansatz (20) is valid if the condition W0, W1 ≪ ^ is
satisfied. Thus during the time duration 1/^ ≪ C ≪
min(1/W0, 1/W1) we are interested in, the single photon
leaks completely out of the cavity and meanwhile the
decays of the TLS and MR are negligible.
Substituting Eq. (20) into Eqs. (19a) and (19b), we

can obtain

4=b ,=0 b0 (l: ) =
+ 〈=̃b (1) |=0b0〉
Δ̃=b ,=0 b0 (l: )

, (21a)

C=b ,=0 b0 (l: ) = X=b ,=0 b0−8^
∑

=′ b ′

〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉〈=̃′b ′(1) |=0b0〉
Δ̃=′ b ′,=0 b0 (l: )

,

(21b)
with

Δ̃=b ,=0 b0 (l: ) = l: + n0,=0 b0 − n1,=b + 8
^

2
. (22)

The explicit formulas for the overlaps like 〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉
are calculated in Appendix A.
The physical picture of single-photon scattering pro-

cess described by the scattering eigenstates can be sum-
marized from Eqs. (20)-(22). After entering the cavity,
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FIG. 3. Fine structures of cavity excitation spectrum around different sidebands as a function of detuning Δ: . The parameters
are Δ01 = 0, ^ = 0.01l1 , and 6 = 1.2l1 for all curves. The thick curves are plotted with the analytical result in Eq. (23). The
thick solid lines show the cavity excitation spectrum for _ = 5^, and the thick dashed lines for _ = 0. The thin gray solid lines
are numerical results for the _ = 5^ case, where the decay rates of the TLS-MR system are included and a non-zero temperature
is assumed, with W0 = 10−4l1, W1 = 10−5l1, and =0 = =1 = 0.1.

the incident photon can excite the hybrid system from
the initial state |0〉2 |=0b0〉 to the upper state |1〉2 |=̃′b ′(1)〉.
The resonance condition of this process is l: = n1,=′ b ′ −
n0,=0 b0 . Then the upper state finally decays into the state
|0〉2 |=b〉, resulting in a re-emitted photon with frequency
l: − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0). Clearly, when the initial and the
final states of the system are the same, the photon is scat-
tered elastically. In this case, the photon transmission is
the consequence of interference between the direct trans-
mission and the cavity reemission, as shown by Eq. (21b),
When the initial and the final states are different, the in-
elastic scattering happens, and the transmission is simply
the cavity reemission.

III. CAVITY EXCITATION

If the TLS-MR subsystem is initially prepared in its
ground state |0 ↓〉, the corresponding cavity excitation
can be defined as

∑

=b

��4=b ,0↓ (l: )
��2 , (23)

which is in proportion to the probability for the cav-
ity being excited by an input single photon with fre-
quency l: , when the interaction between the photon
and the system happens. We plot the cavity excitation
spectrum as the functions of the photon-cavity detun-
ing Δ: = l: − l2 when the system entering the single-
photon strong-coupling regime, as shown in Fig. 3. In
the resolve sideband limit ^ ≪ l1, the cavity response
shows several resolved resonances, corresponding to dif-
ferent excitation pathways from the ground state |0〉2 |0 ↓〉
to the one-photon state |1〉2 |=̃b (1)〉. They are resonant if
the frequency of the single photon l: matches

l: = n1,=b − n0,0↓. (24)

The resonances are weighted by a factor |〈=̃b (1) |0 ↓〉 |2
and the widths are ^.

When the TLS is in resonance with the MR, i.e., Δ01 =

0, the condition (24) can be further written as

Δ: =

{
−X1 − X2 = = 0,

−X1 + =l1 ± √
=_ = > 0.

(25)

Specifically, the peak located at Δ: = −X1 − X2 corre-

sponds to the transition pathway |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉
[shown by the thick solid line in Fig. 3(a)], and the dou-
ble peaked structures centered at Δ: = −X1 + =l1 with
splitting width 2

√
=_ correspond to the transition path-

ways |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃±(1)〉 [shown by the solid lines in
Figs. 3(b) and 3(c)]. Clearly, these double peaks charac-
terize the polariton doublets [see Eq. (13)] of the TLS-
MR subsystem. Moreover, at each sideband, the double
peaks exhibit asymmetric spectral structure. Note that
when a cavity QED system works in the ultra-strong cou-
pling regime, asymmetry of the Rabi splitting spectrum
will appear due to the effects of anti-rotating terms [40].
But in our case, we have assume that the atom-MR cou-
pling rate is much less than the atomic and the mechan-
ical frequencies. thus the effects of anti-rotating terms
can be omitted. The asymmetric spectral structure in
our case is resulted from the strong nonlinear interaction
between photons and phonons. The thick dashed lines
in Figs. 3(a)-3(c) show the cavity excitation when the
TLS is not included (i.e., _ = 0) for comparison. One
can find that in the _ = 0 case the sideband peaks ap-
pear at frequency −X1 + =l1 (= = 0, 1, 2 · · · ), which has
been well investigated previously [5, 6, 9, 10]. Compared
with _ = 0 case, the first (labeled from left to right) reso-
nance peak undergoes a red shift X2 [see the thick dashed
and solid lines in Fig. 3(a)], which can be resolved from
the Lorentzian spectrum when X2 ∼ ^, i.e., the condition
_ ∼ √

l0^/V is satisfied. As can be seen from the Hamil-
tonian (5b), this shift characterizes the strength of the
effective photon-TLS interaction mediated by the MR.
The cavity excitation for single-photon scattering de-

fined in Eq. (23) is equivalent to the steady-state mean
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FIG. 4. Fine structure of cavity excitation spectrum around different sidebands as a function of detuning Δ: . Δ01 = 0.1l1 ,
^ = 0.001l1 , and 6 = 1.2l1 for all curves. The thick curves are plotted with the analytical result in Eq. (23). The thick solid
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is assumed, with W0 = 0.01_, W1 = 10−5l1 , and =0 = 0.077, =1 = 0.1.

photon number 〈2̂† 2̂〉ss at zero temperature when the cav-
ity is driven by a weak continuous wave laser. Thus,
to verify our analytical calculations given above, we nu-
merically simulate the steady-state mean photon num-
ber of the driven cavity utilizing the master equation
method. In our simulation, the decay rates W0 and W1
are also included. According to Refs. [18, 31, 39], we let
W0 = 10−4l1 , W1 = 10−5l1. We find that for the zero-
temperature case with =0 = =1 = 0 (Here the Bose oc-
cupation numbers are defined as =−1

0,1
= 4ℏl0,1/:�) − 1

), the numerical results are in good agreement with the
analytical ones (The numerical results for this case are
not shown in the figures because the numerical curves
are almost coincided with the theoretical ones). We
also simulate the excitation spectra for =0, =1 > 0 case,
as shown by the thin gray solid lines in Figs. 3(a)-
3(c). For this nonzero-temperature case, the excited
states of the Jaynes-Cummings ladder will be popu-
lated, which can provide more possible transition path-
ways [41]. As a result, additional peaks will appear in
the spectra. For example, the new peaks appearing in
the thin gray solid lines in Fig. 3(b) and 3(c) are re-

lated with the transitions |0〉2 |1b〉 → |1〉2 |2̃b (1)〉 and
|0〉2 |1b〉 → |1〉2 |3̃b (1)〉, respectively. Meanwhile, com-
pared with zero-temperature case, the already existing
peaks corresponding to |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃b (1)〉 transi-
tions will decrease, as shown in Figs. 3(a)-3(c), because
the population of the ground state |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 becomes re-
duced at nonzero temperatures.
Now we consider the large TLS-MR detuning case. Un-

der condition l8 ≫ |Δ01 | ≫ _ (8 = 0, 1), we have

����
〈=̃+(1) |0 ↓〉
〈=̃−(1) |0 ↓〉

����
2

≃ =
_2

Δ
2
01

, (26)

which is much smaller than one when the excitation num-
ber = is small. Thus, in the large detuning case, the pro-
cesses |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃−(1)〉 are dominant, whereas the
transition pathways |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃+(1)〉 are highly

suppressed. From Eq. (24), the resonance peaks charac-
terizing the transitions |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃−(1)〉 appear at
l: = n1,=− − n0,0↓, which can be further written as

Δ: ≃ −X1 − X2 + =

(
l1 − _2

Δ01

)
. (27)

We can see that when a TLS couples to the MR with
large detuning, the resonance peaks are spaced by the
dispersively shifted frequency l1−_2/Δ01 of the phonon-
like polariton. Namely, the spectra characterize the
polariton-assisted cavity excitation. Also, the additional
frequency shift X2 results from the effective photon-TLS
interaction. Above analysis can be verified by the thick
solid lines in Figs. 4(a)-4(c). The excitation spectra for
the TLS free case are also plotted (thick dashed lines),
where the resonance peaks appear at Δ: = −X1 + =l1 .
The thin gray solid lines in Figs. 4(a)-4(c) are numer-

ical results for the large TLS-MR detuning case, where
the decay rates of the TLS-MR system are included and
non-zero temperature is assumed. We find that simi-
lar to the resonance case, at nonzero temperatures, the
peaks corresponding to |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |=̃−(1)〉 tran-
sition decrease and additional peaks corresponding to
|0〉2 |1+〉 → |1〉2 |=̃+(1)〉 transition can be observed [see
the peaks at Δ: = −X1 + X2 + =(l1 + _2/Δ01) in the thin
gray lines in Figs. 4(b) and 4(c)], because the population
of the ground state |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 becomes reduced and higher
dressed states get populated.

IV. SINGLE-PHOTON TRANSMISSION

SPECTRA

Using the scattering eigenstates given in Sec. II C, we
can construct the scattering matrix and further calcu-
late the transmission spectrum of a single-photon. We
consider an incident photon with an Gaussian-type spec-
tral amplitude 5 (l: ) = (2/c32)1/4exp

[
−(l: − l0)2/32

]
,

where l0 is the center frequency, and 3 is spectrum width
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FIG. 5. Single-photon transmission spectrum around different sidebands as a function of detuning Δ: . 6 = 0.8l1 , and 3 = ^ for
all curves. (a)-(c): The TLS-MR resonance case with Δ01 = 0, ^ = 0.01l1 , and _ = 5^; (d)-(f): The large TLS-MR detuning
case with Δ01 = 0.1l1 , ^ = 0.001l1 and _ = 0.1Δ01. The solid lines in (d)-(f) correspond to the initial state |↓〉 of the TLS,
and the dashed lines correspond to the state |↑〉.

of the photon. We assume the TLS-MR subsystem is initially in a superposition state
∑

=0 b0
�=0 b0 |=0b0〉. The

corresponding spectrum of the transmitted photon is

( (l: ) =
∑

=b

�����
∑

=0 b0

�=0 b0 5
(
l: + n0,=b − n0,=0 b0

)
C=b ,=0 b0

(
l: + n0,=b − n0,=0 b0

)
�����

2

, (28)

(see Appendix B for details), which represents the prob-
ability density for finding a single photon with frequency
l: in the transmission field.
We first consider the case that the TLS-MR subsystem

satisfies the exact resonance condition Δ01 = 0. We as-
sume the TLS-MR subsystem is initially prepared in its
ground state |0 ↓〉, and a single-photon wave packet with
center frequency l0 = l2−X1−X2 incidents. The width 3

of the wave packet is chosen to be much less than the me-
chanical frequency l1 . Thus, the single photon will first

excite resonantly the transition |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉.
Subsequently, the photon in the cavity decay into the

waveguide through transitions |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉 → |0〉2 |=b〉.
Specifically, the peak at Δ: = −X1 − X2, which results
from the elastic scattering related to the transition path-

way |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉 → |0〉2 |0 ↓〉, is split due to
the destructive interference between direct transmission

and cavity photon reemission, as shown in Fig. 5(a). And
the inelastic scatted photons can generate peaks at fre-
quency Δ: = −X1 − X2 − =l1 ∓ √

=_ (= = 1, 2 · · · ) in the
output spectrum, as shown in Figs. 5(b)-5(c).

Now we discuss the transmission spectra when the TLS
is coupled to the MR with large detuning |Δ01 | ≫ _.
If the TLS-MR subsystem is initially prepared in its
ground state |0 ↓〉, an incident wave packet with cen-
ter frequency l0 = l2 − X1 − X2 mainly generates the
scattering processes related to the transition pathways

|0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉 → |0〉2 |=−〉, where the state of
the TLS is almost unchanged after scattering. While

the processes |0〉2 |0 ↓〉 → |1〉2 |0̃ ↓(1)〉 → |0〉2 |=+〉, corre-
sponding approximatively to a qubit flip, is highly sup-
pressed. Correspondingly, we may find resonance peaks
at Δ: = −X1 − X2 − =(l1 − _2/Δ01), as shown by the
solid lines in Figs. 5(d)-5(f). Note that the peak at
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Δ: = −X1 − X2 charactering elastic scattering (i.e., = = 0
case) is split due to destructive interference [solid line in
Fig. 5(d)]. If the TLS-MR subsystem is initially pre-
pared in the state |0 ↑〉, for an incident wave packet
with center frequency l0 = l2 − X1 + X2, the scattering
processes related to the transition pathways |0〉2 |1+〉 →
|1〉2 |1̃+(1)〉 → |0〉2 |=+〉 is dominant, resulting in the reso-
nance peaks appearing at Δ: = −X1 + X2−=(l1 +_2/Δ01),
as shown by the dashed lines in Figs. 5(d)-5(f).
In summary, under the large detuning condition, the

TLS-MR subsystem can be looked on as an effective MR,
with disperse-shifted frequencies l1 ±_2/Δ01, depending
on the TLS being in its ground or excited states. Com-
pared with the standard OMS (i.e., _ = 0, X2 = 0 case
with peaks appearing at Δ: = −X1 − =l1), the position of
the =-th sideband in the transmission spectra will shifted
by ±(=_2/Δ01 − X2), depending on the state of the TLS.
Thus, similar to cavity QED or circuit QED system [42–
44], the single-photon transmission spectrum in the TLS-
MR dispersive regime is advantageous for readout of the
TLS as a qubit. And we will discuss this issue in detail
in the next section.
Finally, we emphasize that to obtain remarkable spec-

tral peaks of phonon sidebands like those discussed
above, the single-photon strong-coupling condition 6 ∼
l1 is required. In Fig. 6, we plot the transmission
spectrum for a relatively small optomechanical coupling
strength for comparison. We take the case of on-
resonance TLS-MR interaction as an example, the op-
tomechanical coupling strength is chosen as 6 = 0.2l1,
other parameters are the same as those used in Figs. 5(a)-
5(c). One can see that the main peak at Δ: = −X1 − X2
is dominant [Fig. 6(a)], while the double peaks at the
first sideband become very weak [Fig. 6(b)]. Note that
the second and higher sidebands almost vanish under this
coupling strength, thus they are not shown in the figure.
In fact, when the optomechanical coupling strength is
smaller than this value, the transmission spectra become
almost the same as those of a usual cavity with fixed
mirrors.

V. QUANTUM STATE TOMOGRAPHY VIA

THE CAVITY OUTPUT SPECTRA

Here, as an example, we propose a feasible proposal
for quantum state tomography (QST) based on measure-
ments in the mutually unbiased bases (MUBs) [45–53],
utilizing our hybrid OMS as a physical implementation.
It has been proved that the measurements in the MUBs
provide a minimal and optimal way to realize QST (called
MUBs-QST hereafter) in the sense of maximizing infor-
mation extraction from each measurement and minimiz-
ing the effects of statistical errors in the measurements
[45].
We first provide a brief review of MUBs-QST for a

TLS. In terms of the MUBs, the density operator de-
scribing an arbitrary quantum state of a TLS can be

represented as [46]

d̂ =

3∑

B=1

∑

;=↓,↑
?B; %̂B; − �̂ , (29)

where the MUBs-projector %̂B; = |kB;〉〈kB; | defines a com-
plete set of projective measurements, ?B; is the probabil-
ity of projecting d̂ onto the basis state |kB;〉 of the B-th
MUB, and �̂ is an identity operator. The B-th MUB |kB;〉
can be transformed from the standard computational ba-
sis |;〉 through a unitary transformation ÛB . Specifically,
for two-state system the required unitary transformations
are Û1 = �̂, Û2 = H, and Û3 = 48

c
4
f̂G [53]. Here H is the

Hadamard gate, and f̂G = |↑〉 〈↓| + |↓〉 〈↑|. It can be eas-
ily proved that the projective measurement outcome ?B;
is exactly the value of the diagonal element |;〉 〈; | of the
transformed density operator d̂B = Û

†
B d̂ÛB [53]. With

these projective measurement outcomes, the MUBs-QST
can be realized. In our system, the projective measure-
ment outcomes can be directly read out from the relative
heights of the resonance peaks, corresponding to the com-
putational basis state |;〉, in the cavity output spectra.
Now we numerically demonstrate the MUBs-QST for a

TLS in detail with above method. The density operator
describing an arbitrary TLS state to be determined can
be represented as d̂ = ( �̂ + ∑

8 A8f̂8)/2 (8 = G, H, I), where
A8 is real parameter, and f̂8 is the Pauli operator. If we
choose AG = 0.6, AH = 0.4, and AI = 0.3, the density matrix
to be measured is specified as

d =

(
0.65 0.3 − 0.28

0.3 + 0.28 0.35

)
. (30)

To realize the measurements in the MUBs, we first need
to obtain the transformed density operator d̂B = Û

†
B d̂ÛB

(B = 1, 2, 3). Then we use a single-photon wave packet
to implement projective measurement. According to the
results in the previous section, the center frequency of
the pulse is chosen as l0 = l2 − X1, so that the relative
heights of the double peaks around each sideband are pro-
portional to the populations of states |↑〉 and |↓〉, respec-
tivrly. The corresponding transmission spectra around
Δ: = −X1 +l1 are shown in Figs. 7(a)-(c), from which we
can directly read out all the projective measurement out-
comes for eachMUB. Specifically, in Fig. 7(a), the heights
of the transmitted peaks marked computational basis
states |↓〉 and |↑〉 are 0.6541 and 0.3459, respectively.
Hence, the projective measurement outcomes for the
MUB |k1;〉 are (?1↓, ?1↑) = (0.6541, 0.3459). Similarly,
we can read from Figs. 7(b) and 7(c) that (?2↓, ?2↑) =

(0.8028,0.1972) and (?3↓, ?3↑) = (0.7037, 0.2963), respec-
tively. Finally, inserting these projective measurement
outcomes and the MUBs into Eq. (29), we can obtain
the reconstructed state normalized as

d̃ =

(
0.6541 0.3028 − 0.20378

0.3028 + 0.20378 0.3459

)
. (31)

Its fidelity can be calculated using formula � (d, d̃) =
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[
Tr

(√√
dd̃

√
d
)]2

[54, 55]. We find the fidelity is over

99.99%.
Here we provide a method to infer the state informa-

tion of a TLS from the measured spectral data of a hy-
brid OMS under strong coupling regime. It is worthwhile
pointing out that mechanical-motional states can also be
reconstructed by using the single photon scattering spec-
tra of a standard OMS (containing a cavity and an MR
only), as studied in Ref.[56].

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In summary, we have explored the single-photon exci-
tation and transmission spectra of a hybrid OMS with
its MR being coupled to a TLS in the strong coupling
regime. In this parameter region, the polaron-assisted
excitation and reemission processes become remarkable,
resulting in additional peaks in the excitation and out-
put spectra. By analyzing in detail the fine structure
around different sidebands, we find that these spectrum
structures can characterize different interactions, includ-
ing the TLS-MR couplings and the effective TLS-cavity
coupling mediated by the MR. Thus, the hybrid quantum
system studied here may provide a platform for prob-
ing the quantum nature of a macroscopic mechanical ele-
ment. Another possible application of the single-photon

transmission spectra is dispersive readout of the TLS as
a qubit. Specifically, we propose a feasible proposal for
quantum state tomography based on measurements in
the MUBs, utilizing the hybrid OMS as a physical imple-
mentation.
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Appendix A: Calculation of the matrix elements of

*̂ (1)

In this Appendix, we give the explicit formulas for the
overlaps 〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉 = 〈=b |*̂ (1) |=′b ′〉, where the unitary
transformation *̂ (1) = *̂1 (1)*̂2(1) is defined in Sec. II B.
Specifically, the matrix elements 〈=b |*̂ (1) |=′b ′〉 can be
written as
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〈0 ↓| *̂ (1) |0 ↓〉 = cosU
〈
0
��*̂1(1)

�� 0
〉
1
, (A1a)

〈0 ↓| *̂ (1) |=+〉 = sin U cos \=
〈
0
��*̂1(1)

�� = − 1
〉
1
+ cosU sin \=

〈
0
��*̂1(1)

�� =
〉
1
, (A1b)

〈0 ↓| *̂ (1) |=−〉 = − sinU sin \=
〈
0
��*̂1(1)

�� = − 1
〉
1
+ cosU cos \=

〈
0
��*̂1 (1)

�� =
〉
1
, (A1c)

〈=+| *̂ (1) |0 ↓〉 = − sinU cos \=
〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� 0
〉
1
+ cosU sin \=

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� 0
〉
1
, (A1d)

〈=−| *̂ (1) |0 ↓〉 = sin U sin \=
〈
= − 1

��*̂1 (1)
�� 0
〉
1
+ cosU cos \=

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� 0
〉
1
, (A1e)

〈=+| *̂ (1) |=′+〉 = cosU cos \= cos \=′
〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� =′ − 1

〉
1
− sin U cos \= sin \=′

〈
= − 1

��*̂1 (1)
�� =′

〉
1

+ sinU sin \= cos \=′
〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′ − 1
〉
1
+ cosU sin \= sin \=′

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′
〉
1
, (A1f)

〈=+| *̂ (1) |=′−〉 = − cosU cos \= sin \=′
〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� =′ − 1

〉
1
− sin U cos \= cos \=′

〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� =′

〉
1

− sin U sin \= sin \=′
〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′ − 1
〉
1
+ cosU sin \= cos \=′

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′
〉
1
, (A1g)

〈=−| *̂ (1) |=′+〉 = − cosU sin \= cos \=′
〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� =′ − 1

〉
1
+ sin U sin \= sin \=′

〈
= − 1

��*̂1 (1)
�� =′

〉
1

+ sinU cos \= cos \=′
〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′ − 1
〉
1
+ cosU cos \= sin \=′

〈
=
��*̂1 (1)

�� =′
〉
1
, (A1h)

〈=−| *̂ (1) |=′−〉 = cosU sin \= sin \=′
〈
= − 1

��*̂1 (1)
�� =′ − 1

〉
1
+ sinU sin \= cos \=′

〈
= − 1

��*̂1(1)
�� =′

〉
1

− sinU cos \= sin \=′
〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′ − 1
〉
1
+ cosU cos \= cos \=′

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′
〉
1
, (A1i)

where the matrix elements of the single-photon displace-
ment operator *̂1(1) can be written as

〈
=
��*̂1(1)

�� =′
〉
1
=




√
=!
=′! 4

− V2

2 (−V)=′−=!=′−=
= (V2) =′ ≥ =,√

=′!
=!
4−

V2

2 V=−=
′
!=−=′
=′ (V2) =′ < =.

(A2)
!B
A is the associated Laguerre polynomial. Because

the matrix element 〈=|*̂1 (1) |=′〉1 is real, we can eas-
ily see from Eqs. (A1a)-(A1i) that the matrix ele-

ments 〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉 = 〈=b |*̂ (1) |=′b ′〉 is also real, satisfying
〈=b |=̃′b ′(1)〉 = 〈=̃′b ′(1) |=b〉.

Appendix B: Calculation of the transmission spectra

We first construct the scattering matrix based on the
scattering eigenstate given in Sec. II C. According to the
Lippmann-Schwinger formalism [57, 58], Eqs. (17) and
(20) tell us an input state

|:, =0b0〉 =
1

√
2c

∫
dG48:G0†(G) |∅〉 |0〉2 |=0b0〉 (B1)

can be scattered to an output state

��: − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0)/Eg, =b
〉

=
1

√
2c

∫
dGC=b ,=0 b04

8
(
:−

n0,=b−n0,=0 b0
Eg

)
G
0†(G) |∅〉 |0〉2 |=b〉 ,

(B2)

Here |:, =0b0〉 represents that initially a monochromatic
single photon with wave vector : incident from left,
and the TLS-MR subsystem is in the state |=0b0〉.��: − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0 )/Eg, =b

〉
is the corresponding output

state, showing that after scattering the state of the TLS-
MR subsystem becomes |=b〉, and the wave vector of the
scattered photon becomes : − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0)/Eg. Based
on these results, the corresponding scattering matrix can
be constructed as

Ŝ =

∑

=b

∑

=′ b ′

∫
d:C=b ,=′ b ′ (l:) |: − (n0,=b − n0,=′ b ′)/Eg, =b〉〈:, =′b ′|. (B3)
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Utilizing the scattering matrix given above we can further deal with the problem of scattering of a single-photon pulse
with finite bandwidth. A general incoming state can be written as

|kin〉 =
∑

=0 b0

∫
d: 5 (l: )�=0 b0 |:, =0b0〉 , (B4)

which means a single photon with spectrum amplitude 5 (l:) incident from left, and the TLS-MR subsystem is in a
superposition state

∑
=0 b0

�=0 b0 |=0b0〉. The corresponding output state is

|kout〉 = Ŝ |kin〉 =
∑

=b

∑

=0 b0

∫
d: 5 (l:)C=b ,=0 b0 (l: )�=0 b0 |: − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0)/Eg, =b〉. (B5)

After making a change of variables l: − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0 ) → l: , : − (n0,=b − n0,=0 b0)/Eg → :, we can find from the
output sate that

�����
∑

=0 b0

�=0 b0 5
(
l: + n0,=b − n0,=0 b0

)
C=b ,=0 b0

(
l: + n0,=b − n0,=0 b0

)
�����

2

(B6)

is the probability density for finding the system finally
in the state |:, =b〉. Straightforwardly, to describe the
probability density for finding the scattered single photon
with frequency l: , we can further define the transmission
spectrum ((l:), as shown by Eq. (28) in the main text.
In Sec. V, The transmission spectrum with the TLS-

MR subsystem being prepared in the state d̂ ⊗ |0〉1 〈0|1
was used for quantum state tomography. Here d̂ =∑

8 9=↓,↑ d8 9 |8〉 〈 9 | is the density operator (usually repre-

senting a mixed state) of the TLS (qubit). Utilizing an
appropriate unitary transformation, the density opera-
tor can be diagonalized: d̂ =

∑
D PD |qD〉 〈qD |, with PD =∑

8 9 (U†)D8d8 9U9D and |qD〉 =
∑

8 U8D |8〉. Clearly, the
transmission spectrum corresponding to the initial state
d̂ ⊗ |0〉1 〈0|1 can be written as ( (l: ) =

∑
D PD(D (l:).

Here, (D (l:) is the output spectrum with the subsys-
tem in the pure state |0〉1 |qD〉, and can be calculated by
Eq. (28).
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