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Quantum control and measurement of mechani-
cal oscillators has applications ranging from quan-
tum metrology [1–3] and quantum computing [4,
5], to fundamental test of quantum mechanics
itself [6, 7] or searches for dark matter [8, 9].
This has been achieved by coupling mechanical
oscillators to auxiliary degrees of freedom in the
form of optical or microwave cavities [10], or su-
perconducting qubits [11, 12], allowing numerous
advances such as mechanical squeezing [13–15],
quantum state transfer [16, 17], quantum trans-
duction [18, 19], or teleportation [6]. An endur-
ing challenge in constructing such hybrid systems
is the dichotomy of engineered coupling to an
auxiliary degree of freedom, while being mechan-
ically well isolated from the environment, that
is, low quantum decoherence – which consists of
both thermal decoherence and dephasing. Al-
though Hertz-level thermal decoherence has been
achieved in optomechanical crystals at mK tem-
perature [20], such systems suffer from large de-
phasing. Currently employed opto- and electro-
mechanical [21–23] as well as qubit-coupled me-
chanical systems [17, 24, 25] have significantly
higher thermal decoherence. Here we overcome
this challenge by introducing a superconducting
circuit optomechanical platform which exhibits
an ultra-low quantum decoherence while having
a large optomechanical coupling to prepare with
high fidelity the quantum ground and squeezed
states of motion. We directly measure a thermal
decoherence rate of only 20.5 Hz (correspond-
ing to T1 = 7.7 ms) as well as a pure dephasing
rate of 0.09 Hz, on par with and better than,
respectively, the motional degree of freedom of
trapped ion systems in high vacuum [26, 27],
and 100-fold improvement of quantum-state life-
time compared to the prior optomechanical sys-
tems [16, 20, 21]. This enables us to reach to
0.07 quanta motional ground state occupation
(93% fidelity) and realize mechanical squeezing of
-2.7 dB below zero-point-fluctuation. To directly
measure the quantum-state lifetime, we observe
the free evolution of the phase-sensitive squeezed
state for the first time, preserving its non-classical
nature over milli-second timescales. Such ultra-
low quantum decoherence not only increases the
fidelity of quantum control and measurement of
macroscopic mechanical systems, but may equally
benefit interfacing with qubits [4, 28], and places

the system in a parameter regime suitable for
tests of quantum gravity [29, 30].

The decoherence of a mechanical oscillator induced
by the interaction with its environment conceals macro-
scopic quantum phenomena and limits the realization
of mechanical oscillator-based quantum protocols [5–
7, 18, 21, 31, 32]. The quantum decoherence can be
characterized with two independent rates: the thermal
decoherence rate (Γth = (nth

m + 1)Γm, where nth
m is the

thermal bath occupation and Γm is the bare damping
rate), which describes the rate at which phonons are ex-
changed with the thermal bath, and the pure dephasing
rate (Γϕ), caused by the mechanical frequency fluctua-
tions, i.e. phonon-number conserving interactions with
the environment [33]. Even though the lowest thermal
decoherence has been achieved in optomechanical crys-
tals at mK temperature (Γth/2π ' 0.1 Hz), such sys-
tems experience a large dephasing (Γϕ/2π ' 4 kHz),
limiting their quantum coherence [20]. Soft clamped
dissipation diluted Si3N4 membranes [21] and levitated
particles [23, 34] are other examples of optomechanical
platforms interfacing with light, which achieved ther-
mal decoherence rates of O(1 kHz), but support limited
optomechanical protocols as they operate in the non-
resolved-sideband or cavity-free regimes, or suffer from
optical heating [35, 36]. One of the most widely and
successfully used optomechanical platforms is microwave
superconducting circuit optomechanics [37], which ex-
hibits large optomechanical coupling in the resolved-
sideband regime, and can be integrated with supercon-
ducting qubits [11, 16]. These circuits have been used for
numerous advances including mechanical squeezing [13–
15], entanglement [31, 38, 39], non-classical state stor-
age [16, 22], and non-reciprocal circuits [40]. However,
it has been a challenge to achieve a high quantum co-
herence in this platform - state of the art decoherence
rates are O(1 kHz) [22]. Enhancing the quantum coher-
ence in such systems improves the fidelity of quantum op-
tomechanical protocols [4, 5, 28] and may equally benefit
future tests of quantum mechanics [6, 7, 29, 30]. While
some attempts [41, 42] have been made to integrate ultra-
coherent soft clamped Si3N4 membranes [43] with super-
conducting circuits, these hybrid systems have been com-
pounded by insufficient optomechanical coupling, result-
ing in unwanted cavity heating. Here we demonstrate a
circuit optomechanical platform which simultaneously re-
alizes an ultra-low quantum decoherence, i.e. both ther-
mal decoherence and dephasing, while exhibiting an effi-
cient optomechanical coupling for quantum control and
measurement. By observing free evolution of the pre-
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FIG. 1. Ultra-coherent circuit optomechanics a, False colored SEM image of a mechanically compliant parallel plate capacitor.
b, A microwave superconducting LC resonator consisting of the capacitor shunted by a spiral inductor. c, Magnified image showing a
silicon-etched trench, inductor air-bridges, and the galvanic connection. d, Focused ion beam cross-section of a test capacitor –with a
higher gap size than the main device– before removing a SiO2 sacrificial layer, where Pt is used as the FIB protective layer. e, Schematic
cross-section of the suspended capacitor over the trench. f, Mode diagram of an optomechanical system. κ0 and κex are internal loss and
external coupling rates of the cavity respectively. (g, Equivalent circuit diagram of the system. h, Ring-down trace, showing the energy
decay of the mechanical oscillator with a rate of Γm/2π = 45 mHz. The red line is the exponential fit. The top inset shows the FEM
simulation of the fundamental mechanical mode of the drum. The blue line in the bottom inset shows the averaged PSD of the mechanics
with 1 Hz measurement resolution bandwidth (gray line), indicating the frequency instability of less than 0.1 Hz.

pared ground state as well as squeezed state we report
a thermal decoherence rate of 20.5 Hz (corresponding to
130 quanta/sec motional heating rate) and a pure de-
phasing rate of 0.09 Hz, showing the quantum decoher-
ence is dominated by the thermal decoherence, compara-
ble with motional decoherences achieved in trapped ion
systems in high vacuum [27], where the thermal deco-
herence is typically O(10 Hz), while the dephasing rate
reaches O(100 Hz) [26].

Ultra-coherent circuit optomechanical platform

We develop a nanofabrication process based on a
silicon-etched trench, which enables us to significantly

enhance the mechanical quality factor, Qm. Figure 1a
shows a vacuum gap capacitor with a top plate sus-
pended on a circular trench with a gap size of 180 nm.
The capacitor is shunted by a spiral inductor (Figs. 1b
and c), forming a microwave LC resonator with a fre-
quency of ωc/2π = 5.55 GHz and a total decay rate of
κ/2π = 250 kHz which is inductively coupled to a waveg-
uide (Fig. 1f). This superconducting circuit is operated
in a dilution fridge with ∼ 11 mK base temperature. The
flat geometry of the top plate (Figs. 1d and e) ensures
minimal clamp and radiative mechanical losses, as well as
stress relaxation in the aluminum thin-film. A mechani-
cal ring-down measurement (Fig. 1h) clearly exhibits the
extremely low dissipation rate of Γm/2π = 45 mHz for
the fundamental drumhead mode with a frequency of
Ωm/2π = 1.8 MHz, corresponding to Qm = 40 × 106.
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FIG. 2. High-fidelity optomechanical ground-state cooling. a, Frequency landscape for optomechanical cooling and sideband
asymmetry measurement. The Stokes and anti-Stokes sideband powers are proportional to nm + 2nc + 1 and nm − 2nc respectively.
b, Simplified experimental setup for optomechanical cooling. c, An example of the PSD of the microwave cavity thermal emission
measured at C = 6400 on top of the noise floor of 1 + nadd. d, PSD of optomechanical sidebands scattered from the cooling pump when
two probes are off. The black line shows the Lorentzian fit. e PSD of optomechanical sidebands scattered from red and blue probes.
f, Measured occupation of the mechanical (violet dots) and microwave (red dots) modes as a function of the cooperativity when the two
probes are off. The shaded area shows theoretically expected phonon occupation in the range of system parameters errors. The inset
shows the measured powers of the Stokes (blue) and anti-Stokes (red) sidebands generated, Pb and Pr, by the probes, exhibiting high
quantum efficiency of the readout chain.

This can be explained by the loss dilution factor [44]
estimated to be DQ ' 100 from finite element method
(FEM) simulation for such a flat drumhead (Fig. 1h top
inset). The single-photon optomechanical coupling rate
is measured to be g0/2π = 13.4±0.5 Hz (see SI). We note
that lower gap sizes lead to higher g0 values, but not im-
plemented in this work. Furthermore, the frequency fluc-
tuation is observed below 0.1 Hz - inferred as an upper
bound for dephasing- by measuring the power spectral
density (PSD) of a thermomechanical sideband averaged
over more than an hour and subtracting a measurement
resolution bandwidth of 1 Hz (Fig. 1h bottom inset, see
SI for more information).

High-fidelity optomechanical ground state cooling

The extremely high mechanical quality factor, together
with the sufficient optomechanical coupling, enables us
to perform an effective optomechanical sideband cool-
ing [37] to prepare the mechanical oscillators in its quan-
tum ground state with high fidelity. As schematically

shown in Fig. 1g, in the resolved-sideband regime, where
the quantum back-action does not influence the final
phonon occupation [10], i.e., (κ/4Ωm)2 = 0.001 � 1 in
our case, the phonon occupation of the mechanical oscil-
lator in the presence of a cooling pump red-detuned by
Ωm from the cavity frequency is given by

nm =
nth

m

1 + C
+
C

1 + C
nc, (1)

where C = 4npg
2
0/(κΓm) is the optomechanical coop-

erativity with the intracavity pump photon number np

and nc = κ0n
th
c /κ is the cavity thermal photon num-

ber induced by a finite loss rate of κ0 to an intrinsic
photon bath with nth

c . The strong cooling pump may
heat up the intrinsic photon bath occupation and conse-
quently nc, which normally imposes the minimal achiev-
able phonon occupancy in the large cooperativity limit,
i.e., C � 1 [37]. We discovered that the thin native oxide
layer in the galvanic connection between top and bot-
tom layers (shown in Fig. 1c) is the dominant source
of such cavity heating, which has been ubiquitous in
all microwave optomechanical experiments. We signif-
icantly reduced the heating by removing the oxide to
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FIG. 3. Recording the motional heating rate out of the quantum ground state. a, Schematic diagram showing optomechanical
amplification process, where an initial mechanical state is amplified by Gopt with an added noise of 1

2
+ nopt

add referred to input. b, Pulse

sequence for observing the thermalization of the ground state. c, Quadrature variance of the optomechanical sideband signal, σ2, as a
function of the prepared phonon occupation that is calibrated by the sideband asymmetry measurement, enabling us to reliably determine
Gopt and nopt

add. d, Scatter plots of the measured quadratures of motion normalized by
√
Gopt for different evolution times. The marginal

histogram for each quadrature is shown by purple bars. A Gaussian curve with the calculated variance is shown by thick blue lines,
reproducing each histogram. e, Extracted mechanical occupations as a function of the free evolution time. The blue dots are experimental
data with error bars while the red line is the exponential fit. The right inset shows the same experiment for a short evolution time range,
exhibiting a thermal decoherence rate of Γth/2π = 20.5± 0.6 Hz obtained from the linear fit.

achieve nc ∼ 0.05 quanta at high cooperativities (see
SI for details). To reliably characterize the phonon oc-
cupation close to the ground state, we use optomechan-
ical sideband asymmetry [45] as an out-of-loop calibra-
tion. As shown in Fig. 2a, we apply a strong cooling
pump, and two weak, blue- and red-detuned, probes with
balanced powers to generate Stokes and anti-Stokes op-
tomechanical sidebands, respectively, on the cavity res-
onance with a few kHz spacing to individually measure
them. Figure 2b shows the simplified experimental setup,
where a Josephson traveling wave parametric amplifier
(JTWPA) [46] is used to amplify microwave signals with
an added noise of 1

2 + nT
add ' 1

2 + 0.3 quanta and suf-
ficient gain of GT = 25 dB to suppress the classical
noise dominated by the HEMT amplifier (nH

add ' 8), en-
abling a nearly quantum-limited measurement of thermo-
mechanical noise spectrum with an effective added noise
of 1

2 + nadd ' 1
2 + 0.9 (see the calibrated noise floor in

Fig. 2c). Figures 2c and e show the measured thermome-
chanical noise spectrum of the cavity thermal emission,
as well as the Stokes and anti-Stokes sidebands, which
used for obtaining their powers, expressed by Pc, Pb,
and Pr, respectively, by fitting a Lorentzian to the PSD
of the sidebands. While the sideband asymmetry may
allow us to perform the calibration-free measurement of

nm, a finite cavity heating distorts the asymmetry, i.e.,
Pb 6∝ nm +1 and Pr 6∝ nm, preventing us from extracting
nm without the prior knowledge of nc [45]. Nevertheless,
we are able to simultaneously extract both nc and nm

without any calibration of the measurement chain by an-
alytically obtaining them from the two sideband powers
normalized by the cavity thermal emission power, ex-
pressed by

Pb

Pc
=

Γb

κ

nm + 1 + 2nc

nc
and

Pr

Pc
=

Γr

κ

nm − 2nc

nc
, (2)

where Γr(Γb) is the optomechanical (anti-)damping rate
of the red (blue) probe. Importantly, this analysis en-
ables us to calibrate the scaling factor between the ac-
tual occupations and the measured powers, which can be
used to directly extract nc and nm independently from
the cavity thermal emission and the sideband induced by
the cooling pump, even when the two probes are off –
therefore avoiding the quantum back-action induced by
the blue probe and an additional cavity heating (see SI
for more information). Using the PSDs of the thermo-
mechanical sideband from the cooling pump (Fig. 2d)
and the cavity thermal emission when two probes are
off, we thus extract nc and nm as a function of the
cooling pump cooperativity, as shown in Fig. 2f. The
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FIG. 4. Tracking the free evolution of a mechanical squeezed state. a, Pulse sequence for recording the free evolution
of a squeezed state. b, Frequency landscape of optomechanical dissipative squeezing. c, Schematic diagram showing optomechanical
amplification process of an initially prepared squeezed state. d, The measured quadrature scatter plots for initially prepared squeezed
state and its time evolution. The gray and black ellipses represent standard deviation contours scaled by factor of 2 (for better visualization)
of the Gaussian density function before (measured state) and after (inferred squeezed state) noise subtraction. Dashed red circles indicates
the same for the zero-point-fluctuation (ideal ground-state). e, Variance of the squeezed (blue) and anti-squeezed (red) quadratures,
relative to the zero-point-fluctuation, as a function of the free evolution time. The initial state shows −2.7+1.4

−2.3 dB squeezing and 8.1+0.3
−0.3

dB anti-squeezing. The blue and red solid lines are the linear fits, revealing a slight difference in decoherence rates of two quadratures,
corresponding to a pure dephasing rate of Γϕ/2π = 0.09(±0.05) Hz.

result shows a high-fidelity ground state cooling down

to n
(min)
m = 6.8(±0.9) × 10−2 quanta (93% ground state

occupation which is −8.7 dB of the zero-point energy),
mainly limited by the cavity heating.

Measurement of motional heating rate

Next, we directly measure the thermal decoherence
by recording the thermalization of the mechanical os-
cillator out of the ground state using a time-domain
protocol (Fig. 3b), where we first prepare the ground
state, and leave the system to freely evolve for a certain
time of τev. Using optomechanical amplification tech-
nique with a blue-detuned pump [32, 39], we intrinsi-
cally amplify the mechanical motion by ∼ 50 dB with
a minimal added noise, and measure both quadratures
of motion encoded in a generated optomechanical side-
band signal (Fig. 3a). Repeating this pulse sequence al-
lows us to capture the quadrature distribution of the
mechanical state, realizing quantum-state tomography
(Fig. 3d). As shown in Fig. 3c, we are able to precisely
calibrate the amplification process using different phonon
occupations as an input state, which are well-calibrated
by the sideband asymmetry measurement, resulting in
nopt

add = 0.80± 0.09 quanta.

Figure 3d shows examples of the measured quadra-
ture distributions at different evolution times in units of
[
√

quanta]. Figure 3e shows the free evolution from the
ground state to the thermal equilibrium. The exponential
fit results in a bare dissipation rate of Γm/2π = 80 mHz
in the low phonon occupation regime, close to the value
measured from the ring-down experiment with nm > 107

(Fig. 1h). The right inset of the Fig. 3 e shows the ther-
malization in shorter evolution times, where the ther-
mal decoherence rate is directly measured as Γth/2π =
20.5 ± 0.6 Hz, corresponding to a phonon lifetime of
T1 = 7.7 ms.

Recording thermalization of squeezed mechanical
state

Finally, we generate a quantum squeezed state of our
oscillator. Since squeezed state is a phase-sensitive quan-
tum state, its free evolution is subject to the dephasing
in the system. Tracking its time evolution enables us
to directly measure the quantum-state lifetime and ver-
ify minimal dephasing in our mechanical oscillator. The
ability to squeeze the mechanical oscillator critically re-
lies on the residual thermal occupation upon cooling,
which in our case is below 0.1 quanta, implying that
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strong squeezing below zero-point-fluctuation is possi-
ble. We use optomechanical dissipative squeezing tech-
nique [13–15, 47] by simultaneously applying two red-
and blue-detuned pumps symmetrically with respect to
the cavity frequency (Fig. 4b), and achieve 〈X2

sq〉/ 1
2 =

−2.7+1.4
−2.3 dB squeezing in one quadrature of motion be-

low the vacuum fluctuation and 〈X2
a.sq〉/ 1

2 = 8.1+0.3
−0.3 dB

anti-squeezing in the other quadrature. These are ob-
tained by subtracting the accurately calibrated nopt

add in
the optomechanical amplification (Figs. 4 a and c).

Figure 4d shows measured quadrature scatter plots
of the prepared squeezed state and its time evolution.
We are able to record the free evolution of a pre-
pared squeezed state (Fig. 4d) and observe the deco-
herence of both the quadratures to the thermal equi-
librium (Fig. 4e). A slight difference is observed in
the decoherence rates of the two quadratures, (Γsq −
Γa.sq)/2π = 1.1(±0.6) Hz. Comparing it with a numer-
ical simulation allows us to characterize the dephasing
rate of Γϕ/2π = 0.09(±0.05) Hz in our platform (see
SI), in agreement with the measured frequency fluctua-
tion discussed earlier. We observe that the variance of
the squeezed quadrature remains below the zero-point-
fluctuation up to 2 ms, demonstrating a significantly long
quantum state storage time in a macroscopic mechanical
oscillator.

Conclusion and outlook

The high-fidelity quantum control and measurement of
mechanical oscillators with such extremely low thermal
decoherence and pure dephasing rates may benefit the
implementation of qubit-mechanics interfaces [16], gen-
eration of mechanical non-classical states [28], and can
realize long life-time memories for quantum computation
and communication [4, 5]. Furthermore, such a low quan-
tum decoherence sets the stage to perform fundamental
tests of quantum mechanics in macroscopic scales such
as quantum gravity tests [29, 30], as well as high fidelity
Bell tests [7], and quantum teleportation [6].
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[7] I. Marinković, A. Wallucks, R. Riedinger, S. Hong,
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1. System parameters and variables

TABLE I. System parameters

Parameter Symbol Value

Microwave cavity frequency ωc 2π · 5.5 GHz
Microwave cavity linewidth (κex + κ0) κ 2π · 250 kHz
Microwave cavity external coupling rate κex ∼ 2π · 200 kHz
Microwave cavity internal loss rate κ0 ∼ 2π · 50 kHz
Mechanical frequency Ωm 2π · 1.8 MHz
Mechanical bare damping rate Γm 2π · 45 mHz
Mechanical quality factor Qm 40 ×106

Single-photon optomechanical coupling rate g0 2π · 13.4 Hz
Thermal decoherence rate of mechanical oscillator Γth 2π · 20.5 Hz
Pure dephasing rate of mechanical oscillator Γϕ 2π · 0.09 Hz

TABLE II. Variables

Variables Symbol

Annihilation operator for microwave cavity â

Annihilation operator for mechanical oscillator b̂

Noise operator for microwave intrinsic bath âin
0

Noise operator for microwave external bath âin
ex

Noise operator for mechanical intrinsic bath b̂in0
Microwave cavity thermal bath occupation nth

c

Microwave cavity thermal occupation nc

Mechanical thermal bath occupation nth
m

Mechanical occupation nm

Intracavity photon number induced by cooling pump np

Optomechanical coupling rate induced by cooling pump, red probe, or blue probe gp,r,b

Optomechanical (anti-)damping rate induced by the (blue probe,) cooling pump, red probe
(
4g2

b,p,r/κ
)

Γb,p,r
opt

Total damping rate of the mechanical oscillator
(
Γm + Γp

opt + Γr
opt − Γb

opt

)
Γtot

Optomechanical cooperativity
(

4g2
0

κΓm
np

)
C

Quadratures of filtered microwave field I,Q
Inferred quadratures of mechanical oscillator X1,2

Measured quadratures of mechanical oscillator, including added noise nopt
add X̃1,2

Total gain of microwave measurement chain G
Total added noise of microwave measurement chain nadd

Conversion factor of optomechanical amplification
[
µV 2

quanta

]
Gopt

Total added noise of optomechanical amplification nopt
add

HEMT effective added noise nH
add

JTWPA added noise nT
add
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2. Theory

In this section, we provide the detailed theory for the continuous-wave measurement (sideband asymmetry) and
time-domain measurement (optomechanical amplification).

A. Sideband asymmetry

Here we discuss the theory of optomechanical sideband cooling in the presence of two additional probes used in
sideband asymmetry experiment. As schematically shown in Fig. S14, to extract the mechanical occupation in our
experiment, we pump our device with three microwave tones simultaneously: cooling pump, red probe, and blue
probe. The cooling pump is red-detuned from the cavity and has relatively higher power compared to those of the red
and blue probes. The red and blue probes have a balanced power in a way that their effective dynamical back-actions
are canceled out each other.

The Langevin equations of an optomechanical system in the presence of the three microwave tones are given by

dâ

dt
= −κ

2
â− ig0(b̂+ b̂†)â+

√
κex

(
αbe

−i(Ωm+δb)t + αre
+i(Ωm+δr)t + αpe

+i(Ωm+δp)t + âin
ex(t)

)
+
√
κ0â

in
0 (t),

db̂

dt
= −iΩmb̂−

Γm

2
b̂− ig0â

†â+
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (t),

(1)

where, â(b̂) is the annihilation operator for the microwave cavity (mechanical oscillator), g0 is the single photon
optomechanical coupling rate, κex(0) is the microwave external coupling (internal loss) rate, Γm is the mechanical

intrinsic damping rate, âin
0 (b̂in0 ) is the noise operator for the intrinsic loss of the microwave cavity (mechanical oscil-

lator), and âin
ex is the noise operator for the external field. Furthermore, αp,r,b denotes the coherent amplitude of the

cooling pump with a detuning of −Ωm − δp, the red probe with a detuning of −Ωm − δr, and the blue probe with a
detuning of Ωm + δb, respectively. Note that the Langevin equation for the cavity is described in the rotating frame
of the cavity frequency. The noise correlators satisfy〈

b̂in†0 (t)b̂in0 (t′)
〉

= nth
m δ(t− t′),〈

b̂in0 (t)b̂in†0 (t′)
〉

= (nth
m + 1)δ(t− t′),〈

âin†
0 (t)âin

0 (t′)
〉

= nth
c δ(t− t′),〈

âin
0 (t)âin†

0 (t′)
〉

= (nth
c + 1)δ(t− t′),〈

âin†
ex (t)âin

ex(t′)
〉

= 0,〈
âin

ex(t)âin†
ex (t′)

〉
= δ(t− t′),

(2)

where nth
m (nth

c ) is the mechanical (cavity) thermal bath occupation. Due to the sufficient attenuation in the input line,
we can assume that the input noise from the waveguide corresponds to the vacuum noise, regardless of the amount
of input pump power. This can be experimentally confirmed by the fact that there is no significant dip on the noise
floor of the power spectral density at the cavity frequency, showing that the effective temperature of the external
bath is equal to the intrinsic bath temperature that can be safely assumed to be zero when a strong pump field is not
applied. Furthermore, there is no significant increase in the noise floor even when stronger pump fields are applied.

To solve the equations, we first divide the cavity field into coherent amplitudes and fluctuation, i.e., â(t) →
ābe
−i(Ωm+δb)t + āre

+i(Ωm+δr)t + āpe
+i(Ωm+δp)t + â(t), where āp,r,b is the coherent amplitude induced by the cooling

pump, red probe, and blue probe, respectively, and â(t) is the fluctuation. Considering sufficiently small g0 compared
to the other cavity parameters, we can find approximated solutions for the coherent amplitudes:

āb '
√
κext

−i(Ωm + δb) + κ/2
αb,

ār,p '
√
κext

+i(Ωm + δr,p) + κ/2
αr,p,

(3)

where we can assume that the coherent amplitudes are real without loss of generality.



12

By linearizing the nonlinear optomechanical coupling terms in the Langevin equations (Eq. (1)) around the coherent

amplitudes and going into the rotating frame of the mechanical oscillator (b̂→ b̂e−iΩmt), we have

−ig0â
†â =− ig0

{(
ā∗r e
−i(Ωm+δr)t + ā∗pe

−i(Ωm+δp)t
)
â+

(
ābe
−i(Ωm+δb)t

)
â†
}

− ig0

{(
āre

+i(Ωm+δr)t + āpe
+i(Ωm+δp)t

)
â† +

(
ā∗be

+i(Ωm+δb)t
)
â
}
,

−ig0(b̂+ b̂†)â =− ig0

{(
āre

+iδrt + āpe
+iδpt

)
b̂+

(
ābe
−iδbt

)
b̂†
}

− ig0

{(
ābe
−i(2Ωm+δb)t

)
b̂+

(
āre

+i(2Ωm+δr)t + āpe
+i(2Ωm+δp)t

)
b̂†
}
.

(4)

By neglecting the fast oscillating terms based on rotating wave approximation, Eq. (4) can be simplified as

−ig0â
†â ' −ig0

{(
ā∗r e
−i(Ωm+δr)t + ā∗pe

−i(Ωm+δp)t
)
â+

(
ābe
−i(Ωm+δb)t

)
â†
}
,

−ig0(b̂+ b̂†)â ' −ig0

{(
āre

+iδrt + āpe
+iδpt

)
b̂+

(
ābe
−iδbt

)
b̂†
}
.

(5)

Thus, we have the linearized Langevin equations:

dâ

dt
= −κ

2
â− i

{(
gre

+iδrt + gpe
+iδpt

)
b̂+

(
gbe
−iδbt

)
b̂†
}

+
√
κexâ

in
ex(t) +

√
κ0â

in
0 (t),

db̂

dt
= −Γm

2
b̂− i

{(
gre
−iδrt + gpe

−iδpt
)
â+

(
gbe
−iδbt

)
â†
}

+
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (t),

(6)

where gp,r,b = g0āp,r,b is the linearized optomechanical coupling rate. Then, we take the Fourier transform of the
time derivative equations, leading to

−iωâ(ω) = −κ
2
â(ω)− i

{(
grb̂(ω + δr) + gpb̂(ω + δp)

)
+
(
gbb̂
†(−(ω − δb))

)}
+
√
κexâ

in
ex(ω) +

√
κ0â

in
0 (ω),

−iωb̂(ω) = −Γm

2
b̂(ω)− i

{
(grâ(ω − δr) + gpâ(ω − δp)) +

(
gbâ
†(−(ω − δb))

)}
+
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (ω),

(7)

where

b̂(ω) ≡F{b̂(t)} =
1√
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
b̂(t)eiωtdt,

b̂(t) =F−1{b̂(ω)} =
1√
2π

∫ +∞

−∞
b̂(ω)e−iωtdω,

b̂†(ω) =
(
F{b̂(t)}

)†
.

(8)

By substituting â(ω) into b̂(ω) in Eq. (7), we obtain

b̂(ω)

χm
=−

(
χrg

2
r + χpg

2
p − χbg

2
b

)
b̂(ω)+

− igr
√
κexχrâ

in
ex(ω − δr)− igr

√
κ0χrâ

in
0 (ω − δr)

− igp
√
κexχpâ

in
ex(ω − δp)− igp

√
κ0χpâ

in
0 (ω − δp)

− igb
√
κexχbâ

in†
ex (−(ω − δb))− igb

√
κ0χbâ

in†
0 (−(ω − δb))

+
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (ω)

− χr

{
grgpb̂(ω + δp − δr) + grgbb̂

†(−ω + δb + δr)
}

− χp

{
gpgrb̂(ω + δr − δp) + gpgbb̂

†(−ω + δb + δp)
}

+ χb

{
gbgrb̂

†(−ω + δb + δr) + gbgpb̂
†(−ω + δb + δp)

}
,

(9)

where

χ−1
p (ω) = −i(ω−δp)+κ/2, χ−1

r (ω) = −i(ω−δr)+κ/2, χ−1
b (ω) = −i(ω−δb)+κ/2, and χ−1

m (ω) = −iω+Γm/2.
(10)
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Since the coupling rates are small compared to detuning, i.e., |χigigj 6=i| '
√

ΓioptΓ
j 6=i
opt /2 � |δi ± δj 6=i|, where

Γkopt = 4g2
k/κ is the optomechanical damping rate induced by each microwave drive and i, j, k ∈ {r,b,p}, we can

safely neglect the terms for the mechanical annihilation operator with the detuning (δp,r,b) and find a solution with

respect to b̂(ω):

b̂(ω)

χeff
'− igp

(√
κ0χpâ

in
0 (ω − δp) +

√
κexχpâ

in
ex(ω − δp)

)
− igr

(√
κ0χrâ

in
0 (ω − δr) +

√
κexχrâ

in
ex(ω − δr)

)
− igb

(√
κ0χbâ

in†
0 (−(ω − δb)) +

√
κexχbâ

in†
ex (−(ω − δb))

)
+
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (ω)

(11)

where χ−1
eff = χ−1

m + χpg
2
p + χrg

2
r − χbg

2
b is the effective mechanical susceptibility. Using Wiener–Khinchin theorem

and correlation relations in Eq. (2), the power spectral density of the mechanics is calculated as

Sb̂b̂(ω) =|χeff |2
((
g2

p|χp|2(κ0n
th
c ) + Γmn

th
m

)
+
(
g2

r |χr|2(κ0n
th
c ) + g2

b|χb|2(κ0n
th
c + κ)

))
' Γtot

|(Γp
opt + Γr

opt − Γb
opt)/2 + (1− i2ω/κ)(Γm/2− iω)|2

×

(
Γp

optnc + Γm(1 + 4ω2

κ2 )nth
m

Γtot
+

Γr
optnc + Γb

opt(nc + 1)

Γtot

)
.

(12)
Here, we approximate χp/χ0 ' χb/χ0 ' χr/χ0 ' 1, where χ−1

0 (ω) = −iω + κ/2, which is valid as long as the
detunings are sufficiently smaller than the cavity linewidth. We also define the total mechanical damping rate as

Γtot = Γp
opt + Γr

opt − Γb
opt + Γm, where Γp,r,b

opt = 4g2
p,r,b/κ is the optomechanical damping rate induced by each

microwave drive. Furthermore, we define the cavity thermal occupation as nc = κ0n
th
c /κ, which is derived later in

Eq. (17).
If we assume a flat cavity response around the sidebands, which is valid in the weak coupling regime Γtot � κ, we

obtain a Lorentzian function around ω = 0 with linewidth Γtot, which is expressed by

Sb̂b̂(ω) ' Γtot

ω2 + (Γtot/2)2

(
Γp

optnc + Γmn
th
m

Γtot
+

Γr
optnc + Γb

opt(nc + 1)

Γtot

)
. (13)

By integrating Eq. (13), we can calculate the steady-state phonon occupation:

nm ≡
〈
b̂†b̂
〉

=
Γp

optnc + Γmn
th
m

Γtot
+

Γr
optnc + Γb

opt(nc + 1)

Γtot
. (14)

By increasing the cooling power, i.e. increasing Γp
opt , the mechanical occupation will decrease as long as the system

is in the weak coupling regime, and it finally converges to nc. We also see spurious effects induced by the blue and

red probes, which are negligible as long as Γb
opt � Γp

opt and Γb,r
optnc � Γp

opt. Note that even if the cavity thermal
occupation is zero, the blue probe adds an additional phonon occupation, called by a quantum back-action, which is
given by Γb

opt/Γtot.
By substituting Eq. (11) into the first equation of Eq. (7), we find a solution for â(ω):

â(ω)

χ0
=
√
κ0â

in
0 (ω) +

√
κexâ

in
ex(ω)

− g2
pχeff(ω + δp)χp(ω + δp)

(√
κ0â

in
0 (ω) +

√
κexâ

in
ex(ω)

)
− g2

rχeff(ω + δr)χr(ω + δr)
(√
κ0â

in
0 (ω) +

√
κexâ

in
ex(ω)

)
+ g2

bχeff(ω − δb)χb(ω − δb)
(√
κ0â

in
0 (ω) +

√
κexâ

in
ex(ω)

)
− i
√

Γm

(
gpχeff(ω + δp)b̂in0 (ω + δp)

+ grχeff(ω + δr)b̂
in
0 (ω + δr)

+ gbχeff(ω − δb)b̂in†0 (−(ω − δb))
)
.

(15)

Therefore, we can also obtain the microwave cavity thermal occupation using Eq. (15), where the first two terms are
multiplied by only the cavity susceptibility, which has the cavity linewidth κ, while the other terms are multiplied
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by both the cavity and the mechanical susceptibilities, where the latter has a very narrow linewidth (Γtot) compared
to κ. Since the terms with the mechanical susceptibility play a minor role in the cavity thermal photon number, the
power spectral density of the cavity can be simply calculated as

Sââ(ω) ' |χ0|2κ0n
th
c

=
κ

ω2 + κ/2
2

(
κ0n

th
c

κ

)
.

(16)

By taking the integral of the above equation, we obtain the steady-state cavity thermal occupation:

nc ≡
〈
â†â
〉

=
κ0n

th
c

κ
. (17)

The cavity thermal occupation can be interpreted as the averaged photon occupation of the intrinsic and external
baths, weighted with the respective rates, where the temperature of the external bath is assumed to be zero.

Using the input-output relation for the external bath: âout
ex (ω) = âin

ex(ω) − √κexâ(ω), we can calculate the sym-
metrized noise power spectral density of the output microwave field as

S̄(ω) =
1

2

∫ +∞

−∞

〈
âout†

ex (ω′)âout
ex (ω) + âout

ex (ω′)âout†
ex (ω)

〉
dω′.

For simplicity, we assume that the sideband signals are well separated in the frequency space and that the linewidths
of the sidebands are much smaller than the cavity linewidth, which is the case for our experiment. In this case, we
can neglect the cross terms between the different sideband signals, and describe the spectrum as S̄(ω) ' 1

2 + S̄c(ω) +

S̄p(ω) + S̄r(ω) + S̄b(ω), where

S̄c(ω) =4
κex

κ

nc

1 + 4ω2

κ2

, (18)

S̄p(ω) =
κex

κ

Γp
optΓtot

|(Γp
opt + Γr

opt − Γb
opt)/2 + (1− i2ω/κ)(Γm/2− i(ω + δp))|2

(
1

1 + 4ω2

κ2

){
Γp

optnc + Γr
optnc + Γb

opt (nc + 1) + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
nth

m

Γtot

−
((

1− 4ω(ω + δp)

κΓtot

)
(2nc + 1)−

(
1/2− 4ω(ω + δp)

κΓtot

))

+
Γp

opt + Γr
opt − Γb

opt + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
2Γtot

}
,

(19)

S̄r(ω) =
κex

κ

Γr
optΓtot

|(Γp
opt + Γr

opt − Γb
opt)/2 + (1− i2ω/κ)(Γm/2− i(ω + δr))|2

(
1

1 + 4ω2

κ2

){
Γp

optnc + Γr
optnc + Γb

opt (nc + 1) + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
nth

m

Γtot

−
((

1− 4ω(ω + δr)

κΓtot

)
(2nc + 1)−

(
1/2− 4ω(ω + δr)

κΓtot

))

+
Γp

opt + Γr
opt − Γb

opt + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
2Γtot

}
,

(20)
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S̄b(ω) =
κex

κ

Γb
optΓtot

|(Γp
opt + Γr

opt − Γb
opt)/2 + (1− i2ω/κ)(Γm/2− i(ω − δb))|2

(
1

1 + 4ω2

κ2

){
Γp

optnc + Γr
optnc + Γb

opt (nc + 1) + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
nth

m

Γtot

+

((
1− 4ω(ω − δb)

κΓtot

)
(2nc + 1)−

(
1/2− 4ω(ω − δb)

κΓtot

))

+
Γp

opt + Γr
opt − Γb

opt + Γm

(
1 + 4ω2

κ2

)
2Γtot

}
,

(21)

where S̄c is the noise power spectral density of the cavity thermal emission and S̄p,b,r is the noise power spectral
density of the sideband generated by the cooling pump, red probe, and blue probe, respectively.

Here, we can further simplify the above equation by assuming a flat cavity response around the sidebands, i.e.
ω/κ ' 0, i.e.,

S̄p(ω) 'κex

κ

Γp
optΓtot

Γ2
tot/4 + (ω + δp)2

(nm − 2nc) (22)

S̄r(ω) 'κex

κ

Γr
optΓtot

Γ2
tot/4 + (ω + δr)2

(nm − 2nc) (23)

S̄b(ω) 'κex

κ

Γb
optΓtot

Γ2
tot/4 + (ω − δb)2

(nm + 2nc + 1) . (24)

The full noise power spectral density contains the three Lorentzian peak of the sidebands with a linewidth of Γtot

with a slight frequency spacing on top of the Lorentzian peak of the cavity thermal emission with a linewidth of κ,
which are individually accessible due to the frequency spacing among the sidebands, as well as the large linewidth
difference between the sidebands and the cavity emission.

B. Optomechanical amplification

To characterize the thermal decoherence of our mechanical oscillator, we use a time-domain protocol where the
mechanical oscillator is first prepared in either a vacuum or squeezed state and then measured after a certain free-
evolution time. When we measure the mechanical oscillator, we apply a microwave pump blue-detuned by the mechan-
ical frequency to induce a two-mode squeezing process between the mechanical oscillator and the microwave cavity,
corresponding to a phase-insensitive amplification of the mechanical quadratures. By measuring the optomechanical
sideband signals induced by the pump field, we can obtain both the mechanical quadratures amplified in a nearly
quantum-limited manner. This intrinsic optomechanical amplification technique was introduced by Reed et.al. [1, 2].
Here, we theoretically describe the quantum measurement of the mechanical quadratures based on optomechanical
amplification.

The Langevin equations of the mechanical oscillator and the microwave cavity with the blue-detuned pump are
given by

dâ

dt
= +iΩmâ−

κ

2
â− igb(b̂+ b̂†) +

√
κexâ

in
ex (t) +

√
κ0â

in
0 (t) (25)

db̂

dt
= −iΩmb̂−

Γm

2
b̂− igb(â+ â†) +

√
Γmb̂

in
0 (t), (26)

where gb is the linearized optomechanical coupling rate. Note that the equation for the microwave cavity is described
in the rotating frame of the pump frequency. By going to the rotating frames with the respective frequencies, we have

dâ

dt
= −κ

2
â− igbb̂

† +
√
κexâ

in
ex (t) +

√
κ0â

in
0 (t) (27)

db̂

dt
= −Γm

2
b̂− igbâ

† +
√

Γmb̂
in
0 (t), (28)
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where the rotating wave approximations are applied for neglecting the fast-oscillating terms. In the parameter regime
of our experiment, it can be assumed that the cavity dynamics is much faster than that of the mechanical oscillator.
Using Eq. (27) under dâ

dt = 0, we can therefore obtain a quasi steady state of the microwave cavity as

â = −i2gb

κ
b̂† +

2
√
κex

κ
â in

ex (t) +
2
√
κ0

κ
â in

0 (t). (29)

By substituting Eq. (29) into Eq. (28), we have the Langevin equation of the mechanical oscillator in the optome-
chanical amplification process, i.e.,

db̂

dt
=

Γamp

2
b̂+

√
Γmb̂

in
0 (t)− i

√
Γb

optηκâ
in †
ex (t)− i

√
Γb

opt(1− ηκ)â in †
0 (t), (30)

where Γamp = Γb
opt − Γm is the effective amplification rate, Γb

opt = 4g2
b/κ is the optomechanical anti-damping rate,

and ηκ = κex/κ is the collection efficiency of the cavity. We can solve the derivative equation from the initial time
t = 0 when the blue-detuned pump field is applied, i.e.,

b̂(t) = e
Γampt

2

[
b̂(0) +

∫ t

0

dt′e−
Γampt

′

2

(√
Γmb̂

in
0 (t′)− i

√
Γb

optηκâ
in †
ex (t′)− i

√
Γb

opt(1− ηκ)â in †
0 (t′)

)]
, (31)

where b̂(t) is the mechanical annihilation operator at time t. By combining the solution with Eq. (29) and the
input-output relation of the external microwave field: âout

ex (t) = â in
ex (t)−√κexâ, we obtain the output microwave field

as

âout
ex (t) =(1− 2ηκ)â in

ex (t)− 2
√
ηκ(1− ηκ)â in

0 (t)

+ i
√
ηκΓb

opt e
Γampt

2

[
b̂†(0) +

∫ t

0

dt′e−
Γampt

′

2

(√
Γmb̂

in †
0 (t′) + i

√
Γb

optηκâ
in
ex (t′) + i

√
Γb

opt(1− ηκ)â in
0 (t′)

)]
.

(32)
In our experiment, we measure the output microwave field after the phase-insensitive amplifications. The measured

microwave field can be effectively described as

âout ′
ex (t) =

√
G
[
âout

ex (t) + ĉin †(t)
]
, (33)

where G is the total microwave gain and ĉin(t) is the annihilation operator of an ancillary mode describing the effective
added noise of the microwave measurement chain, which is normally dominated by the HEMT amplifier noise.

In order to maximize the signal-to-noise ratio in the measurement of the mechanical quadratures, we integrate the

measured output microwave signal over a normalized matched filter function defined as m(t) =
√

Γamp

eΓampτ−1
e

Γampt

2

(0 ≤ t ≤ τ), where τ is the final time of the integral. Note that the filter function can be complex-valued for a more
general case. Namely, the time-independent complex amplitude of the output microwave field is given by

Â =

∫ τ

0

dt m∗(t)âout ′
ex (t). (34)

In the large gain limit (eΓampτ � 1), where Γb
opt � Γm can be assumed, the microwave complex amplitude is described

as

Â =
√
Gopt

{
ib̂†(0)−√ηκâ′ex −

√
(1− ηκ) â′0

+i

√
Γm

Γamp
b̂′ †0 +

1√
ηκeΓampτ

ĉ† +
1√

ηκeΓampτ

[
(1− 2ηκ)âex − 2

√
ηκ(1− ηκ)â0

]}
,

(35)

where Gopt = Gηκe
Γampτ is the total scaling factor in the optomechanical amplification process. Here, we define

time-independent convoluted annihilation operators for â in
ex , â in

0 , b̂ in
0 , and ĉin respectively, to satisfy the bosonic

commutation relations in the large gain limit, i.e., Ô =
∫ τ

0
dtm∗(t)Ôin(t) and Ô′ = Γ

3
2
m

eΓampτ

∫ τ
0
dt
∫ t

0
dseΓamp(t− s2 )Ôin(s).

Moreover, in order to straightforwardly convert the microwave complex amplitude to that of the mechanical oscillator,
we redefine the microwave complex amplitude as iÂ† → Â, i.e.,

Â =
√
Gopt

(
b̂(0) + ĉ†opt

)
, (36)
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where an ancillary mode effectively describing all the contributions of the added noises is defined as

ĉopt = i
√
ηκâ
′
ex + i

√
(1− ηκ) â′0 +

√
Γm

Γamp
b̂′m −

i√
ηκeΓampτ

ĉ† − i√
ηκeΓampτ

[
(1− 2ηκ)âex − 2

√
ηκ(1− ηκ)â0

]
. (37)

Importantly note that the first and second terms dominate the total added noise. The third term is the added noise
due to the thermal decoherence of the mechanical oscillator during the amplification process, which is negligible in
the large amplification rate limit, i.e., Γamp � Γth = Γmn

th
m . The fourth term is the added noise from the microwave

measurement noise, dominated by the HEMT amplifier noise for our experiment, which is also negligible when the
optomechanical amplification gain is sufficiently large, i.e. eΓampτ � nH

add, where nH
add is the added noise of the

HEMT amplifier. The rest terms are the quantum noises for the microwave cavity, which are suppressed by the
optomechanical amplification gain, and can be safely neglected. Therefore, the annihilation operator of the ancilla
mode is approximated by

ĉopt ≈ i
√
ηκ â

′
ex + i

√
1− ηκ â′0, (38)

where the ancilla mode can be understood as the hybridized mode of the convoluted microwave external and internal
noise operators.

To characterize the thermalization of mechanical vacuum or squeezed states, we need to measure the variances of
the mechanical quadratures at t = 0, when the blue-detuned pump is turned on. As defined in Eq. (36), we are able
to directly measure both the quadratures of the output microwave field. Here, the measured microwave quadratures
are defined as

Î =
Â+ Â†√

2
,

Q̂ =
Â− Â†√

2i
,

(39)

while the mechanical quadratures to be measured are defined as

X̂1 =
b̂(0) + b̂†(0)√

2

X̂2 =
b̂(0)− b̂†(0)√

2i
.

(40)

Using Eq. (36), the expectation value of the variance of the microwave quadratures are described as

〈Î2〉 = Gopt

(
〈X̂2

1 〉+ nopt
add +

1

2

)
,

〈Q̂2〉 = Gopt

(
〈X̂2

2 〉+ nopt
add +

1

2

)
,

(41)

where it is assumed that the ancilla mode is not initially correlated with the mechanical oscillator, while it is in

the thermal state with the effective added noise, given by 〈ĉ†optĉopt〉 = nopt
add. Note that when the ancilla mode is

in the vacuum states, i.e., nopt
add = 0, the added noise becomes 1/2, which corresponds to the ideal simultaneous

measurements of both the mechanical quadratures in the quantum limit. Using Eqs. (41), we can obtain the variance
of the mechanical quadratures as

〈X̂2
1 〉 =

〈Î2〉
Gopt

− nopt
add −

1

2
,

〈X̂2
2 〉 =

〈Q̂2〉
Gopt

− nopt
add −

1

2
.

(42)

Furthermore, using Eq. (42), we can obtain the phonon occupation as the average of the variances of both the
mechanical quadratures, subtracted by the half quanta, i.e.,

nm = 〈b̂†(0)b̂(0)〉 =
〈X̂2

1 〉+ 〈X̂2
2 〉

2
− 1

2

=
1

Gopt

〈Î2〉+ 〈Q̂2〉
2

− nopt
add − 1.

(43)
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FIG. S1. Physical parameters of the vacuum-gap capacitor. The radius of the bottom layer is Rb, the radius of the
drumhead is R, the thickness of the drumhead is t, and the distance between the top and bottom layer is d. The FEM simulation
of the drumhead is shown on the top right.

3. Design and simulation

Here we discuss the mechanical properties of the drumhead resonator used in this work and calculate the optome-
chanical coupling rate based on geometrical and material parameters of the system.

A. Mechanical properties of the drumhead resonator

For sufficiently small deformation of the drumhead, we can approximate the displacement of each element in time
as a harmonic oscillation along the vertical axis. The oscillation amplitude of the drum at (r, φ) in polar coordinate is
described by z(t)u(r, ϕ), where z(t) with the dimension of length obeys the harmonic oscillation equation: z̈ = −Ω2

mz,
while u(r, ϕ) is the unit-less mode shape of the drum, normalized such that the amplitude at the origin is 1. For a
circular drum with radius of R, we have

u(r, ϕ) =Jn(
αn,m
R

r) cos(nϕ),

Ω(n,m)
m =

αn,m
R

√
σm

ρ
,

(44)

where αn,m is the mth root of the nth order Bessel function of the first kind, Jn, and σm and ρ are the mechanical
stress and density of the material, respectively, in our case aluminum with ρAl = 2700 kg/m3. For the fundamental
mode (n = 0, m = 1), which we use in this work, α0,1 ' 2.4. The small holes in the actual device slightly deviate
the mode shape from that of a uniform drum. The radius of the drumhead used in the main work is R = 75µm.
We extracted σAl ' 350 MPa tensile stress at cryogenic temperatures by measuring mechanical frequency of several
drums with different radii.

The effective mass of such a mechanical oscillator can be defined as the total kinetic energy over the velocity
squared:

Ukinetic =

∫
1

2
ρ|ż(t)u(r, ϕ)|2trdrdϕ

≡1

2
meff ż(t)

2,

(45)

where t is the thickness of the drumhead resonator. For the fundamental mode of a circular drum this reduces to

meff =2πρt

∫ R

0

r|u(r)|2dr

=mphysξmass,

(46)

where mphys is the physical mass of the drum and ξmass is the ratio between the effective and physical mass:

mphys =ρ× πR2t,

ξmass =
2

R2

∫ R

0

r|u(r)|2dr.
(47)
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For the fundamental mode, we have ξmass ' 0.27. Having the effective mass and the frequency of the mechanical
oscillator, we can find its zero-point fluctuation:

xZPF =

√
~

2meffΩm
. (48)

For the drumhead used in this work, the effective mass of the fundamental mode can be calculated as meff = 2.3 ng
and the zero-point-fluctuation of motion as xZPF = 1.4 fm.

The loss mechanisms in a macroscopic mechanical oscillator can be separated as intrinsic (bending loss, surface
loss, etc.) and extrinsic (gas damping, acoustic radiation, clamp loss, etc.) [3]. The traditional design of drumhead
capacitors was resulting in a non-flat geometry of the drumhead, specifically sharp edges at the clamping point.
Such sharp structure induces the bounding mechanical dissipation at the clamping points, i.e. phonon tunneling to
the substrate [4, 5]. The conventional circuit optomechanical devices mainly suffer from such radiative loss, which
can be confirmed by the fact that there is a saturation in the temperature dependence of the mechanical damping
rate since the clamp loss normally does not have temperature dependence, while the intrinsic mechanical dissipation
is expected to decrease for a lower temperature [6]. The flat geometry in our design may result in smaller clamp
losses, as observed in the temperature sweep experiment (see Fig. S10) where mechanical damping rate shows strong
dependency to temperature (while mechanical frequency barely shift exhibiting constant stress and Young’s modulus
in that temperature range).

The intrinsic mechanical quality factor in a nanomechanical string or membrane can be described as

Qm = Q0 ×DQ, (49)

where Q0 is the material’s bulk quality factor and DQ is the dissipation dilution factor [3, 7]. DQ = 〈Wtotal〉
〈Wlossy〉 is

defined as the ratio of the dynamic elastic energy averaged over the vibrational period (〈Wtotal〉) over its lossy part
(〈Wlossy〉). It can be theoretically shown [3, 7] that DQ = (Aλ + Bλ2)−1, where A and B are unit-less geometrical

factors and λ = t
2R

√
Y

12σm
with Y presenting Young’s modulus (for aluminum at low temperatures Y ' 75 GPa [8]).

Considering system parameters the range of λ parameter for our drumhead resonators is O(10−2) which validates the

approximation of DQ ∝ λ−1. We simulated the drumhead resonator using COMSOL® with finite element method
(FEM) and numerically calculate DQ values. The result shows a good agreement with the theory of loss dilution
as shown in Fig. S2. The loss dilution factor for the device discussed in the main text is estimated as DQ ' 100.
Considering measured quality factor of Qm = 40 × 106, we extract aluminum’s bulk quality factor at 10 mk as
Q0 ' 4× 105 for the device we studied in the main text. It is worth noting that we observed the mechanical quality
factor of our drumhead resonators are very sensitive to temperature shocks and thermal cycles, i.e., a fast increase
of the fridge’s temperature even in a few kelvin range may degrade the mechanical quality factor, even though their
mechanical frequencies are not affected. This may be due to the microscopic crack formation on the clamping points
in an abrupt stress shock, as a possible explanation. Because of this issue, we omit the pulse-precooling step in the
cooldown process of the dry dilution fridge, which may help maintaining high quality factors for mechanical devices
under test. We note that a controlled slow temperature sweep, similar to what is shown in Fig. S10, are reproducible
and do not reduce the mechanical quality factors.

B. Single photon optomechanical coupling rate (g0)

In this section, we calculate the theoretical value for g0 based on the physical parameters of the vacuum-gap
capacitor (Fig. S1). Knowing the displacement function of the top plate (Sec. 3 A), we can find the total capacitance
as

Ctot =

∫
ε0rdrdϕ

d+ z · u(r, ϕ)
+ Cpar

=

∫ Rb

0

ε02πrdr

d+ z · u(r)
+ Cpar

'
∫ Rb

0

ε02πrdr

d

(
1− z

d
u(r)

)
+ Cpar

= C0 −
2πε0

d2
z

∫ Rb

0

ru(r)dr + Cpar,

(50)
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FIG. S2. FEM simulation of the drumhead resonator. a, b, Simulated and theoretically calculated mechanical frequency
and loss dilution factor versus drum’s radius considering t = 180 nm and σAl ' 350 MPa.

where Rb is the radius of the bottom plate, C0 = ε0πR
2
b/d is the unmodulated capacitance of the vacuum-gap, and

Cpar is the total parasitic capacitance of the other elements of circuit (wires and spiral inductor). Here, we have
considered the mode without angular dependency and assumed z � d. The frequency of the microwave cavity is then
given by

ωc(z) =
1√
LCtot

=
1√

L (C0 + Cpar)
(

1− 2πε0
d2(C0+Cpar)

z
∫ Rb

0
ru(r)dr

)
' 1√

L(C0 + Cpar)

(
1 +

1

2

2πε0/d
2

C0 + Cpar
z

∫ Rb

0

ru(r)dr

)
= ωc +

ωc

2d
ξcapξparz,

(51)

where

ξcap =
2

R2
b

∫ Rb

0

ru(r)dr,

ξpar =
C0

C0 + Cpar
,

ωc =
1√

L (C0 + Cpar)
.

(52)

We can interpret ξcap as the geometrical mode shape contribution factor and ξpar as the participation ratio of the
modulated capacitor to the total capacitance of the microwave cavity. For the fundamental mode u(r) = J0(

α0,1

R r),
ξcap is dependent to the Rb/R. In our design, Rb = 23 µm and R = 75 µm, which results in ξcap ' 0.93. The
participation ration of the vacuum-gap capacitance to the total capacitance can be extracted in FEM simulations.

Simulating our circuit design in SONNET® results in ξpar ' 0.8.
The single photon optomechanical coupling rate is then given by

g0 =
ωc

2d
ξcapξparxZPF, (53)

where xZPF =
√

~
2meffΩm

is the zero point fluctuation, and meff and Ωm were already derived in Sec. 3 A.

The final expression for g0 based on the system parameters for the fundamental mode then is given by

g0 = 0.37
√
~
ωc

2d

(
R2t2ρσm

)−1/4
. (54)
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As it can be seen from the above formula, for a constant microwave cavity frequency g0 scales with d−1, R−0.5, t−0.5,
ρ−0.25, and σ−0.25

m . The theoretically expected g0 for the device discussed in the main test is calculated g0/2π ' 14 Hz,
which is in a good agreement with the experimentally measured value (Sec. 6 A).

To sum up, we provide a scaling rules table (table III) showing relations between optomechanical properties and
physical system parameters.

TABLE III. Scaling rules in drum-head capacitor based circuit optomechanics.

R σm t d

Ωm
1
R

√
σm - -

Γm
1
R2 - t -

Qm, 1/Γth R
√
σm t−1 -

g0
1√
R

σ
− 1

4
m

1√
t

1
d

C0 ≡ 4g2
0/κΓm R σ

− 1
2

m
1
t2

1
d2

4. Fabrication

In this section, we briefly present the challenge in the conventional fabrication technique used in circuit optomechan-
ics which was limiting the coherence of drumhead mechanical resonators, and then provide the detailed fabrication
process we introduced to overcome such challenges.

A. Challenges and limitations of the conventional nanofabrication process

Since 2010, when the conventional nanofabrication process of making superconducting vacuum-gap capacitors was
introduced by Cicak, et al. [9], the design and process did not have substantial change, while it was used to implement
outstanding quantum experiments in optomechanics. The main steps of the conventional process (Fig. S3a) consist of
deposition and definition the bottom plate of the capacitor, deposition of a sacrificial layer covering the bottom layer,
deposition and definition of the top capacitor plate, and finally releasing the device by removing (isotropic etching)
the sacrificial layer. Following the same principle, several research groups realized circuit optomechanical systems
using various set of sacrificial materials on different substrates such as Si3N4 on sapphire at NIST [10], polymer on
Si at Caltech [11], SiO2 on quartz at Aalto [12], and aSi on sapphire at EPFL [13]. Due to the non-flat geometry
of the suspended plate, induced by the topography of the bottom plate, the final gap size of the capacitor is not
well-controllable at cryogenic temperatures, and more importantly, the mechanical dissipation in such resonators is
limited by the phonon tunneling loss through the substrate [6].

Substrate

Sacrificial

Al 10 µm

a b
II

IV V

I III

FIG. S3. Non-flat geometry of the mechanical resonator in the conventional fabrication process. a, The conven-
tional nanofabrication process used to make mechanically compliant vacuum-gap capacitors: a sacrificial layer used to support
the top layer. Due to the non-flat topography of the sacrificial layer, the suspended plate has several edges close to the clamping
point shown by red arrows. b, SEM image of a drumhead fabricated with the conventional process at EPFL [13] showing the
non-flat geometery of the mechanically compliant plate.

B. The improved nanofabrication process for ultra-coherent and low-heating circuit optomechanics

Here we present a novel nanofabrication process (Fig. S4) to overcome the above-mentioned challenges, realizing a
significant improvement in mechanical quality factors, as well as the gap control and the yield in the release process.
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FIG. S4. Nanofabrication process for ultra-coherent circuit optomechanics. a, b, Etching a trench in a silicon wafer
(300 nm). c, Aluminum deposition of the bottom plate (100 nm). d, Patterning of Al. e, SiO2 sacrificial layer deposition (2.5
µm). f, CMP planarization. g, Landing on the substrate using IBE etching. h, Opening the oxide, removing native AlOx,
top Al layer deposition and patterning (180 nm). i, Releasing the structure using HF vapor. Due to compressive stresses, the
top plate will buckle up. j, At cryogenic temperatures, the drumhead shrinks and flattens. The optical micrographs shows
examples of selected steps of the process flow for a slightly different design as shown in the main text.

We define a trench in a silicon substrate, followed by deposition and patterning of the bottom plate of the capacitor.
The trench is then covered by a thick SiO2 sacrificial layer, which inherits the same topography of the layer underneath.
To remove this topography and obtain a flat surface, we use chemical mechanical polishing (CMP) to planarize the
SiO2 surface. We then etch back the sacrificial layer down to the substrate layer and deposit the top Al plate of the
capacitor. Although after the release of the structure the drumhead will buckle up due to the compressive stress, at
cryogenic temperature the high tensile stress ensures the flatness of the top plate. This will guarantee the gap size to
be precisely defined by the depth of the trench and the thickness of the bottom plate. Furthermore, the flat geometry
of the top plate significantly reduces the mechanical dissipation of the drumhead resonator.

Here, we describe the fabrication process in more detail. We use a high-resistive and low-bow silicon wafer (supplied
from Topsil, Fig. S4a) and define a 300 nm trench using deep reactive ion etching with C4F8 gas (Alcatel AMS200,
Fig. S4b). We then deposit 100 nm aluminum using electron beam evaporation (Alliance-Concept EVA 760, Fig. S4c)
and pattern it to define the bottom part of the circuit using wet etching (H3PO4 85%+CH3COOH 100%+HNO3 70%
83:5.5:5.5, Fig. S4d). The next step is the deposition of the sacrificial layer, where we use 2.5 µm silicon oxide using
low thermal oxide deposition (LTO, Fig. S4e). The surface topography, due to the presence of trench and the bottom
plate, is planarized using chemical mechanical polishing (CMP)(ALPSITEC MECAPOL E 460, Fig. S4f). This
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FIG. S5. Chemical mechanical polishing (CMP) for removing the surface topography. CMP enables us to reduce
the surface topography from ∼ 500 nm to below 10 nm. The figure shows the effect of sequential CMP steps on the topography
measured by mechanical profilometry. The final global curve is the wafer bow.

reduces the surface topography to less than 10 nm (an example of the polishing process is shown in Fig. S5). We
made dummy trenches on all the empty space of the wafer to increase the uniformity in the CMP process. To remove
the remaining sacrificial layer and land on silicon surface, we etch back the oxide using ion beam etching (IBE,Veeco
Nexus IBE350, Fig. S4g). Prior to the deposition of top layer, we have to make an opening in the oxide to make a
galvanic connection between top and bottom layers of the circuit in the spiral inductor and capacitor. To this end, the
coated photoresist (Fig. S4h1) is reflowed (30 sec at 200 degree Celsius) to make slanted sidewalls to smoothly connect
two layers (Fig. S4h2). Afterwards, we use deep reactive ion etching (DRIE) with CHF3 as etchant at equivalent
rates for both the photoresist and SiO2 to transfer the photoresist pattern to the oxide (SPTS APS). One important
step is to remove the native aluminum oxide prior to making the galvanic connection, where we observed such a
thin resistive layer can significantly increase the cavity heating (see Sec. 6 C for more details). To this end, we use
an ultra-high vacuum electron beam evaporator (PLASSYS), which enables us to do argon milling (Fig. S4h3) to
etch ∼ 6 nm aluminum oxide and then deposit 180 nm aluminum without breaking the vacuum (Fig. S4h4). The
next step is patterning top aluminum layer using the aforementioned wet etching. After dicing the wafer into chips,
we finally release the structure using Hydrofluoric (HF) acid vapor (SPTS uEtch, Fig. S4i), which is an isotropic
etch process dedicated for MEMS structuring and does not attack Al. The holes on the drumhead are designed to
facilitate the release process. After the release step, the chip will be glued to the copper sample box using silver paste
and wire bonded to PCB ports of the sample box. All patterning steps are performed by direct mask-less optical
lithography (Heidelberg MLA 150) using 1µm photo resist (AZ ECI 3007). All coatings and developing of photoresist
are processed using automatic coater/developer Süss ACS200 GEN3.

We note that we did not systematically investigate the minimum gap size that can be achieved using this process,
but observed a lower successful release rate (in the HF vapor etching step) for gap sizes below 100 nm most probably
due to the van der Waals force between two plates or water formation during the release step. Increasing the thickness
of the top layer, reducing the radius, and decreasing the HF release etch rate (lowering the pressure and increasing
etching time) may help to increase the release success rate. In addition, the compressive room temperature stress of
the top layer of the aluminum thin film helps the buckling of the drumhead and facilitates the release. This thermally
induced deposition stress can be controlled by evaporation rate and temperature. Optimizing the release process using
the methods mentioned above combined with enhancing the CMP planarization may allow us to achieve much lower
effective gap sizes down to the ultimate limit of the roughness of the top and bottom aluminum films (in the order of
a few nano-meters). It worth to mention that the fabrication induced disorder in identically designed LC circuits is
measured below 1% for mechanical frequencies and 0.5% for microwave frequencies [14].
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5. Experimental setup

Here we describe the experimental setup including room temperature and cryogenic wiring, as well as hardwares
dedicated to circuit optomechanical experiments, such as microwave filter cavities and tone cancellation setup.

A. Wiring

The experimental setup, including room temperature (RT) and cryogenic, can be seen in Fig. S6. For the sideband
cooling experiment, four sources are required: one for pumping JTWPA near its stop band (Rohde & Schwartz,
SGS100A) to activate a 4-wave mixing amplification process, one strong pump for optomechanical sideband cooling
(Rohde & Schwartz, SMA100B), which is red detuned from the cavity, and two weak probes (Keysight, N518313)
to generate Stokes and anti-Stokes sidebands for sideband asymmetry calibration. All signals from sources first go
through a microewave filter cavity to remove the phase noise around the cavity frequency (see Sec. 5 C). The reflected
signal from the filter cavity will be divided in two paths: one goes to the device in the fridge and the other one
goes to a tone cancellation line, which consists of a variable digital phase shifter (Vaunix, LPS-802) and attenuator
(Vaunix, LDA-602EH). The signal from the tone cancellation line will be combined with the TWPA input line to
realize a destructive interference and suppress strong optomechanical drives that saturate the JTWPA (see Sec. 5 B).
A coherent signal from the Vector Network Analyzer (VNA: Rohde & Schwartz, ZND) is also combined with the input
line to measure the microwave frequency response of the device. Using mechanical microwave switches (Mini-Circuits,
MSP2T-18XL+), we can redirect the main signal path to directly observe the frequency response of the filter cavities
and accurately tune them.

In time domain experiments, where we observe the thermalization of the vacuum and squeezed states, we use an ad-
ditional microwave source, as a blue-detuned pump for optomechanical amplification (Rohde & Schwartz, SMA100B).
The cooling pump and blue probe are also used for generating thermal states or squeezed states. All microwave
pulses are generated using ultra-fast solid state switches (Planar Monolithics Industries, P1T-4G8G-75-R-SFF) with
∼ 50 ns rising/falling time, and are controlled with an arbitrary wave generator (AWG: Tektronix, AFG325230). The
output signal from the fridge divides in two parts using a hybrid coupler: one part goes to the second port of the
VNA to measure scattering parameters, and the other part goes to the Electronic Spectrum Analyzer (ESA: Rohde
& Schwartz, FSW). Depending on purposes, we use different modes of ESA: for measuring PSD, e.g. in the sideband
asymmetry experiment, we use frequency domain mode, for measuring signals in the time domain e.g. optomechanical
amplification experiment, we use I-Q analyzer mode, and for measuring the ringdown of the mechanical oscillator, we
use the zero span PSD measurement mode. In the time domain experiments, the ESA is triggered by the AWG.

The device is mounted in the mixing chamber of the dilution refrigerator (BLUEFORS, LD250). In the refrigerator,
for both the input line to the device and the tone cancellation line, we use cryogenic attenuators, Eccosorb filters, and
18-GHz low pass filters. The reflected signal from the device which is combined with the tone cancellation signal is
amplified using a JTWPA (provided by MIT Lincoln Lab), which is a nearly quantum limited amplifier [15]. Before
the JTWPA, we use a cryogenic circulator (Low Noise Factory, LNF-CIC4-12A) to remove reflections from JTWPA
back to the device. We also use circulators after the JTWPA to remove hot noise penetrating down from the higher
temperature stages to the JTWPA. The signal is then amplified using a High-Electron-Mobility Transistor (HEMT:
Low Noise Factory, LNF-LNC4-8C) at 4 Kelvin, followed by a Room Temperature Amplifier (RTA: Mini-Circuits,
ZVA-183-S+).

B. Tone cancellation with digital phases shifter/attenuator

To avoid the saturation of the JTWPA by strong optomechanical pumps, we have to cancel the signal before the
JTWPA by destructively interfering it with a tone cancellation signal. This is realized by splitting the signal at room
temperature into two paths and adding a phase and attenuation to the signal in the tone cancellation path, and
combining it with the signal right before the JTWPA. We use digital attenuators and phase-shifters for this purpose,
as shown in Fig. S6. In this section, we calculate the guaranteed level of the tone cancellation which can be achieved
using the digital phase shifters and digital attenuators.

For simplicity, we define the signal after the splitter as sin and the signal from the device under test as s (as shown
in Fig. S7a). Note that we here consider the case with a balanced splitter, which can be straightforwardly extended
to be general. In the ideal case, the attenuator in the cancellation path should add the same total attenuation as
the signal in the main path is experiencing, while the phase shifter is adding a π phase shift for the destructive
interference. However, our digital attenuator and phase-shifter can only change the attenuation and phase by finite
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lines show the tone cancellation and JTWPA pump path. The gray lines show auxiliary paths used for filter cavity tuning.
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FIG. S7. Tone cancellation in the complex plane. a, Splitting a signal into two paths and adding an attenuation and
inverse phase using the digital attenuator and phase shifter, results in a destructive interference upon recombining them. This
is used to cancel out strong optomechanical pumps to avoid saturation of the JTWPA. b, Due to the finite step size of the
phase shifter (∆ϕ) and attenuator (∆η), the combined signal (red vectors plus pink vector) cannot completely vanish. The
maximum possible power of the remaining signal (blue vector) determines the guaranteed limit of the tone cancellation.

steps of 0.25 dB and π
180 , respectively. This limits the maximum guaranteed cancellation that can be achieved in the

system. In this case, the residual combined signal can be written as

sres = s+
√
η + ∆ηei(ϕ+∆ϕ)sin, (55)

where η and ϕ are the optimal attenuation and phase shift to destructively interfere with the signal, resulting in√
ηeiϕsin = −s, while ∆η and ∆ϕ are unwanted errors in the tone cancellation elements. An illustration in complex

plane is provided in Fig. S7b. Using Taylor expansion, we then approximate the combined signal as

sres ' −
(
i∆ϕ+

∆η

2η

)
s. (56)

Using the relative error in the attenuation, the error in dB is described as

∆(Att.)dB = ∆(−10log10η)

= −10∆(log10η)

=
−10

ln 10

∆η

η
.

(57)

Hence, the guaranteed tone cancellation in dB can be calculated as

10log10(sres/s) = 10log10

(
∆ϕ2 +

(
ln 10

20
∆(Att.)dB

)2
)
. (58)

This guaranteed cancellation is independent of absolute values of η and ϕ. Therefore even in the case of unbalanced
signal splitter, different paths, or unbalanced coupler, where different values of attenuation or phase shift is needed
to compensate the effective path different between two signals, the residual power will not be changed and only
is dependent to the errors of phase shifter and attenuator. Considering the reported values for the Vaunix phase
shifter ∆ϕ = π

2×180 and attenuator ∆(Att.)dB = 0.25/2 dB (division by 2 in both cases originates from their digital

nature), we can achieve at least -35 dB cancellation for every tone cancellation branch. Using several tone cancellation
branches multiplies the cancellation level. We use two branches for the optomechanical cooling pump cancellation
corresponding to at least -70 dB cancellation. It is worth to mention that the effective bandwidth of the tone
cancellation is inversely proportional to the effective microwave path length (Lpath) : BWTC ∝ πv

Lpath
, where v is the

phase velocity of the signal in the microwave cables. Considering a few meters length of wiring in our setup, this
bandwidth is BWTC = O(100 kHz) in our setup. For this reason we use another tone cancellation branch for the blue
detuned pumps which are detuned by 2Ωm/2π = 3.6 MHz from the red tone.

C. Microwave filter cavities

The classical phase noise in a microwave pump for sideband cooling can in principle drive the mechanical resonator
and impose a limitation for cooling. The lowest attainable mechanical occupation in the presence of the phase



27

a b

FIG. S8. Motorized filter cavity. a The schematic design (cross section). b, The actual device. The frequency of the
cavity can be tuned by changing its length using a linear micro-positioner which can be controlled remotely. (Image courtesy:
Joshi, et.al. 2021 [18])

noise [16, 17] is given by

n(min)
m =

√
Ω2

mn
th
m Γm

g2
0

S̄ϕϕ(Ωm), (59)

where S̄ϕϕ(Ωm) is the phase noise spectral density at the mechanical frequency in the rotating frame of the pump

frequency. To achieve n
(min)
m < 1, the theoretical limitation requires

S̄ϕϕ(Ωm) <
g2

0n
(min)
m

2

Ω2
mn

th
m Γm

. (60)

Considering our system parameters, the theoretical limit to realize n
(min)
m < 0.1 quanta is -137 dBc/Hz at 1.8 MHz

detuning from the microwave pump. The measured phase noise for our microwave sources (Rohde & Schwartz,
SMA100B) is below -140 dBc/Hz, so it almost fulfills this requirement. However, higher-fidelity ground-state cooling
requires a further lower phase noise. This is why we use a microwave filter cavity [18] which is automated, tunable, and
narrow-band (Fig. S8). It reduces the phase noise within ∼ 50 kHz linewidth below -155 dBc/Hz on the microwave
cavity frequency, which makes sure that classical phase noise cannot drive mechanical system.

The frequency stability of the filter cavity is essential, especially for the thermal decoherence measurements, where
the experiment and calibration process continues for hours. Due to the large size (∼ 15 cm) and high thermal
expansion rate of the copper of the filter cavity, we observe a slow frequency drift of the filter cavity frequency. In
fact, we estimate 0.5 centigrade temperature difference can shift the resonance frequency by more than 50 kHz (as
shown in Fig. S9a). Therefore, we monitor the resonance frequencies of the filter cavities during the experiment
by re-routing the VNA signal through them using mechanical switches, and adaptively tune their frequency using a
sub-micron accuracy linear positioner. The frequency stability of the cavities with and without the adaptive tuning
is shown in Fig. S9, where the stabilization process is clearly keeping the cavity resonance on the target frequency.
The design and control codes for such cavities are available online and can be found in the supplementary materials
of Joshi, et.al. (2021) [18].

6. Characterization

In this section we discuss characterization techniques used to measure and extract parameters of our circuit op-
tomechanical system.

A. Measurement of single photon optomechanical coupling rate

The single photon optomechanical coupling rate, g0, is an important figure of merit for an optomechanical systems,
which describes the cavity resonance shift induced by the zero-point fluctuation of motion. The method we used here
for measuring g0 is based on the PSD measurement of the motional sidebands when pumping the system on-resonance
(ωc) with a relatively weak pump [19]. In this case, two sidebands will appear (ω = ωc ± Ωm, Fig. S11a), where the
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FIG. S9. Frequency stability of the motorized filter cavity. Filter cavity response a, without and b, with adaptive
frequency stabilization. The dashed blue line indicates the target filter frequency. Due to slight environmental temperature
change, the cavity without stabilization can be completely detuned from the target frequency. The issue is solved using an
adaptive stabilization technique.

power in the upper motional sideband is given by

PSB = 4g2
0n

th
m

(κex/κ)
2

Ωm
2 + (κ/2)

2

ωc

ωc + Ωm
PMW. (61)

Here, PSB is the scattered sideband power emitted from the device at ω = ωc +Ωm, PMW is the microwave input pump
power to the device at ω = ωc, and nth

m is the mechanical thermal bath occupation at temperature T . On resonance
pumping does not induce dynamical backaction (i.e. damping or anti-damping) on the mechanics; however, the back
action noise can still heat up the mechanical oscillator [20]. Here we use microwave powers that results in negligible

back-action noise of the microwave pump on the mechanical oscillator, i.e. nba ≡ 4g2
0

κΓm

(4κex/κ
2)PMW

1+(2Ωm/κ)2 � nth
m , where nba

is the equivalent back-action noise in units of quanta [20].
While it is challenging to directly measure PMW and PSB, we can measure the sideband at the detector (spectrum

analyzer) and the pump power at the microwave source. The pump signal is attenuated with an unknown factor ηatt

from the source to the device, and the measured sideband is amplified with an unknown factor G from the device to
the detector. Since we need to use the tone cancellation of the pump to avoid the saturation of the JTWPA and also
the dynamic range of the ESA is limited, we send an additional weak calibration tone placed at the upper motional
sideband frequency with a small detuning (ω = ωc + Ωm + δ) that passes through the same input/output lines as the
sideband signal, so we can accurately obtain the relative power of the calibration tone to the on-resonance pump. In
this case we have

Pmeas
SB =GPSB = G

PSB

PMW
ηattP

src
MW

Pmeas
cal =Gηatt

Ωm
2 + ((κex − κ0)/2)

2

Ωm
2 + ((κex + κ0)/2)

2P
src
cal ,

(62)

where Pmeas
SB is the measured sideband at the detector, P src

MW is the pump power at the microwave source, Pmeas
cal is

the measure calibration pump power at the detector, and P src
cal is the calibration tone power at the microwave source.

In the above expression, the fraction in the calibration tone comes from its interaction with the microwave cavity.
We can now eliminate the unknown parameter Gηatt and arrive at:

Pmeas
SB

P src
MW

P src
cal

Pmeas
cal

= 4g2
0nm

(κex/κ)
2

Ωm
2 + ((κex − κ0)/2)

2

ωc

ωc + Ωm
. (63)

At high temperatures, the mechanical occupation is approximately given by nm ≈ nth
m = kBT/~Ωm, where kB is the

Boltzmann constant, so the measured sideband power is linearly proportional to the temperature.
To characterize g0, we first sweep the mixing chamber temperature. After the stabilization of the fridge’s temper-

ature (Fig. S10a), the mechanical and microwave parameters, such as κ and ωc are measured by taking a VNA trace
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FIG. S10. Temperature dependence of system parameters. a, Temperature of the mixing chamber versus time.
Measurements are performed when the temperature is stable (red data points). b, Shift of the microwave cavity frequency and
c, linewidth versus temperature. d, Shift of the mechanical frequency e, linewidth versus temperature.

(Fig. S10b and c), while Γm is measured by a ring down experiment and Ωm is determined as the frequency difference
between the optomechanical sideband and the applied microwave pump (Fig. S10d and e). Both the mechanical and
microwave frequencies slightly vary with temperature (a few parts per million compared to the respective frequencies).
Nevertheless, we observe a strong temperature dependence in Γm, which indicates that the mechanical dissipation in
our drumhead resonator is not dominated by the clamping loss, i.e. phonon tunneling through substrate (see more
discussion in Sec. 3 A).

By measuring the sideband power induced by the resonant cavity pump as a function of temperature and fitting a
linear function to the results as shown in Fig. S11b, the single photon optomechanical coupling rate is found to be
g0/2π = 13.4± 0.5 Hz. The experimentally measured value is in good agreement with the theoretically expected one
(see Sec. 3 B). Note that the JTWPA performance is monitored at each temperature to verify its stable gain during
the temperature sweep.

It is worth mentioning that in principle higher g0 values can be achieved by lowering the gap size without sacrificing
other optomechanical parameters. We did not systematically investigate the fabrication of samples with lower gaps in
this work. More information about the limitations and feasibility of reducing the gap size is provided in the fabrication
section (Sec. 4).

B. Ringdown measurement

In order to measure the bare mechanical damping rate, Γm, we use a time-domain experiment where we first
excite the mechanical oscillator by applying a strong blue pump, having the system in an optomechanical parametric
instability, and then observe the energy decay by measuring the optomechanical sideband scattered from a weak
red-detuned probe in time, as shown in Figs. S12a and b. The effective mechanical damping rate in the presence of
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FIG. S11. g0 measurement. a, Frequency scheme for g0 measurement experiment. An on-resonance pump (green line) is
used to generate two motional sidebands (in purple). A calibration tone (brown) is placed close to the motional sideband to
rule out the unknown parameters for the input loss/output gain. b, Mechanical occupations (calculated after extracting g0

from the measured PSD of the motional sidebands and fitting) versus nominal temperature of the fridge.

a red-detuned pump with cooperativity of C is Γtot = Γm(1 + C). Sweeping the power of the red probe enables us to
directly measure Γm (Figs. S12c and d). In addition, we can accurately calibrate the cooperativity for every pump
power, by measuring the effective damping rate in other experiments. The optomechanical amplification rates are
also measured in a similar way, by recording the energy increase rate of the sideband generated by a blue pump.

Furthermore, we use ringdown in the optomechanical cooling experiment to verify that the dynamical back-actions
of the balanced probes are negligible compare to the cooling pump. This is confirmed by comparing the linewidth
of the measured PSD of optomechanical sidebands when probes are on and off with the values from the ringdown
experiment. As shown in Fig. S12e, the agreement between these three values of the total damping rate ensures that
two probes are well balanced. Moreover, we can also confirm that the optomechanical coupling still behaves linearly
for higher cooling cooperativities.
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FIG. S12. Ringdown measurements. a, b Pulse and frequency scheme of the ring down measurement. An strong blue
detuned pulse is exciting the mechanical oscillator through optomechanical parametric instability. A red detuned readout pulse
generates optomechanical sideband on resonance. c, Example of ringdown traces measured for different readout powers. The
initial nonlinear behavior in the ringdown trace may be due to the energy exchange between different mechanical modes of the
drumhead at high amplitude vibrations. For the exponential fitting we only use the low power linear part of the ring down.
d, Effective mechanical damping rates extracted from the linear part of the ringdowns versus the readout nominal power at
the source. The fit shows bare mechanical damping rate of Γm/2π = 44 mHz. e, Effective mechanical damping rates versus
nominal source powers in the optomechanical cooling experiment (measured in different room temperature setup). Mechanical
linewidth is measured directly by ringdown (green) and by fitting to the measured PSD f the cooling pump’s sideband when
sideband asymmetry probes are on (magenta) and off (red). The fact that extracted linewidths are same in three experiments
verifies that the effective dynamical back action of balanced probes is negligible compared to the cooling pump.
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C. Microwave cavity heating

Increasing the intracavity photon number np induced by a pump field enhances the optomechanical coupling rate
between a mechanical oscillator and an optical/microwave cavity, as expressed by g =

√
npg0. To realize mechanical

ground-state cooling in contemporary optomechanical platforms, a large np is required – in the order of 104 to 107

photons, depending on the system parameters. Such a large cavity photon number can lead to thermally heating
the optical/microwave cavity, resulting in an increase in the effective temperature of the optical/microwave intrinsic
bath. In the context of sideband cooling of a mechanical oscillator, the cavity heating effect limits the lowest phonon
occupation for most cases [21]. In this section, we address how to significantly reduce the cavity heating effect in
circuit optomechanical platform.

A microwave cavity can be coupled to several thermal bathes through different loss mechanisms such as radiation
losses, dielectric losses, substrate losses, galvanic connection, etc. In a phenomenological description, we define a loss
rate of κi0 for intrinsic bath i with a thermal bath occupation of nth,i

c . This results in the effective intrinsic loss rate
of κ0 =

∑
κi0 and the effective thermal bath occupation of nth

c = (
∑
κi0n

th,i
c )/κ0. In principle, the thermal bath

occupation can be a function of the intracavity photon number, i.e., nth,i
c (np), since the absorbed energy from the

cavity can be inelastically scattered to the bath and increase its effective temperature. However, the dependency
of the bath occupation on np can be different due to the different heat capacity and microscopic loss mechanism of
each intrinsic bath. For example, the radiative loss thermal bath is expected to be significantly less sensitive to np

compared to the dielectric and substrate losses.
In our platform, the main suspect for the cavity heating was the galvanic connection between the top and bottom

aluminum plates of a LC circuit. The native aluminum oxide, which grows on the bottom layer by a few nanometers,
remains when the top layer is deposited without any treatment, leading to a thin resistive layer for the LC circuit.
The resistive layer dissipates the intracavity energy and heats up the intrinsic bath, inducing a finite cavity thermal
photon. To address the heating effect, we perform Argon milling to remove the aluminum oxide layer, followed by the
deposition of the top aluminum layer. Importantly, note that these two processes are performed successively under
the ultra-high vacuum (see more detail in Sec. 4).

To characterize the cavity heating effect, i.e., the cavity thermal photon number induced by one or more microwave
drive fields, we measure the cavity thermal emission by using the JTWPA as a nearly quantum limited amplifier. As
shown in Eq. (18), the noise power spectral density of the cavity emission is given by S̄c(ω). Note that the expression
is general regardless of the number of the microwave drive fields. By integrating the power spectral density and
normalizing it by the external coupling rate with 2π, we obtain the cavity thermal photons as

nc =

∫
dω S̄c(ω)

2πκex
. (64)

In Fig. S13, the cavity themal photon number induced by a strong pump is extracted for two samples with and
without the native oxide resistive layer, respectively. By employing the Ar milling to remove the oxide layer, we could
reduce the cavity heating effect by a factor of ∼30, resulting in a vast improvement in the ground-state cooling of the
mechanical oscillator, since the final phonon occupation is usually limited by the cavity heating.

D. Full data of chip characterization

The circuit optomechanical device studied in this work is one of the 16 separate electromechanical LC circuits
fabricated on a 9.5 mm×6.5 mm chip (Fig.S20). Those 16 LC resonators follow the same design principle as shown
in the main text, but frequencies were multiplexed in a chip in the range of 5-7 GHz and 1.5-2.5 MHz for both
microwave and mechanical frequencies respectively. This was done by changing the trench radius for mechanical
frequency tuning, and the capacitor bottom plate radius for microwave frequency tuning. All 16 LC circuits were
magnetically coupled to a micro-strip waveguide.

In Table IV, we provide the system parameters for all 14 independent electromechanical LC resonators in a chip - we
did not observe two LC resonators, most probably due to overlapping their frequencies with the JTWPA stop-band.
More than 50% of the resonators exhibit more than 20 × 106 mechanical quality factor, which demonstrates a high
yield in our new fabrication process.

The total linewidth, intrinsic loss, and external coupling rates of each microwave cavity are obtained by taking
the VNA trace and applying a circle fit in the complex plane. For a few microwave cavities, we could not reliably
obtain the internal and external coupling rates due to the Fano effect, which may be originated from the impedance
mismatch. The microwave cavity used in the main work (No. 2) is strongly over-coupled, while it suffers from the
Fano effect. Nevertheless, the total linewidth can be reliably determined by the circle fit even in the presence of the
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FIG. S13. Cavity heating effect. a, Cavity thermal photon number as a function of cooling pump cooperativity for two
samples with (blue) and without (red) the Argon miling treatment to remove the aluminum oxide layer. The shaded circles
correspond to the noise power spectra respectively, shown in b and c. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations.
b, c, Noise power spectrum of the cavity thermal emission with a red pump applied to the samples with b and without c the
Argon milling treatment, respectively. The resonators of both the samples are over-coupled, resulting in the fact that the peaks
correspond to 4nc. .

Fano effect. Importantly note that all the calibration methods used in the main work (e.g. sideband asymmetry
experiment, optomechanical amplification and squeezing) are independent of the absolute values of κ0 and κex, since
our calibration method is based on the total coupling rate (κ). As all the microwave cavities in the same chip are
fabricated together, we do not expect to observe a significant statistical deviation of the intrinsic loss rates among
them. Therefore, we can assume that the internal coupling rate of our device is κ0/2π = 47 ± 17 kHz, which is the
average and the standard deviation of all the extracted internal coupling rates.
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TABLE IV. Full characterization data of different resonances in a chip.

ωc/2π (GHz) κ/2π (kHz) κex/2π (kHz) κ0/2π (kHz) Ωm/2π (MHz) Γm/2π (Hz) Qm (M)

1 5.30 610 - - 1.48 0.056 26.4
2∗ 5.55 250 - - 1.80 0.045 40.0
3 5.70 76 46 30 2.10 6.6 0.3
4 5.74 81 36 45 1.82 0.076 23.9
5 5.80 264 192 72 1.56 0.079 19.7
6 5.81 179 157 22 1.92 0.058 33.1
7 5.86 342 - - 1.63 0.040 40.8
8 5.92 125 91 34 1.96 0.085 23.1
9 6.09 288 232 56 1.70 5.88 0.3
10 6.12 528 456 72 1.74 0.07 24.9
11 6.20 221 162 59 1.77 0.05 35.4
12 6.25 137 103 34 2.24 0.30 7.5
13 6.36 360 - - 1.76 13.2 0.1
14 6.43 256 - - 1.83 31.0 0.1

* This resonator is used for all measurements in the main work.

7. Measurement and calibration techniques

In the main text, we demonstrate the deep ground-state cooling of our mechanical oscillator using a continuous-wave
protocol. This requires a calibration method for characterizing the phonon occupancy from the thermomechanical
sideband signals. Furthermore, we show the low thermal decoherence rate of vacuum and squeezed states of our
mechanical oscillator using a time-domain protocol. This requires a calibration method of the optomechanical ampli-
fication process for measuring the quadratures of the mechanical motion. Here we explain the calibration methods in
more detail.

A. Sideband asymmetry measurement and calibration

To characterize the phonon occupation cooled by a red-detuned pump in a continuous-wave measurement, we
use the sideband asymmetry measurement [22] as an out-of-loop calibration, where two balanced probes red- and
blue-detuned by the mechanical frequency are applied, and the thermomechanical sideband signals are measured
(Fig. S14a). This scheme requires quantum measurement of the noise power spectrum density of the output signals
from the cavity. Pre-amplifying the weak signals in a quantum-limited manner at the cryogenic temperature allows
us to realize such a quantum measurement. Therefore, we amplify the output signals using a JTWPA operated in
a nearly quantum-limited phase-insensitive manner and measure them classically at room temperature (see Sec. 5 A
for the detailed experimental setup). The total microwave measurement chain, including propagation losses, the gain
and added noise for each amplifier, and the detection noise, can be characterized by only two parameters, an effective
added noise (nadd) and a scaling factor (G). Using these two parameters, the measured noise power spectrum density
is described as

S̄′(ω) = G

[
S̄(ω) +

1

2
+ nadd

]
, (65)

where S̄(ω) is the noise power spectrum density from the device, which is described in Eqs. (18)–(24). Note that the
1/2 quanta added noise is inevitable even with an ideal phase-insensitive amplification process, and is distinguished
from nadd that may be induced by any kinds of imperfections, such as propagation losses and amplification noises.
Namely, the ideal measurement of the noise power spectral density is realized by nadd = 0 in our definition. In the
sideband asymmetry measurement with a cooling pump, there are three thermomechanical sideband peaks and one
thermal cavity emission peak in the full noise power spectrum density. By integrating each Lorentzian noise peak
after subtraction of the corresponding noise floor, we can obtain the photon flux for the respective peak, which is
analytically given by

Pp = Gηκ
[
2πΓp

opt(nm − 2nc)
]
, (66)

Pr = Gηκ
[
2πΓr

opt(nm − 2nc)
]
, (67)

Pb = Gηκ
[
2πΓb

opt(nm + 1 + 2nc)
]
, (68)

Pc = Gηκ [2πκ nc] , (69)
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where Pp, Pr, and Pb are the noise photon fluxes of the sidebands induced by the cooling pump and the red- and
blue-detuned probes respectively, and Pc is the noise photon flux from the cavity. Here, the collection efficiency of
the cavity is defined as ηκ = κex/κ. For convenience, we normalize the photon fluxes by the corresponding rates and
define the scaled phonon and photon numbers as

Np = Pp/(2πΓp
opt) = Gηκ (nm − 2nc) , (70)

Nr = Pr/(2πΓr
opt) = Gηκ (nm − 2nc) , (71)

Nb = Pb/(2πΓb
opt) = Gηκ (nm + 1 + 2nc) , (72)

Nc = Pc/(2πκ) = Gηκ nc. (73)

Note that Γp
opt, Γr

opt, Γb
opt, and κ can be determined from independent experiments, allowing us to experimentally

obtain all the scaled occupation, Np, Nr, Nb, and Nc. Furthermore, we can obtain the noise floor of the power
spectrum density, which is described as

Nfloor = G(1 + nadd). (74)

Here, our task is to extract the four unknown parameters, nm, nc, G, and nadd from Eqs. (70)–(74) including the
experimentally accessible parameters, Np, Nr, Nb, Nc, and Nfloor. Given the fact that Np and Nr are equivalent, we
have four independent equations and four unknown parameters, enabling us to analytically obtain the solutions for
the four unknown parameters. This shows that the sideband asymmetry measurement is useful even when there is a
squashing (or a fake asymmetry) in the thermomechanical sideband signals induced by the cavity heating, i.e., when
nc > 0.

For our experiment, there is a Fano effect in the cavity reflection spectrum, preventing us from reliably determining
the collection efficiency ηκ. Nevertheless, we find that it is still possible to extract the three unknown parameters
nm, nc, and the effective scaling factor Gηκ from the three equations, Eqs. (72), (73) and (71). This is because the
collection efficiency effectively modifies only the scaling factor in the measurement chain for all the signals emitted
from the cavity [see Eqs. (70)–(73)]. By using Eqs. (71), (72), and (73), we have the analytical solutions described as

nm =
RΓ(Nr +Nb) + 2(RN +RΓ)Np

(RN −RΓ)(Nr +Nb)− 4(RN +RΓ)Np
(75)

nc =
RNnm −RΓ(nm + 1)

2(RN +RΓ)
(76)

Gηκ =
(Nr +Nb)/2

nm + 1/2
, (77)

where we define RN = Nb/Nr and RΓ = Γb
opt/Γ

r
opt. Note that we use Np instead of Nr in our analysis since Np can

be obtained with a higher signal-to-noise ratio for a high cooling pump power.
It is known that there is a quantum-backaction induced by the blue-detuned probe that may dominantly heat

the mechanical oscillator in the sideband asymmetry measurement even when the red- and blue- detuned probes are
perfectly balanced (see Eq. (14)). Also, the two probes may induce an additional heating effect on the cavity, which
limits the lowest phonon occupancy achievable by sideband cooling.

Here we propose to characterize the phonon occupation cooled by a cooling pump without using the two probes
used for the sideband asymmetry measurement. In this case, the measured noise power spectral density contains the
thermomechanical sideband induced by the cooling pump and the cavity thermal emission. Thus, the photon fluxes
of the sideband and the cavity emission, Pp and Pc, can be obtained independently by integrating each peak. Then,
we obtain the scaled phonon and photon numbers by normalizing the photon fluxes by the corresponding emission
rates, which are analytically described as

Np = Pp/(2πΓp
opt) = Gηκ (nm − 2nc) (78)

Nc = Pc/(2πκ) = Gηκ nc. (79)

The key idea is that we use the effective scaling factor, Gηκ, which has already been calibrated in a reliable way based
on the sideband asymmetry measurement. Importantly, note that we can experimentally confirm that the effective
scaling factor does not depend on how strong total power is applied to the device in our measurement. With Gηκ, we
can first obtain the thermal cavity photon number as

nc =
Nc

Gηκ
. (80)
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Using nc, we then obtain the phonon occupation as

nm =
Np

Gηκ
+ 2nc. (81)

500 0 500
0.4

0.5

0.6

−400 0 400
0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

−400 0 400 −400 0 400

Cooling Probe Probe

Cooling pump Red probe Blue probe

1000 4000400

0.1

1

O
cc

up
an

cy
 [q

ua
nt

a]

a

b

c

e

d

(Probes off)
(Probes off)
(Probes on)
(Probes on)

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

FIG. S14. Sideband asymmetry experiment a, Frequency scheme of the sideband asymmetry experiment. b, c, An
example of cavity emission and optomechanical sidebands measured for C = 1270. The power of each signal is extracted by
Voigt function fitting as shown by black lines. d, Calculated values of Gηκ for different cooling cooperativities. The solid line
shows the average of the flat part of the plot which used as the global calibration factor. This value is in a good agreement
with the calibration method based on SNR improvement of JTWPA. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations.
e, Calibrated photon and phonon occupations of the cavity and mechanics respectively for both cases of probes on and off.
Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations. The shaded area shows theoretically expected occupations in the range
of system parameters errors.

In the experiment, we set the optomechanical damping and anti-damping rates of the balanced probes to Γr
opt/2π =

Γb
opt/2π = 12.9 Hz, inducing sidebands with frequency detuning of δr/2π = 0 and δb/2π = 10 kHz at the cavity

frequency. The cooling pump is applied to cool down the mechanical oscillator and generate the sideband with
δp/2π = 25 kHz, and its power is swept up to the maximum output power of the microwave source, corresponding to
cooperativity of C = 8000.

For the calibration based on the sideband asymmetry measurement, we apply the cooling pump together with the
red- and blue-detuned balanced probes. Figures S14b and c show the measured noise power spectrum density of the
cavity thermal emission and the respective optomechanical sidebands. The power of the cavity thermal emission is
obtained as the area of a Lorentzian fitted to the measured spectrum density, while the power of each optomechanical
sideband is obtained by fitting a Voigt function (a convolution of a Lorentzian with a Gaussian filter with a 1 Hz
resolution bandwidth) to the spectrum density and extracting the area of the Lorentzian. Note that the residual
imbalance of the probe powers (less than 2%) is directly measured and compensated in the data analysis. Using the
obtained powers together with Eqs. (75)–(77), we obtain and show the scaling factor Gηκ as a function of the cooling
cooperativity in Fig. S14d. We find that there is an unknown heating effect on the cavity (see the cavity occupation
with the two probes in Fig. S14e) when the cooling pump is nearly balanced with the blue probe, which distorts
the scaling factor Gηκ. Nevertheless, we reliably obtain the scaling factor to be Gηκ = 0.21(±0.03) [fW/quanta·Hz],
shown with the red line in Fig. S14d, by using a cooperativity region where the heating effect disappears when the
cooling pump is sufficiently large (C ' 2000).

We experimentally confirm that the gain and SNR improvement of the JTWPA for a weak coherent tone is not
varying for different cooling powers, with and without the two probes, ensuring the scaling factor Gηκ is constant
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for the entire measurements. Using the well-calibrated Gηκ, we can therefore directly extract the microwave and
mechanical occupations from the cavity thermal emission and the optomechanical sideband induced by the cooling
pump respectively by using Eqs. (80) and (81). Figure S14e shows both the extracted occupations when probes are
on and off. Due to additional heating effects induced by the two probes, the cavity occupation with the probes is
higher than that without the probes, which limits the minimum phonon occupation that can be achieved by sideband
cooling. Here, we obtain the minimal phonon occupation to be nm = 6.8(±0.9) × 10−2 quanta when the probes are
switched off, which is approaching the limitation imposed by the cavity heating effect.

It is worth mentioning that the power spectral density of sidebands scattered from the red probe or the cooling
pump can show a dip, instead of a peak, when nm − 2nc < 0. As shown in Fig. 3d of the main text, a Lorentzian dip
of the cooling pump sideband is indeed observed for C = 6400, implying that the mechanical occupation is reaching
the minimum limit imposed by the cavity heating.

Furthermore, using Eq. (74), we determine the effective added noise of the microwave measurement chain to be
nadd = 0.9(±0.2) quanta in agreement with the independently calibrated added noise using the SNR improvement of
the JTWPA discussed in section 7 B.

We note that power spectral densities are measured by an electrical spectrum analyzer (see Sec.5 A) in the fast
Fourier transform (FFT) mode. The signal flow in spectrum analyzer in FFT mode is described by the following:
The microwave signal gets down converted to intermediate frequency (IF) range and will be sampled by an analog
to digital converter (with 200 MHz sampling clock in our case). The total record length of a single time trace is
defined by the resolution band width (RBW), e.g. for RBW = 1 Hz the record length is ∝ 1/RBW ∼ 2 s. Then the
FFT of the digital time trace is numerically calculated, with arbitrary number of points in the frequency range. The
resolution of the frequency spectrum is limited by RBW, i.e. the record length. The truncation of the digital time
trace data results in the convolution of the original signal frequency spectrum by a filter (in our case Gaussian) with
the linewidth of RBW. A PSD measured with a given resolution bandwidth (RBW) corresponds to the convolution

of an actual PSD S(ω) with a Gaussian filter f(ω) = e−(ω/
√

2σRBW)2

, where σRBW = RBW/
√

2π. This is described as

S̃(ω) ≡
∫ +∞

−∞
S(ω′)× f(ω − ω′)dω′. (82)

For a Lorentzian spectrum, the convolution with a Gaussian filter results in a Voigt function:

V (ω; Γ, σRBW) ≡
∫ +∞

−∞

Γ

π(ω′2 + Γ2)
× e
− (ω−ω′)2

2σ2
RBW dω′ (83)

The Voigt function is used to numerically fit on PSD of sidebands. When the linewidth of a sideband signal is
smaller or comparable with the RBW, the convolution cannot be negligible for obtaining the sideband power, i.e., the
integration of the measured PSD does not give the actual sideband power. Therefore, we fit the measured PSD to a
Voigt function with a given RBW and extract the height and linewidth of the Lorentzian PSD to calculate the actual
sideband power. The inset of Fig.1H in the main text shows the measured PSD of a mechanical sideband, compared
with the ideal Gaussian core of the Voigt function (RBW = 1 Hz � Γm = 45 mHz). The linewidth of the mechanical
sideband- which in this case includes any unwanted frequency fluctuation - can be then extracted by fitting a Voigt
function to the measured PSD.

B. Verification of quantum efficiency with JTWPA SNR improvement

In the previous section, we provided an out-of-loop calibration technique to measure the quantum efficiency and
conversion factor in our measurement chain. That method can be cross-checked and verified independently by mea-
suring the signal-to-noise improvement (SNRI) of the JTWPA. Here we provide calculations connecting SNRI to
the total added noise of the measurement chain. We consider a simplified model for the output chain as shown in
Fig. S15. The emitted signal from DUT is experiencing a total attenuation of η before reaching to JTWPA, our near-
quantum-limited amplifier operated at 10 mK. The JTWPA is amplifying the signal in a four-wave mixing process in
the presence of a microwave pump, resulting in amplified signal and idler, with a typical gain of ∼ 25 dB. When the
pump of the JTWPA is off it acts as an attenuator, ηT. When the JTWPA’s pump is on, it amplifies the signal by the
gain of GT, and adds an added noise of 1

2 + nT
add to the signal (referred to the input). The signal is amplified again

at 3 K stage by HEMT, with an effective added noise of 1
2 + nH

add (including the attenuation between HEMT and
JTWPA) and the gain of GH ∼ 40 dB. Because of the high gain of HEMT, the noise figure of the measurement chain
is dominated by HEMT (and JTWPA, if its pump is on), and will not be considerably affected by further attenuation
or amplification in the room temperature setup.
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2
quanta/s·Hz noise will be added to the vacuum noise level. In

practice, the finite quantum efficiency of the measurement chain can be measured and the actual noise background including
total added noise referred to the device can be calculated as shown by 1

2
+ 1

2
+ nadd.

We can consider a signal, s, plus the vacuum noise of 1
2 emitted from the DUT. The total output of the HEMT

amplifier can be calculated when JTWPA is on or off:

JTWPA off: GH

(
1

2
+ nH

add + ηT

(
ηs+

1

2

)
+ (1− ηT)

1

2

)
= GHηTη

(
s+

1 + nH
add

ηηT

)
, (84)

JTWPA on: GH

(
1

2
+ nH

add +GT

(
1

2
+ nT

add + ηs+
1

2

))
= GHGTη

(
s+

1 + nT
add

η
+

1
2 + nH

add

ηGT

)
. (85)

In each case, the SNR can be simplified as:

SNRoff =
s

1
ηηT

(1 + nH
add)

, (86)

SNRon =
s

1
η (1 + nT

add +
1
2 +nH

add

GT
)
, (87)

and the SNRI can be written as:

SNRI =
1 + nH

add

(1 + nT
add)ηT +

ηT( 1
2 +nH

add)

GT

. (88)

The second term in the denominator can be neglected compared to the first term because of the high gain of
JTWPA. Therefore, the JTWPA added noise can be extracted as:

nT
add =

1

ηT

1 + nH
add

SNRI
− 1. (89)

With this the background noise level of the measured signal referred to the DUT, 1 + nadd, can be expressed by:

1 + nadd =
1

ηηT

1 + nH
add

SNRI
. (90)
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In the ground state cooling experiment, we measured SNRI=11.3 dB and a loss compensated gain of GT

ηT
= 25.7 dB.

The HEMT’s added noise is extracted from the data sheet as nH
add,nominal ' 6.9 quanta. The attenuation of the

cryogenic circulators are reported 0.25 dB at low temperatures based on their data-sheet. Considering two circulators
between JTWPA and HEMT, 0.5 dB cable loss (1 dB/m flexible coaxial cable loss), and lossless superconducting lines
from circulators to the HEMT, the effective HEMT’s added noise is assumed nH

add ' 8.7 quanta. The attenuation
of the JTWPA is provided by its data-sheet as ηT = 2.5 dB at 5.5 GHz. The total attenuation between DUT and
the JTWPA is composed of: 0.25 dB (cryogenic circulator) + 0.3 dB (directional coupler) + 1.0 dB (1 dB/m flexible
coaxial cable loss). This results in the total estimated noise background of 1 + nadd ' 1.9 quanta/s·Hz, and JTWPA
added noise of nT

add ' 0.3 quanta, in agreement with the results from sideband asymmetry calibration.

C. Optomechanical amplification measurement and calibration

To observe the thermal decoherence rate of our mechanical oscillator, we use a time-domain protocol, where we first
prepare the mechanical oscillator to either a vacuum state or a squeezed state, let it freely evolve for a certain time
(τev), and then measure the mechanical quadrature by using the optomechanical amplification process induced by a
blue-detuned pump [1, 2] (see Sec. 2 B). We measure the optomechanical induced amplification sideband signal and
obtain the phase-insensitive amplified mechanical quadratures. Repeating such a time domain protocol and collecting
the measured output microwave quadrature data (a pair of I and Q electrical quadratures in units of µV extracted from
each recorded time trace) allow us to construct the quadrature probability density function (PDF) of the measured
state and calculate its standard deviations, which in case of a thermal (symmetric Gaussian) state are equal to each
other σ2 = 〈I2〉 = 〈Q2〉. Using this intrinsic optomechanical amplifier, we achieve Gopt = exp (+τampΓamp) ' 50 dB
gain in the microwave optomechanical sideband signal where τamp = 22 ms and Γamp = 2π× 85 Hz are the blue pulse
length and total optomechanical anti-damping rates, respectively. It is worth to note that in each cycle, the length
of the preparation (cooling or squeezing) pulse should be long enough to damp the mechanics which was amplified
in the previous amplification sequence (Γprepτprep � Γampτamp) to avoid instability of the time domain protocol. We
set the τprep > 100 ms to ensure ∼ 50 dB higher cooling rate than the amplification rate in the sequence. After each
sequence, we turn off all pulses for 10 ms to collect the traces from the measurement device, which is also sufficient to
thermalize the cavity and microwave thermal bath to their initial states in the absence of pumps. The total repetition
rate is around 5 sequences per second in our experiment, slightly varying based on the preparation time needed for
different cooling rates.

As discussed in the theory section (Sec. 2 B), the original mechanical state is added with an effective noise referred

to input, nopt
add, in the amplification process. The measured PDF normalized with

√
Gopt shows the convolution of

the quadrature PDF of the original state (thermal or squeezed state) with the added noise of a Gaussian PDF.
By calculating the average of the standard deviations of both the mechanical quadratures, we can obtain the scaled
phonon occupation including the vacuum noises and the input-referred added noise in the optomechanical amplification
process. For a thermal state, the measured phonon occupation is described by

σ2 =
〈I2〉+ 〈Q2〉

2
= Gopt

(
nm +

1

2
+ nopt

add +
1

2

)
, (91)

where nm ≥ 0 is the thermal phonon occupation of the prepared state, Gopt and nopt
add are the conversion factor and

the added noise in the optomechanical phase-insensitive amplification, respectively. Note that the 1 quanta is the
sum of the vacuum noise of the mechanical oscillator and the added noise of the ideal phase-insensitive amplification.
To precisely calibrate the conversion factor and added noise of the amplification process, we prepare several different
thermal states which are independently calibrated with the sideband asymmetry experiment based on continuous
waves, and measure them through the optomechanical readout. Then, we can relate the measured microwave variances,
σ2, to the actual phonon occupation of the prepared state, nm, by fitting a linear function to the variance as a function
of the phonon occupation (as shown in Fig. 3 in the main text). With this, we are able to determine the added noise

to be nopt
add = 0.80(±0.09) quanta and the conversion factor to be Gopt = 1.13± (0.04) [µV2/quanta], respectively.

D. Generation and calibration of mechanical squeezed states

We use optomechanical dissipative squeezing technique to squeeze one quadrature of motion below the zero-point-
fluctuation [12, 23, 24]. As shown in Fig. S17a inset, simultaneously applying two symmetrically red- and blue-
detuned pumps from the microwave frequency with optomechanical damping and anti-damping rates of Γr

opt and Γb
opt
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FIG. S16. Optomechanical amplification. a, Schematic diagram showing optomechanical amplification process. A desired
mechanical mode to be measured is amplified intrinsically in the optomechanical system by activating two-mode-squeezing
interaction between mechanics and microwave. During this phase-insensitive amplification, a constant noise is added to the
state shown by nadd+ 1

2
referred to the input. b, The pulse sequence of optomechanical cooling and amplification. A red-detuned

pulse prepares the mechanical oscillator in its ground-state. After leaving the state to freely evolve for τev, a blue-detuned pulse
amplifies the thermalized mechanical state to allow low-noise measurement of quadratures of motion. The sequence is repeated
(∼ 12, 000 times) to extract the quadrature scatter plots. c, an example of the time trace collected during optomechanical
amplification process. Both quadratures of the microwave field corresponding to the optomechanical sidebands are exponentially
growing and being simultaneously recorded. One pair of I and Q is extracted from each trace. d, An example of the scatter
plot of measured quadratures. Marginal histograms verifies the Gaussian distribution.

respectively results in a beam-splitter interaction Hamiltonian:

Ĥint = −~G â† β̂ + H.c., (92)

where β̂ =

√
Γr

opt

Γr
opt−Γb

opt
b̂+

√
Γb

opt

Γr
opt−Γb

opt
b̂† is the Bogoliubov’s mode annihilation operator and G =

√
κ/4
√

Γr
opt − Γb

opt

is the coupling rate. This beam-splitter Hamiltonian allows us to reach the ground-state of the Bogoliubov operator,
which is a squeezed state of motion with

〈X̂2
sq〉 =

1

2
e−2r , 〈X̂2

a.sq〉 =
1

2
e+2r, (93)

where tanh(r) =
√

Γb
opt/Γ

r
opt. In practice, the non-zero occupation of the thermal bath prevents us from reaching to

such a pure squeezed state. A more comprehensive analytical derivation on the purity of optomechanical squeezing is
discussed by Kronwald et.al. (2013) [23].

We use optomechanical amplification to measure quadrature PDF of the amplified state (X̃1 = I/
√
Gopt, X̃2 =

Q/
√
Gopt scaled to [

√
quanta] unit) as a convolution of the initial state with the precisely calibrated Gaussian added

noise during amplification as shown in Fig. S18a. Subtracting the added noise from the variance of the scaled
quadrature PDF results in the squeezed and anti-squeezed quadrature variances of the input mechanical state for the
optomechanical amplification:

〈X̂2
sq,a.sq〉 = 〈X̂2

1,2〉 − n
opt
add −

1

2
. (94)

Figures S17a and b show the measured phonon occupation and quadratures of the generated squeezed state prepared
with different blue pump powers. We used a damping rate of Γr

opt/2π = 75 Hz. The optimal power of the blue
pump for the thermalization of the squeezed state is found 5 dB below the red pump, where the maximum quadrature
squeezing is achieved, as shown in Fig. S17b. Increasing the relative power of the blue pump results in optomechanical
heating. In particular, when the power of pumps close to the balanced condition, optomechanical instabilities, such
as two-tone instability, will occur in the presence of a slight frequency detuning [25]. With the optimal pump powers,
we obtain 〈X2

sq〉dB = 10 log10

(
〈X2

sq〉/ 1
2

)
= −2.7+1.4

−2.3 dB squeezing of one quadrature of motion below the vacuum

fluctuation and 〈X2
a.sq〉dB = 8.1+0.3

−0.3 dB anti-squeezing in the other quadrature, as shown in Fig. S18b. The achieved

squeezing value is close to the theoretical squeezing limit, corresponding to 2〈X̂2
sq〉 =

√
(1 + 2nth

m )/C = −3.5 dB [23].
Afterward, we record the free evolution of the prepared squeezed state, as shown in the main text and Fig. S18c.

The marginal PDF of both the measured quadratures, as well as the noise subtracted squeezed and anti-squeezed
mechanical quadratures are shown for different evolution times. One quadrature of motion remains below the zero-
point-fluctuation up to 2 ms. At the longer evolution times, the state is thermalized to an isotropic thermal state
(Fig. S18d).
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FIG. S17. Optomechanical squeezing. a (inset), Frequency landscape for optomechanical squeezing. two symmetrically
detuned blue and red pumps with nominal powers of P src

b , P src
r are applied to the cavity. a, Measured total phonon occupation

versus the ratio between blue and red pump powers. While the blue pump power increases, The system will be closer to optome-
chanical instability threshold. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations. b, Measured squeezed and anti-squeezed
quadratures of motion versus the blue pump relative power. The optimally selected squeezing point for the thermalization
experiment is shown by the green line. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations.

E. Dephasing effect on thermalization of squeezed states

A mechanical squeezed state has a phase coherence between the Fock states, resulting in the sensitivity to the pure
dephasing. By observing the free evolution of such a phase-sensitive state, we can characterize the pure dephasing
rate of our mechanical oscillator. When the mechanical state is initialized in an isotropic Gaussian state, such as the
vacuum or thermal states, the decoherence rates for the quadrature variances in all phases are identical regardless
of the amount of the pure dephasing. However, when the mechanical state is initialized in a squeezed state, the
decoherence rate of the quadrature variance in the squeezed axis is greater than that in the anti-squeezed axis if the
pure dephasing rate is finite. Thus, we can use this property to extract the pure dephasing rate of the mechanical
oscillator.

In the large phonon bath occupation limit (nth
m � 1), which is the case for our experiment, the free evolution of a

mechanical oscillators with a pure dephasing is described by a master equation,

dρ̂

dt
= ΓthD[b̂]ρ̂+ ΓthD[b̂†]ρ̂+ 2ΓϕD[b̂†b̂]ρ̂, (95)

where Γϕ is the pure dephasing rate, ρ̂ is the density matrix, and D[Ô]ρ = Ôρ̂Ô†− (Ô†Ôρ̂+ ρ̂Ô†Ô)/2 is the Lindblad
dissipator. By calculating the time evolution of the density matrix, we can numerically obtain the time evolution of the

quadrature variances and the phonon occupation as 〈X̂1(t)2〉 = Tr[ρ(t)X̂2
1 ], 〈X̂2(t)2〉 = Tr[ρ(t)X̂2

2 ], and nm = 〈b̂†b̂〉,
respectively. Note that we here consider only a mechanical state with Tr[ρX̂1] = Tr[ρX̂2] = 0, e.g. a vacuum, thermal,
and squeezed states.

The blue and red circles in Fig. S19a show the experimental results of the quadrature variances, 〈X2
sq〉 in the

squeezed axis and 〈X2
a.sq〉 in the anti-squeezed axis as a function of the free-evolution time respectively, while the

purple circles show the time evolution of the phonon occupation, nm = (〈X2
sq〉+ 〈X2

a.sq〉)/2− 1/2. Here, we define the

decoherence rate as a slope of the time evolution, i.e., Γsq =
d〈X2

sq〉
dt , Γa.sq =

d〈X2
a.sq〉
dt , and Γth = dnm

dt . By linearly fitting
the results (see the black dotted lines in Fig. S19a), the decoherence rates are found to be Γsq/2π = 17.7 ± 0.7 Hz,
Γa.sq/2π = 16.5 ± 0.6 Hz, and Γth/2π = 17.1 ± 0.6 Hz. Furthermore, the difference between the decoherence rates
in the squeezed and anti-squeezed axes is obtained as (Γsq − Γa.sq)/2π = 1.1 ± 0.6 Hz. Importantly note that the
thermal decoherence rate can be obtained by observing the thermalization of a squeezed state, instead of the vacuum
state, i.e., Γth = (Γsq + Γa.sq)/2, enabling us to determine the pure dephasing rate from the difference between the
decoherence rates in the squeezed and anti-squeezed axes.

The sensitivity of a squeezed state to the pure dephasing depends on its squeezing level. To accurately extract the
pure dephasing rate, we therefore need to numerically determine the initial squeezed state using the experimentally
obtained quadrature variances, i.e., 〈X2

sq〉 = 0.27 ± 0.1 and 〈X2
a.sq〉 = 3.27 ± 0.2. We can consider the prepared

squeezed state as a squeezed thermal state, which is defined as SρthS
†, where S = exp

[
r
2 (b̂2 − b̂† 2)]

]
is a squeezing

operator with a squeezing parameter of r and ρth is a thermal state with an average phonon number of nth. We
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FIG. S18. Measurement of squeezing. a, Schematic diagram showing the prepared squeezed state added with the input
referred noise of amplification process. The measured state has a quadrature density function proportional to convolution of the
initial state with the added noise. Precise calibration of the Gaussian added noise allows us to extract the initial state quadrature
variances. b, Quadrature scatter plot for the initially prepared squeezed state. The gray ellipse represent standard deviation
contours scaled by factor of 2 (for better visualization) of the Gaussian density function. The green circle shows the same for
the measured ground state. The black ellipse shows the same for the noise-subtracted state demonstrating the initial squeezing.
The red dashed line shows the same for the zero-point-fluctuation (ideal ground-state). c, Quadrature marginal histograms
are shown by purple bars and calculated Gaussian marginal density functions by thick blue lines verifying measurement of
Gaussian squeezed state. The red lines show the added noise subtracted density functions of the initial squeezed state. Insets
depict the extracted squeezed state versus the zero-point-fluctuation. d, Phonon occupation of the squeezed state evolution in
long time scales. The red line shows the exponential fit. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations.

can extract the thermal phonon number and the squeezing parameter as nth =
√
〈X2

sq〉〈X2
a.sq〉 − 1/2 = 0.4± 0.2 and

r = − 1
4 log

(
〈X2

sq〉/〈X2
a.sq〉

)
= 0.6± 0.1.

Using the initial squeezed state, we calculate the time evolution of the quadrature variances for different pure
dephasing rates and obtain the difference between the thermal decoherence rates of the squeezed and anti-squeezed
variances. The green line in Fig. S19b shows the numerical results of the thermal decoherence rate difference. As the
dephasing rate increases, the difference becomes larger. We compare the numerical results with the experimentally
obtained value, which are shown with the blue line. From this, we find that the pure dephasing rate of our mechanical
oscillator is found to be Γϕ/2π = 0.09± 0.05 Hz.

Finally, we show the numerical results of the time evolution of the quadrature variances and the phonon occupation
with a dephasing rate of Γϕ/2π = 0.09 Hz in Fig. S19a (see the green lines). The numerical results reproduce well
the experimental ones.
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FIG. S19. Free evolution of a mechanical squeezed state. a, Quadrature variances and average phonon number of
a squeezed state as a function of the free-evolution time. The blue, red and purple circles are the data for the quadrature
variances in the squeezed and anti-squeezed axes, and the average phonon number, respectively. The black dotted lines are linear
fits, while the green lines are the numerical simulation results. Error bars are corresponding to standard deviations. b, The
difference of the thermal decoherence rates for the quadrature variances in the squeezed and anti-squeezed axes as a function
of the pure dephasing rate. The green line shows the numerical simulation results, while the blue line is the experimentally
obtained value. The shaded regions showing the errors, respectively.
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FIG. S20. Chip layout. a, The designed layout of the chip used in the experiment. Each chip includes 16 separate frequency
multiplexed LC resonators as well as two dimer LCs which are not studied in this work. b, magnification of the layout of one
LC resonator. The color code explains different lithography layers.
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