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Mitigating quantum decoherence in force sensors by internal squeezing
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The most efficient approach to laser interferometric force sensing to date uses monochromatic
carrier light with its signal sideband spectrum in a squeezed vacuum state. Quantum decoherence,
i.e. mixing with an ordinary vacuum state due to optical losses, is the main sensitivity limit.
In this work, we present both theoretical and experimental evidence that quantum decoherence
in high-precision laser interferometric force sensors enhanced with optical cavities and squeezed
light injection can be mitigated by a quantum squeeze operation inside the sensor’s cavity. Our
experiment shows an enhanced measurement sensitivity that is independent of the optical readout
loss in a wide range. Our results pave the way for quantum improvements in scenarios where high
decoherence previously precluded the use of squeezed light. Our results hold significant potential for
advancing the field of quantum sensors and enabling new experimental approaches in high-precision

measurement technology.

Introduction. Quantum-correlated light, such as
squeezed light, has been successfully used to boost the
sensitivity of a broad range of force sensors: from
gravitational-wave detectors [1-5], optomechanical de-
vices [6] and dark matter detectors [7, 8], biological sen-
sors [9, 10] and magnetometers [11]. Reaching high sen-
sitivity in these quantum-noise limited devices requires
maximizing the carrier light’s power to a level where the
device remains operational. A conventional method for
accomplishing this is by employing optical cavities, which
resonantly enhance both the power and signal. The com-
bination of cavity enhancement with quantum squeezed
light allows achieving even higher sensitivity. Yet, fur-
ther improvement is hindered by quantum decoherence,
caused by the loss of purity in squeezed state due to quan-
tum vacuum being mixed in at lossy optical components.

The optimal design of quantum sensors relies on the
ability to extract information out of the system. This
ability is quantified by dedicated metrics, such as quan-
tum Cramer-Rao bound (QCRB), discovering new sens-
ing approaches[12, 13]. In an ideal lossless system,
QCRB defines the best possible sensitivity of a device
at every angular signal frequency €2 for a given optical
power [14-16]. In reality, decoherence always prevents
the (lossless) QCRB from being reached [17-20]. For
example, the best phase sensitivity for a lossless Michel-
son interferometer for a given energy per measurement
time, is achieved with NOON states, where N stands for
the total number of photons[21]. However, it is known
that quantum decoherence renders NOON states ineffec-
tive. Instead, the preferred method for achieving high
sensitivity involves using monochromatic light combined
with a vacuum state, squeezed in a relevant signal spec-
tral band. [18]. In this example, the use of a decoherence-
induced quantum bound instead of a QCRB allows to find

an efficient experimental design. Such bounds are espe-
cially relevant when the loss in a sensor is high. The ma-
jor source of decoherence in all cavity-enhanced sensors is
the readout loss that occurs on the light after outcoupling
from the cavity: e.g. due to propagation losses inside the
waveguides of chip-based sensors or mode mismatch in
the mode-filtered readout of a gravitational wave detec-
tor. So far, readout loss has limited quantum enhance-
ment from injected squeezing in force sensors.

Here, we show that quantum squeezing of the light
inside the cavity-enhanced force sensor allows to miti-
gate a substantial portion of decoherence due to loss of
optical quanta. We experimentally mitigate up to 20%
of readout loss and show 4 dB of sensitivity enhancement
independent of the readout loss across a wide range. Fur-
ther, we prove theoretically, that our internal squeezing
approach is the most effective strategy for boosting the
sensitivity in the presence of loss. We generalize previ-
ous studies of internal squeezing [20, 22-27] and establish
the decoherence-induced limit for practical lossy cavity-
enhanced sensors, demonstrating that this limit is ulti-
mately dictated exclusively by the losses inside the de-
tector cavity.

Internal squeezing for quantum sensors. In internal
squeezing, a second-order nonlinear crystal is placed in-
side the cavity and pumped with second harmonic light.
The pump phase determines which quadrature of the op-
tical field is parametrically attenuated (squeezed), while
the orthogonal quadrature is then amplified. If the signal
corresponds to a displacement of the quadrature being
squeezed, it is accordingly deamplified. Despite this, the
sensitivity, defined by the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is
still improved [22, 24].

A simple example for a force sensor is an optical cav-
ity with a movable end mirror. The external oscillat-
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FIG. 1. Conceptual representation of a cavity-enhanced sen-
sor with internal and external squeezing. The detector cavity
is used to measure the displacement z of the movable end mir-
ror. This displacement imprints a phase modulation on the
light field, which is amplified by the cavity. Internal squeez-
ing is generated by a nonlinear crystal inside the cavity by
pumping it with second harmonic pump. Depending on the
phase of the pump, the signal is either amplified or deam-
plified. External squeezing is generated independently and is
injected into the detector cavity through a Faraday isolator
(FI). The output signal with external and internal squeezing
Sz is detected on a phase-sensitive detector. The impact of
the readout loss €reaa can be reduced by optimal choice of the
internal gain ¢, defined by the pump strength. Optimal inter-
nal squeeze operation allows to reach the fundamental limit,
defined by internal loss €int.

ing force displaces the movable mirror, creating a phase
modulation signal on the reflected light field, which is
detected with a balanced homodyne detector. Here, we
consider such a sensor employing quasi-monochromatic
light with an externally injected squeezed sideband spec-
trum as well as a squeeze operation inside the sensor
cavity (Fig.1). Optical loss in the system influences the
sensitivity in different ways, depending on whether the
loss occurs (i) before the measurement interaction, i.e. on
the meter alone, (ii) after the measurement, i.e. on the
meter that carries the full signal information, or (iii) dur-
ing the time when the meter is accumulating the signal.
In the first case, the loss sets an upper bound on the ex-
ternal squeeze factor. In the second case, the loss occurs
after the information has been imprinted on the meter.
The third case is central to this work and more complex.
The loss occurs during the measurement process itself,
thus changing the SNR on the out-coupled light.

We use the input-output formalism [28-30] to derive
the noise spectrum Ss,, (2) and the power of signal trans-
fer function 7.(€2), as well as the noise-to-signal ratio
(sensitivity) S, (2). They take the form:
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where T is the coupling mirror power transmission, €,
is the internal power loss, and ¢ is the roundtrip paramet-
ric power gain, €.aq is the readout power loss, see Fig. 1,
B! = e~ 2"ext is the external squeezing, with 7t the cor-
responding squeeze parameter [31], ¢ is the speed of light,
A is the central wavelength and P, is intra-cavity light
power. In deriving these equations we used the single-
mode approximation, where only one optical mode ac-
quires the signal, and {7, €int, ¢} < 1[32]. In this model
we neglected quantum back-action effects such as photon
radiation pressure, since they can be circumvented by
quantum back-action evasion techniques [33]. The sensi-
tivity of our sensor is limited only by quantum shot noise.
We fixed the average intra-cavity power P, and assumed
no loss or depletion on the second harmonic pump power.

In order to simplify the conceptual explanation, we
focus on the case of the peak sensitivity, which occurs at
Q = 0, and leave out the frequency dependence due to
the cavity linewidth. From the input-output relation in
the lossless case we obtain the QCRB:
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which turns to zero in the limit of infinite input squeezing
B — oo or at the (lossless) parametric threshold for inter-
nal squeezing q¢ = T, resulting in the well-known theo-
retical limit of infinite SNR in lossless systems. In [20], it
was proposed that the loss-induced sensitivity limit is de-
fined by the noise added to QCRB due to losses, when in-
ternal squeezing operates at threshold ¢ = ¢** := T, +€jps.
However, it is possible to optimize internal squeezing to
evade part of decoherence in the system and achieve even
higher sensitivity.

Optimized internal squeezing enhances sensitivity in
one of two ways:
(i) With low readout loss or external squeezing, it at-
tenuates the signal quadrature. The signal is maximally
deamplified by 6 dB, while quantum noise squeezing can
be arbitrary high in the absence of loss [24, 34, 35], in-
creasing the overall SNR. This increase is possible due to
a different path for the signal and the noise in the sen-
sor. Maximal signal deamplification occurs at the pump
power that corresponds to the optical oscillation thresh-
old of the x process. In practice, there is an optimal
parametric pump power value below threshold, which de-
pends on the nonzero optical loss value.
(i) With high readout loss or external squeezing, the non-
linear process amplifies both signal and quantum noise in
signal quadrature. In this case, the impact of the read-
out loss is mitigated, similarly to the output amplification
discussed earlier in this section. An important difference
is that here amplification is realised inside the cavity,
i.e. already during the time when the signal is accumu-
lated, which provides direct access to tuning the SNR of
the out-coupled light.

The optimal internal cavity roundtrip gain ¢ depends

Sqcri(0) =

(4)



on the quantities €jny, Te, €read, and B. It is computed by
minimizing the value of the sensitivity S,(0) in Eq. (3),
which results in the optimal sensitivity:
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The expression for ST% is strictly lower than the low-
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est noise limit proposed in Ref.[20] for non-zero read-
out loss. A highly squeezed beam possesses substantial
photon power. However, by assuming a suitably small
measurement bandwidth, we can ensure that the power
within this specific bandwidth remains small. The fun-
damental sensitivity limit of our work is achieved for infi-
nite external squeezing, 8 — co. In this case the optimal
internal gain maximally amplifies the signal quadrature,
¢ = —qn, and the limit becomes defined solely by the
internal loss:
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The equation formalizes the main theoretical result our
paper: for a fixed power in the carrier field, if the exter-
nal squeeze factor approaches infinity, the noise-to-signal
ratio becomes independent on the readout loss and ap-
proaches zero when the cavity internal loss approaches
zero. Injection loss limits the achievable level of external
squeezing, thus the optimized sensitivity given by Eq.(6)
represents the practical decoherence-induced limit.
Experimental decoherence mitigation. We demon-
strated the mitigation of the readout loss and the ex-
istence of optimal internal squeezing in a table-top ex-
perimental setup, see Fig. 2. Our internal squeezing
cavity (ISC) was a Fabry-Perot cavity with a nonlin-
ear periodically poled KTP crystal inside acting as an
optical-parametric amplifier. Parametric gain of ¢ was
set by the power and the phase of the second harmonic
pump. The phase of the pump was actively controlled to
keep the amplification phase stable. The cavity output
field was analysed with a balanced-homodyne detector
(BHD). The phase of the BHD’s local oscillator was ac-
tively controlled to keep the readout quadrature stable.
We injected a weak field carrying a 5 MHz phase mod-
ulation signal from the back of the ISC, which emulated
the measurement signal. Depending on the phase of the
pump, we could observe amplification or deamplification
of the signal, as well as anti-squeezing or squeezing of the
noise. By taking the spectrum of the signal and the noise,
we could compute the change in the SNR compared to
the case without the parametric process. Further, we in-
jected external squeezing from a squeeze laser [36]. We
kept the external squeeze field without any bright carrier
field and periodically varied its phase. On the output
of the homodyne detector, we recorded the spectrogram
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the experimental setup.
Phase modulation signal from the electro-optic modulator
(EOM) was injected from the back of the detector cavity and
was observed on the balanced homodyne detector by over-
lapping with local oscillator (LO). The phase of the LO en-
able the selection of the quadrature of the light to observe.
Pump light was used to create internal amplification in the
detector cavity. The internal gain was adjusted by tuning the
pump power with a variable optical attenuator (VOA). Ex-
ternal squeezing was injected into the ISC through a Faraday
Isolator (FI). The readout loss was adjusted with a VOA.

(spectrum as a function of time) of the observed signal.
As a result, we consecutively measured two orthogonal
quadratures of the injected squeeze field, and used it to
extract optical parameters of the setup: the transmis-
sion of the incoupling mirror T, = 11%, the internal loss
€int = 1.2%, the injection loss of 8% and the readout
loss €reaa = 10% [37]. Initial injected external squeezing
was inferred to be 10.5dB. Phase noise of &~ 50 mrad
was inferred from the measurements with different pump
strength [38]. We observed less phase noise for smaller
values of external squeezing: 40 mrad for 8.6dB and 15
mrad for 5.4 dB. We conclude that the main contribution
came from the phase noise of the external squeezing in-
teracting with the internal squeezing process. We used
these independently measured parameters to compute ex-
pected SNR gain based on our theoretical model.

We changed internal squeezing gain and recorded
squeezing spectra together with amplified or deamplified
signals. In the first stage of the experiment, we gradu-
ally increased the injected external squeezing value from
5.4dB to 10.5dB. When both the readout loss and the
external squeezing were small, the optimal internal gain
corresponded to an actual squeezing process, see Fig. 3(a-
b). As we increased external squeezing, the optimal in-
ternal gain approached zero, see Fig.3(c), and then it
became optimal to amplify inside the cavity, Fig. 3(d).

We further artificially increased the readout loss from
10% to 30%, by dumping part of the light on a polariz-
ing beam splitter. By taking the full range from maximal
deamplification to maximal amplification we could find
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FIG. 3. Demonstration of optimal sensitivity with inter-
nal and external squeezing approaching the optimal limit in
Eq. (5). Each plot shows the improvement in the SNR with
respect to the case without internal squeezing (with exter-
nal squeezing). This improvement was observed as a func-
tion of internal gain in the detector cavity: negative gain
means deamplification (squeezing), positive — amplification.
Solid curves are theoretical predictions based on the inde-
pendently measured parameters. Plot (a) shows a theoretical
prediction for optimal operation in the absence of readout
loss. Plots(b-d) demonstrate the different regimes of inter-
nal squeezing for different level of external squeezing: 5.4 dB,
8.6 dB and 10.5dB. For low values of external squeezing, peak
SNR is achieved when squeezing is generated also internally.
For high values of external squeezing it becomes optimal to
amplify the signal quadrature. Plots (d-f) demonstrate the
independence of the peak SNR enhancement on the readout
loss. The enhancement of ~4dB is achieved for 10%, 20%
and 30% of readout loss, for different levels of internal gain.
In all data sets, for the case of high squeezing (close to gain
equal to —1)[36], the effect of phase noise played a signifi-
cant role: due to the jitter in the phase of injected external
squeezing, some part of anti-squeezed noise coupled into the
readout quadrature, which further degraded the sensitivity
(seen as strong degradation of the SNR close to gain equal to
—1). The error bars on the experimental data are not shown,
see the discussion in the main text.

the optimal point where the SNR was the highest. In the
case of 10% of readout loss, the optimal internal gain was

close to zero, see Fig.3(d). For higher loss, as expected
from our theory in Eq. (6), it became optimal to amplify
the signal inside the cavity, see Fig. 3(e-f). We observed
the maximal sensitivity improvement of ~ 4dB, inde-
pendent of the readout loss. This way, we demonstrated
for the first time the mitigation of quantum decoherence.
Our results show good match with theory and demon-
strate the significant enhancement over the case with-
out decoherence mitigation (i.e. with maximal internal
squeezing), which was considered in [20].

We could not deduce meaningful error bars for Fig. 3.
Most of the source data were averaged directly on the
spectrum analyser, which did not allow for the extraction
of variances. However, since all data points are statisti-
cally independent, the good match between the data and
the theoretically predicted SNR gain allows to be confi-
dent in the significance of our observed results in Fig. 3.

Discussion and outlook. We have demonstrated for the
first time how readout loss can be optimally mitigated in
quantum-enhanced force sensors. We used an internal
squeezing approach that complemented injected external
squeezing, reaching the newly established fundamental
limit. The ultimate value of this limit is determined ex-
clusively by internal loss. This loss is fundamentally dif-
ferent from the readout loss, since it occurs during the
measurement process itself, thus changing the SNR on
the out-coupled light. Any consequent quantum opera-
tion on this light would not be able to improve the SNR,
therefore internal loss sets the fundamental limit.

Our result can be placed in more general context of
studying the impact of state impurity on the QCRB [39-
41], which has not been done for cavity-enhanced sen-
sors. While we do not derive the QCRB for our setup
from the first principles, our argument follows the same
spirit as Refs. [39-41]. There are two general conditions
for achieving the QCRB: (i) the detector should be in a
pure state, and (ii) the back-action of the meter should
be evaded [15, 16]. The state’s impurity not only pre-
vents achieving an arbitrary low uncertainty in the signal
quadrature, but also obstructs efficient back-action eva-
sion, which relies on quantum correlations between the
two quadratures [29]. As a result, the primary constraint
on attainable sensitivity is determined by the state’s pu-
rity during the interaction between the meter and the
object. This is directly manifested in our fundamental
limit in Eq. (7), via its proportionality to cavity internal
loss.

We also note that the output amplification proposed
in Ref.[42] also evades a part of the readout loss: the
loss upon photodetection. Both signal and noise are am-
plified, and thus the detrimental effect of vacuum mixed
into the quantum state can become negligible. This ap-
proach was recently explored in other contexts [43-47]. In
the output amplification approach, the signal is amplified
after it has exited the detector cavity. Output amplifi-
cation could only approach the fundamental limit if the



inefficiency of the photodetection was the only readout
loss. In reality, the efficiency of the photodiodes can reach
very high values [37] and the main readout loss occurs at
the outcoupling from the sensor. This is the case, for
example, with imperfect transverse mode shapes such as
those found in gravitational-wave detectors and usually
in chip-based optical waveguide sensors. In the compan-
ion paper [32] we provide more details on the comparison
between the two approaches.

Our results are readily applicable to force sensors that
are limited by quantum shot noise, and whose princi-
ple schemes can be mapped to a single cavity. This ap-
proach is especially promising for the cavities that nat-
urally have nonlinear materials in them, such as on-chip
devices [48, 49], or whispering-gallery-mode sensors [50—
53]. For these devices squeezing injection might be chal-
lenging, and the readout is often subject to significant
losses. There, internal squeezing can become a useful tool
for mitigating these losses and achieving further quan-
tum improvement to the sensitivity. Even in the systems
with several cavities internal squeezing allows for the en-
hancement of the sensitivity, by quantum-expanding the
linewidth [26, 27] or creating PT-symmetric configura-
tions[54, 55]. Our approach paves the way for imple-
menting quantum enhancement in lossy experiments in
which it was previously impractical.

The new fundamental sensitivity limit contributes to
the detailed understanding of quantum limits on realistic
sensors, and serves as a valuable guide for designing such
experiments. The use of optimal internal squeezing will
enable the use of squeezed light in quantum technology
beyond laboratory environments, opening new paths for
technological progress.
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