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We systematically investigate the four-wave mixing (FWM) spectrum in a dual-cavity hybrid optomechanical system,
which is made up of one optical cavity with an ensemble of two-level atoms and another with a mechanical oscillator. In
this work, we propose that the hybrid dual-cavity optomechanical system can be employed as a highly sensitive mass sensor
due to the fact that the FWM spectrum generated in this system has a narrow spectral width and the intensity of the FWM
can be easily tuned by controlling the coupling strength (cavity–cavity, atom–cavity). More fascinatingly, the dual-cavity
hybrid optomechanical system can also be used as an all-optical switch in view of the easy on/off control of FWM signals
by adjusting the atom-pump detuning to be positive or negative. The proposed schemes have great potential applications in
quantum information processing and highly sensitive detection.
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1. Introduction
In the past few decades, the nonlinear optical effects[1]

caused by the interaction between light and matter have been
a striking research topic and optomechanical systems,[2–10] as
a good platform for studying nonlinear optical effects, have
received a great deal of attention. The most typical op-
tomechanical system is composed of an optical cavity with
a mechanical resonator. Recently, researchers have extended
single-cavity optomechanical systems to hybrid cavity op-
tomechanical systems[11–18] by coupling more optical or me-
chanical modes, such as an atomic ensemble, a quantum well,
a Kerr medium or other media with optomechanical cavi-
ties. More optical effects, such as electromagnetically in-
duced transparency,[19–26] optical bistability,[27–31] slow light
effects[32–37] and so on, have been extensively explored in
these hybrid systems.

Currently, the four-wave mixing (FWM) effect,[37–49] one
of the classic nonlinear effects, is widely studied in optome-
chanical systems. Jiang et al.[37] investigated how to con-
trol the FWM process in a two-mode cavity optomechani-
cal system. In a three-mode optomechanical system with
atom–cavity mirror coupling, Wang and Chen[39] confirmed
that the FWM response can be well enhanced. In a compos-
ite photonic-molecule optomechanical system, Chen et al.[40]

studied the process of normal mode splitting in the FWM spec-

trum under different parameter and driving conditions. Li et
al.[41] realized multimode FWM in an unresolved sideband
optomechanical system.

Inspired by the above work, we explore the FWM pro-
cess in a hybrid dual-cavity optomechanical system with cav-
ity A containing an ensemble of two-level atoms and cavity
B coupling a mechanical oscillator. We mainly pay attention
to the FWM effect in cavity B and investigate the dependence
of the FWM on system parameters such as pump power, cou-
pling strength, detuning, etc. Here, we propose a scheme in
which this optomechanical system can serve as an optical mass
sensor and an all-optical switch based on measurement of the
FWM spectrum. These schemes are important for potential
applications of this hybrid system in quantum information pro-
cessing or highly sensitive detection. The structure of this pa-
per is as follows: In Section 2, the theoretical model and the-
oretical calculation of the equation are introduced. Section 3
focuses on the analysis and discussion of the results. Section 4
presents a summary.

2. Theoretical model
As depicted schematically in Fig. 1, the dual-cavity hy-

brid optomechanical system considered in this paper is com-
posed of optical cavity A containing an atomic ensemble and
cavity B interacting with a mechanical oscillator.
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Fig. 1. Schematic of a dual-cavity hybrid optomechanical system, where
two cavities have identical lengths L and mode frequencies ωc.

These two cavities are coupled with each other via an
evanescent field and the coupling strength is denoted as J. In
addition, cavity A is driven by a strong pump light with fre-
quency ωp1 and amplitude εp1, while a strong pump light with
frequency ωp2 and amplitude εp2 as well as a weak probe light
with frequency ωpr and amplitude εpr are applied to cavity B.
For simplicity, the frequency ωp1 is chosen to be the same as
ωp2, and cavities A and B are assumed to have the same mode
frequency ωc. In a frame rotating at ωp2, the Hamiltonian of
this system can be written as follows:

H = h̄∆ca†a+ h̄∆cb†b+ h̄ J(a†b+b†a)

+
1
2

h̄ωm(x2 + p2)+ h̄g0 b† bx

+
N

∑
i=1

h̄∆aσ
(i)
ee + h̄ga

N

∑
i=1

(
aσ

(i)
eg +a†

σ
(i)
ge

)
+i h̄εp1(a†−a)+ ih̄εp2(b†−b)

+i h̄εpr(b†e−iδ t −beiδ t). (1)

In Eq. (1), the first three terms, respectively, represent the
energy of cavities A and B, and their coupling interactions.
Here, ∆c = ωc−ωp2 is the cavity-pump detuning. a (b) and
a† (b†) are, respectively, the annihilation and generation op-
erators of cavity A (B), satisfying the commutation relation[
a,a†

]
= 1 and

[
b,b†

]
= 1. The fourth and fifth terms, respec-

tively, give the energy of the mechanical oscillator and its cou-
pling interaction with cavity A, where ωm is the frequency of
the mechanical resonator, x and p are dimensionless displace-
ment and momentum operators, and g0 = (ωc/L)

√
h̄/mωm is

the coupling strength between the cavity with the length L and
the mechanical resonator with mass m. The sixth and sev-
enth terms, respectively, show the energy of the atomic en-
semble and its interaction with cavity B, where ∆a is a single
atom-pump detuning and ga is the coupling strength between
the atomic ensemble and cavity modes. The last three terms
describe the interactions of the cavity field with the external
driving field εi, where εi =

√
2κPi/h̄ωi,(i = p1,p2,pr), κ is

the cavity decay rate, and δ = ωpr−ωp2 is the probe-pump
detuning.

In the case where the total number of atoms N is large
enough and all the atoms can be considered as a whole, a
collective atomic operator can be defined as A = 1√

N ∑
N
i=1 σ

(i)
ge

satisfying the bosonic commutation relation
[
A,A†

]
= 1 with

σ
(i)
ge = |g〉i 〈e| symbolizing the ith atomic transition operator.

With the introduction of the collective atomic operator A, the
Hamiltonian can be expressed as

H = h̄∆ca†a+ h̄∆cb†b+ h̄ J(a†b+b†a)+
1
2

h̄ωm(x2 + p2)

+h̄g0b†bx+ h̄∆aA†A+ h̄G(aA† +a†A)+ih̄εp1(a†−a)

+i h̄εp2(b†−b)+ i h̄εpr(b†e−iδ t −beiδ t), (2)

where G = ga
√

N signifies the coupling strength between the
cavity and the total atoms, which can be modified through
changing the number of atoms. Here, we mainly focus on the
mean response of the probe field to the hybrid dual-cavity op-
tomechanical system. According to the Heisenberg equations
dA
dt =

1
i h̄ [A(t),H] and the corresponding commutation relation,

we can obtain the equations for the mean value of the opera-
tors x, p, a, b, A as follows by using the same method as the
references:[20,21]

ẋ = ωm p,

ṗ = −ωmx+g0b†b− γm p,

ȧ = −i∆ca− iJb− iGA+ εp1−κa,

ḃ = −i∆cb− iJa− ig0bx+ εpre−iδ t + εp2−κb,

Ȧ = −(i∆a + γa)A− iGa. (3)

In Eq. (3), we phenomenologically add the cavity decay rate
κ , the atomic coherence decay rate γa and the damping rate
of the mechanical oscillator γm, and ignore quantum and ther-
mal noise terms. To solve the above equations, we make the
following ansatz:

x = x0 + x+e−iδ t + x−eiδ t ,

p = p0 + p+e−iδ t + p−eiδ t ,

a = a0 +a+e−iδ t +a−eiδ t ,

b = b0 +b+e−iδ t +b−eiδ t ,

A = A0 +A+e−iδ t +A−eiδ t , (4)

where x0, p0, a0, b0, A0 are, respectively, the steady-state so-
lutions of x, p, a, b, A. By substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (3) and
solving these equations, we can get

x0 = −g0|b0|2

ωm
,

p0 = 0,

a0 =
εp1− iJb0− iGA0

i∆c +κ
,

A0 =
−iGa0

γa + i∆a
,

b0 =
εp2− iJa0

i∆c + ig0x0 +κ
,

b− =
B1εpr

(D1 +E1 +B0)(D2 +E2−B0)+B1B2
∗ , (5)
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with

B0 =
ωmg0

2|b0|2

(γm + iδ )δ − iω2
m
,

B1 =
ωmg0

2b0
2

(γm + iδ )δ − iω2
m
,

B2 =
ωmg0

2b0
2

(−γm + iδ )δ + iω2
m
,

D1 = iδ − i (∆c +g0x0)+κ,

D2 = iδ + i (∆c +g0x0)+κ,

E1 =
J2

−i∆c + iδ +κ +
(

G2

iδ−i∆a+γa

) ,
E2 =

J2

i∆c + iδ +κ +
(

G2

iδ+i∆a+γa

) . (6)

Here, b− denotes the amplitude of the FWM generated in
this dual-cavity hybrid optomechanical system, which we are
interested in. Utilizing the input–output relationship[50,51]

bout(t) = bin(t)−
√

2κb(t). The output field from cavity B
can be given by

bout(t) = (εp2/
√

2κ−
√

2κb0)e−iωp2t

+(εpr/
√

2κ−
√

2κb+)e−i(δ+ωp2)t

−
√

2κb−ei(δ−ωp2)t

= (εp2/
√

2κ−
√

2κb0)e−iωp2t

+(εpr/
√

2κ−
√

2κb+)e−iωprt

−
√

2κb−e−i(2ωp2−ωpr)t , (7)

where the first two terms in Eq. (7), respectively, describe the
output fields at frequencies ωp2 and ωpr while the last term
depicts an output field of FWM.

A relative output field intensity of FWM from cavity B
can be defined in terms of the probe field as follows:

IFWM =

∣∣∣∣∣−
√

2κb−
εpr/
√

2κ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=

∣∣∣∣2κb−
εpr

∣∣∣∣2 . (8)

3. Results and discussion
In order to reveal the FWM process more concisely, we

choose the realistic experimental parameters of the dual-cavity
hybrid system[37,39] as λ = 1064 nm, l = 1.5 mm, m = 10 ng,
ωm = 2π × 10 MHz, κ = 2π × 1 MHz, γm = 2π × 100 Hz,
γa = 2π×5 MHz, ∆a =−1.0ωm, ∆c = 1.0ωm.

Figure 2 shows the FWM intensity IFWM as a function
of the probe-pump detuning δ/ωm for two different pump
schemes. As is shown in Fig. 2(a), when the left pump laser
is off (Pp1 = 0) but the right one is on, two strong peaks ap-
pear at δ ∼ ±ωm in the FWM spectrum, which exactly cor-
respond to the vibrational frequency of the mechanical oscil-
lator. Most interestingly, for the opposite pump schemes, i.e.,

the left pump laser on and the right one off (Pp2 = 0), the two
FWM peaks at δ ∼ ±ωm become much narrower as shown
in Fig. 2(b), while their intensity only suffers a small reduc-
tion. These important results demonstrate that this dual-cavity
hybrid optomechanical system can be used as a sensitive quan-
tum sensor, for example as a mass sensor,[52] when it is only
driven by a left pump laser. It is well known that, for a quan-
tum sensor, the spectrum width is an important factor affecting
its sensitivity.[52] The narrower the spectral width is, the more
high resolution of the sensor will be. Taking the mass sen-
sor proposed in the reference[52] as an example, its sensitivity
and resolution could be significantly enhanced by introduc-
ing a plasma into the system as the probe spectrum width was
modulated effectively.
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Fig. 2. The FWM intensity IFWM as a function of the probe-pump detuning
δ/ωm for the case: (a) Pp1 = 0 and Pp2 = 10 mW, (b) Pp1 = 10 mW and Pp2 =
0. The other parameters are taken as λ = 1064 nm, l = 1.5 mm, m = 10 ng,
ωm = 2π×10 MHz, κ = 2π×1 MHz, γm = 2π×100 Hz, γa = 2π×5 MHz,
∆a =−1.0ωm, ∆c = 1.0ωm, G = 2π×5 MHz, J = 2π×1 MHz.
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Fig. 3. (a) The FWM intensity IFWM as a function of the probe-pump detun-
ing δ/ωm for the case that Pp1 = 10 mW and Pp2 = 0 with different cavity
coupling strength J = 2π×1.0, 2π×3.5, and 2π×6.0 MHz. (b) and (c) are,
respectively, the enlarged images of the left and right peaks in (a). Other
parameters used are the same as in Fig. 2.

In the following discussions, we mainly consider the case
that only the left pump laser is opened. Figures 3 and 4, re-
spectively, present the dependence of the FWM signal on the
cavity–cavity coupling strength J and on the atom–cavity cou-
pling strength G for this pump scheme. In Fig. 3(a), the FWM
intensity IFWM is plotted as a function of the probe-pump de-
tuning δ/ωm for different coupling strength J. Figures 3(b)
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and 3(c), respectively, show the enlarged images of the left
FWM peak and the right one in Fig. 3(a). It is obvious that
with the increase of the coupling strength J both the left and
the right peak in the FWM spectrum rise sharply, i.e., the
FMW signal is significantly enhanced, and at the same time
both peaks suffer a small shift. This phenomenon can be ex-
plained as follows. With the increase of the coupling strength
between cavity A and B, it will be more and more easy for
the pump photons to enter into cavity B, and thus the number
of pump photons entering cavity B per second will increase,
which will promote the process of FWM generated in cavity B
as a result. Moreover, it is well known that increasing the pho-
ton number in the cavity can effectively shift the mechanical
frequency, so as result the FWM peaks are shifted as well.
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Fig. 4. (a) The FWM intensity IFWM as a function of the frequency detuning
δ/ωm for different atom-cavity coupling strength G = 2π × 5.0, 2π × 7.0,
and 2π × 9.0 MHz. (b) and (c) are, respectively, the enlarged images of the
left and right peaks in (a). Here, J = 2π×6.0 MHz, Pp1 = 10 mW, Pp2 = 0,
and other parameters used are the same as in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 5. The FWM intensity IFWM as a function of the frequency detuning
δ/ωm for atom-pump detuning ∆a < 0. (b) and (c) are, respectively, the en-
larged images of the left and right peaks in (a). Here J = 2π × 6.0 MHz,
G = 2π×9.0 MHz, Pp1 = 10 mW, Pp2 = 0, and other parameters used are the
same as in Fig. 2.

Figure 4 depicts the FWM intensity IFWM as a function
of the probe-pump detuning δ/ωm for different atom–cavity

coupling strength G. This figure clearly shows that the FWM
signal generated in cavity B can be significantly strengthened
via increasing the atom–cavity coupling strength G in cavity
A. In addition, it is obvious that the FWM peaks also have
some shift. The phenomena can be attributed to the indirect
modulation of cavity A to cavity B. As the atoms interact with
the cavity, the distribution of the field intensity in cavity A will
be adjusted by the atom–cavity coupling strength. Indirectly,
the field intensity of cavity B can also be affected, and as a
result the FWM signal generated in cavity B is modulated ef-
fectively by the atom–cavity coupling strength.
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Fig. 6. The FWM intensity IFWM as a function of the frequency detun-
ing δ/ωm for atom-pump detuning ∆a > 0. Other parameters used are
the same as in Fig. 5.

Figures 5 and 6 illustrate the FWM intensity IFWM as a
function of the probe-pump detuning δ/ωm for two opposite
detuning case, i.e., ∆a < 0 and ∆a > 0. Figure 5 shows that
the FWM signal is not sensitive to the atom-pump detuning
∆a for the blue detuning case, i.e., ∆a < 0. However, in the
opposite case, it is a completely different situation. As shown
in Fig. 6, for the red detuning case, i.e., ∆a > 0, the FWM in-
tensity is enhanced significantly with the increase of the atom-
pump detuning ∆a. Most interestingly, at the resonant region,
i.e., δ ∼ 0, a prominent peak appears in the FWM spectrum.
These phenomena can be easily understood as follows. When
the beat frequency δ between the probe and the pump light is
approximately equal to the frequency of the mechanical res-
onator, i.e., δ ∼±ωm, the mechanical mode starts to oscillate
coherently, which will induce the generation of FWM.[21] As
a result, two strong FWM peaks appear at δ ∼ ωm and −ωm,
respectively, as shown in Figs. 5 and 6. However, at δ ∼ 0, it is
the resonance between the pump light and the probe light that
induces the generation of the FWM. In addition, strong pump
light is also needed. It is well known that for ∆a < 0, the pump
light is strongly absorbed by the atoms,[55] so the photon num-
bers in cavity B is not enough to induce the FWM generation.
For ∆a > 0, the absorption of the atoms is reduced,[55] so more
pump photons can enter into cavity B, and as a result the FWM
process at δ ∼ 0 is opened for this case as shown in Fig. 6.
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In Fig. 7, the influence of the pump power on the FWM
intensity IFWM for the red detuning case is considered, and the
FWM intensity IFWM is plotted as a function of the frequency
detuning δ/ωm for different pump power with ∆a = 1.4ωm.
From this figure, it can be clearly observed that as the pump
power rises the FWM intensity is largely increased. Impor-
tantly, it is obvious that the resonant peak of the FWM inten-
sity at δ ∼ 0 is highly sensitive to the pump power, so it is
largely improved by the increasing pump power.

The results of Figs. 5–7 show us that this hybrid two-
cavity optomechanical system can serve as an all-optical
switch.[53,54] To illustrate this idea clearly, Fig. 8 is plotted,
which presents the FWM intensity IFWM versus the frequency
detuning δ/ωm for two different atom-pump detunings. When
∆a = −1.4ωm, as is shown in Fig. 8, there is no FWM signal
generated in this hybrid system at the resonant region (i.e.,
δ ∼ 0). However, when the atom-pump detuning ∆a is tuned
to 1.4ωm, a prominent FWM signal appears at δ ∼ 0. There-
fore, this system can act as an all optical switch, and the FWM
signal at the resonant region can be easily opened or closed by
tuning the atom-pump detuning to be positive or negative.

4. Conclusion
In conclusion, we have theoretically analyzed the FWM

effect in a dual-cavity hybrid optomechanical system. First,
we propose a mass sensor plan based on this hybrid system for
its narrow FWM spectrum, and the numerical results show that
the sensitivity and accuracy of the sensor can be improved by
adjusting the cavity–cavity or atom–cavity coupling strength.
Secondly, we find that the FWM effect at the resonant region
can be modulated by controlling the atom-pump detuning to be
positive or negative. For this reason, we put forward that the
hybrid dual-cavity optomechanical system can be used as an
all-optical switch. Finally, we hope that the proposed scheme
can be proved experimentally in the near future.
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