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An optomechanical cavity embedded with a V-type three-level atom is exploited to control single-photon
transport in a one-dimensional waveguide. The effects of the atom–cavity detuning, the optomechanical effect,
the coupling strengths between the cavity and the atom or the waveguide, and the atomic dissipation on the
single-photon transport properties are analyzed systematically. Interestingly, the single-photon transmission
spectra show multiple double electromagnetically induced transparency. Moreover, the double electromagneti-
cally induced transparency can be switched to a single one by tuning the atom–cavity detuning.
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Single-photon transport in waveguide quantum electrody-
namics systems coupled with atoms or quantum dots has
stimulated considerable interest because of its important
applications in quantum computation, quantum informa-
tion processing, and the realization of all-optical quantum
devices[1–12]. Recently, cavity optomechanics has opened
the prospect of manipulating the propagating single
photon[13–18]. It has wide applications, such as in ultrasen-
sitive measurements of the position of a mirror, allowing
for gravitational wave detection[19,20], realization of macro-
scopic quantum objects[21], and as a fundamental platform
for exploring coupling to other quantum systems[22].
With the rapid advance in optical trapping and micro-

fabrication techniques, cavity optomechanics has entered
the single-photon strong coupling regime[23,24]. Therefore,
it is convenient to control the single-photon transport
in a waveguide by means of cavity optomechanics. Based
on the model of a single-mode fiber coupled to an empty
optomechanical cavity, Ren et al.[25] derived single-photon
transmission amplitudes with a real-space approach and
explored the influences of the optomechanical cavity
and mechanical dissipation on the photon transport. Jia’s
group[26] reported a single photon scattered by an optome-
chanical cavity embedded with a two-level atom coupled
to a one-dimensional waveguide. An analogous Rabi
splitting and electromagnetically induced transparency
(EIT) -like phenomena in the single-photon spectra were
observed in different parameter regimes. It should be in-
teresting to introduce a multilevel emitter, such as a three-
level atom in such a system. Then, more controllable
parameters to manipulate the single-photon behavior
could be provided, and, hence, rich physical phenomena
are expected[27–29]. In this work, we investigate a control-
lable single-photon transport in a one-dimensional

waveguide, side-coupled to an optomechanical cavity with
a V-type three-level atom (VTA). Our results demon-
strate that the transmission spectra in the considered
system show multiple EIT phenomena. The effects of
the single-photon optomechanical coupling strength, the
optomechanics–waveguide coupling strength, the interac-
tion between the atom and the cavity, as well as the
atom–cavity detuning on the single-photon properties are
discussed. In addition, the influence of the atomic dissipa-
tion on the single-photon transport is explored.

We consider an optical waveguide coupled to an
optomechanical cavity with a VTA inside. The sketch
and atomic-level structure are shown in Fig. 1. The
Hamiltonian of the system is given by (ℏ ¼ 1)

H ¼
Z

dxaþRðxÞ
�
−iυg

∂
∂x

�
aRðxÞ

þ
Z

dxaþL ðxÞ
�
iυg

∂
∂x

�
aLðxÞ þ ω1σ11 þ ðω2 − iγ2Þσ22

þ ðω3 − iγ3Þσ33 þ ωccþc þ Ωbþb− g0cþcðbþ bþÞ
þ λ1ðcσ31 þ cþσ13Þ þ λ2ðcσ21 þ cþσ12Þ

þ V
Z

dxδðxÞ½aþRðxÞc þ aRðxÞcþ þ aþL ðxÞc

þ aLðxÞcþ�;
(1)

where aþRðxÞ½aRðxÞ� and aþL ðxÞ½aLðxÞ� are the bosonic cre-
ation (annihilation) operators of the right- and left-going
photons with group velocity υg at position x, respectively.
The energies of the levels jii ði ¼ 1; 2; 3Þ are ℏωi . σμν ¼
jμihνj (μ, ν ¼ 1; 2; 3) is the transition operator between
μ and ν. γ2 and γ3 describe the atomic dissipation rates.
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cþðbþÞ is the photon (phonon) creation operator. ωc andΩ
are the optomechanical cavity and the mechanical mode
resonance frequencies, respectively. g0 is the single-photon
coupling strength between the cavity and the mechanical
mode. λ1 and λ2 describe the interaction between the VTA
and the optomechanical cavity associated with the atomic
transitions j1i–j3i and j1i–j2i, respectively. V denotes the
coupling strength between the cavity and the waveguide.
δðxÞ implies that the interaction occurs only at x ¼ 0. The
decay rate of the photon from the optomechanical cavity
into the waveguide is given as Γ ¼ V 2∕υg.
When a single photon comes into a one-dimensional

optical waveguide, the stationary eigenstate in the
single-photon subspace for the total Hamiltonian can be
expressed as

jψi ¼
X
n

Z
dx½ϕRðx; nÞaþRðxÞj∅ijnib

þ ϕLðx; nÞaþL ðxÞj∅ijnib�
þ
X
n

ancþj∅ij ~nib þ
X
n

bnσ21j∅ijnib

þ
X
n

cnσ31j∅ijnib; (2)

where ϕRðx; nÞ and ϕLðx; nÞ denote the probability
amplitudes of the right- and left-propagating photons,
respectively. j∅i denotes that there are no photons in both
the waveguide and the cavity, as well as the atom in the
ground state. jnib represents the number state of the
mechanical mode. an describes the excitation amplitude
of the cavity. bn and cn are the probability amplitudes
of the atomic states j2i and j3i, respectively. j ~nib ¼
exp½g0ðbþ − bÞ∕Ω�jnib is the single-photon displaced num-
ber state of the mechanical oscillator, satisfying the eigen
equation

½ωccþc þ Ωbþb− g0cþcðbþ bþÞ�j1icj ~nib
¼ ðωc þ nΩ− δÞj1icj ~nib; (3)

with the photon-state frequency δ ¼ g20∕Ω. ϕR;Lðx; nÞ are
given by

ϕRðx; nÞ ¼ ½θð−xÞδnn0 þ θðxÞtn�ei½kþðn0−nÞΩυg�x ; (4)

ϕLðx; nÞ ¼ θð−xÞrne−i½kþðn0−nÞΩυg�x : (5)

For simplicity, we assume that the initial state of
the mechanical resonator is in number state jn0ib and
let n0 ¼ 0 to get numeric results. By solving the eigen
equation H jψi ¼ Ejψi, we can therefore obtain a set of
equations, expressed as follows:

−iυgðtn − δnn0Þ þ V
X
m

amUnm ¼ 0; (6)

−iυgrn þ V
X
m

amUnm ¼ 0; (7)

V
2
ðδnn0 þ tn þ rnÞ þ λ1cn þ λ2bn ¼

X
m

~ΔcðmÞamUnm;

(8)

λ2
X
m

amU nm ¼ ~Δa1ðnÞbn; (9)

λ1
X
m

amUnm ¼ ~Δa2ðnÞcn; (10)

with ~ΔcðmÞ ¼ Δc þ ðn0 −mÞΩþ δ, ~Δa1ðnÞ ¼ Δc − Δac1þ
ðn0 − nÞΩþ iγ2, ~Δa2ðnÞ ¼ Δc − Δac2 þ ðn0 − nÞΩþ iγ3.
Δac1 ¼ ω12 − ωc, Δac2 ¼ ω13 − ωc, and Δc ¼ υgk − ωc

denote the detunings between the atom or the incident
photon and the cavity, respectively. U nm ¼ hnjbj ~mib,
and E ¼ υgk þ n0Ωþ ω1. According to Eqs. (6)–(10),
the photon’s transmission and reflection spectra could
be obtained through the relations T ¼ P

njtnj2, and
R ¼ P

njrnj2. Based on the numerical results, we will
discuss the coherent transport properties of the single pho-
ton by controlling the parameters of the optomechanical
cavity and the VTA.

Firstly, we explore the influence of the atom–cavity
detuning. The group velocity of the photon is chosen as
υg ¼ 1 for numerical investigation. Figure 2 presents
the single-photon transmission spectra for different
atom–cavity detunings in the absence of the optomechan-
ical effect (i.e., g0 ¼ 0). When Δac1 ¼ Δac2 ¼ 0, as shown
in Fig. 2(a), a typical EIT is exhibited in the transmission
spectrum. With the atom–cavity detunings Δac1 ¼ 0, but
Δac2 ≠ 0, the spectra show an interesting double EIT, con-
sisting of three dips and double peaks in the transmission
spectrum, as depicted in Figs. 2(b)–2(d). Obviously, the
two peaks are associated with the two transition paths
of the three-level atom, which is confirmed by the results
in Figs. 2(b)–2(j). As the detuning Δac2 increases, the peak
on the right moves in the positive direction along the Δc

axis, but the one on the left keeps still. In addition, for far
detuning Δac2, there is a recurrence of the single EIT,
where the right peak located in the double EIT window
is removed, as shown in Fig. 2(e). The results imply that
a switch between a double EIT and a single one can be

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of a hybrid atom–optomechanical
system interacting with an optical waveguide. The hybrid system
consists of an optomechanical cavity and a VTA, and the single-
photon travels along the arrow direction in the one-dimensional
optical waveguide.
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realized by tuning the atom–cavity detuning. The case of
double atom–cavity detunings with Δac1 ≠ 0, and Δac2 ≠ 0
is also plotted in Figs. 2(f)–2(j). Figure 2(f) shows that the
double peaks are not located in the center of the EIT win-
dow. When the two detunings increase simultaneously,
the double peaks move away from the center and convert
to dips, leaving a broad transmission dip, as depicted in
Figs. 2(g)–2(j).
Next, we explore the influences of the optomechanical

coupling strength g0 on the transmission behavior of
the injected photon, as shown in Fig. 3. For g0 ¼ 0, a dou-
ble EIT appears in the symmetric spectrum, as shown in
Fig. 3(a). When the optomechanical effect is considered
(g0 ≠ 0), the spectra show a complex structure. Especially
for g0 ¼ 1, an interesting multiple double EIT occurs in
the transmission spectra, as depicted in Fig. 3(d). For
the model of the two-level atom coupled to the optome-
chanical cavity, there are two kinds of dressed states
(jψ ðþÞ

n i and jψ ð−Þ
n i, n ¼ 0; 1; 2…) in single-photon subspace

(see Fig. 3 in Ref. [26]). In the regime λ < Γ, there is a

destructive quantum interference between two transitions
from the initial state (j0icjgiaj0ib) to the two near-

degenerate dressed states (jψðþÞ
n i and jψð−Þ

nþmi), and then
a complete transmission of the single photon occurs,
resulting in an EIT structure in the transmission spectra.
Similarly, in this work, there should be three near-
degenerate dressed states in the single-photon subspace,
and then two different destructive quantum interferences
occur, which leads to the formation of two peaks in the
EIT windows. Moreover, when the optomechanical effect
is considered, the photons along the waveguide interact
with a series of energy sidebands, so multiple EITs would
emerge in the single-photon transmission spectra.

Figure 4 displays how the coupling strength between
the optomechanical cavity and the waveguide affects
the single-photon transport. It is convenient to use Γ to
characterize the coupling strength, since it describes the
decay rate of spontaneous emission into the one-
dimensional waveguide, which is given by Γ ¼ V 2∕υg.
As is seen from Fig. 4(a), when the interaction is very
feeble, for example, Γ ¼ 0.01, there are three narrow dips
at around Δc ¼ 0. When the coupled system enters the
region ðλ1; λ2Þ < Γ, the transmission dip on the left is
broadened gradually with increasing Γ. As a consequence,
a double EIT structure emerges, which is composed of two
sharp peaks and a very broad transmission dip. It is also
noted that the two small peaks on the right are suppressed
for a sufficiently strong coupling strength Γ, as demon-
strated in Fig. 4(e). In this situation, g0 < Γ, and the
optomechanical effect is very weak.

Then, we pay attention to the effect of atom–cavity cou-
pling strength on the single-photon spectra, as shown in
Fig. 5. For simplicity, we fix λ2 ¼ 0.05 and change the
value of λ1. When λ1 increases, the double EIT structure
disappears gradually, and two splitting dips emerge in the

Fig. 2. Single-photon transmission spectra for different
atom–cavity detunings. (a)–(e) Δac1 ¼ 0, and Δac2 ≠ 0.
(f)–(j) Δac1 ≠ 0, and Δac2 ≠ 0. Other parameters: g0 ¼ 0,
λ1 ¼ λ2 ¼ 0.05, γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0, Γ ¼ 0.1. All of the parameters are
in units of Ω.

Fig. 3. Single-photon transmission spectra for different optome-
chanical coupling strengths. Other parameters: λ1 ¼ λ2 ¼ 0.05,
Δac1 ¼ 0, Δac2 ¼ 0.1, γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0, and Γ ¼ 0.1. All of the param-
eters are in units of Ω.

Fig. 4. Single-photon transmission spectra for various interac-
tion strengths between the hybrid atom–optomechanical system
and the waveguide. Other parameters: g0 ¼ 0.4, λ1 ¼ λ2 ¼ 0.05,
Δac1 ¼ 0, Δac2 ¼ 0.1, γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0. All of the parameters are in
units of Ω.
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spectra, as shown in Figs. 5(d) and 5(e). As is well-known,
the structure of the single-photon spectra is decided by the
relations among these parameters: λ, Γ, and Ω. When
λ < Γ, the spectra show an EIT structure. But in the re-
gion λ ≫ Ω ≫ Γ, strong atom–cavity coupling results in
Rabi splitting of the spectra. Besides, there is an addi-
tional dip at around Δc ¼ 0 in the transmission spectra.
However, when λ2 ¼ 0, the three-level atom is equivalent
to a two-level atom, as plotted in Fig. 5(f). There are only
two splitting dips in the transmission spectrum, showing
vacuum Rabi splitting[26].
In a real system, the unavoidable loss always leads to

the leakage of photons into non-waveguide channels. Here,
the atomic loss (γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0.001) in the present system is
considered, as shown in Figs. 6 and 7. For the non-
dissipation case in Fig. 6(a), the sum of the transmission
and reflection probabilities is one (i.e., Rþ T ¼ 1) due to
no leakage of photons. When the dissipation is considered,
it is less than one, as depicted in Fig. 6(b). In addition, as
the coupling strength between the cavity and the atom
increases, the effect of atomic dissipation is suppressed,
and, then, the minima of Rþ T get closer to one, as shown
in Fig. 7.
In conclusion, we theoretically investigate the single-

photon transport along a one-dimensional waveguide
side-coupled to an optomechanical cavity embedded
with a VTA. The influences of the atom–cavity detuning,
the optomechanical effect, and the coupling strengths
between the cavity and the atom or the waveguide on
the transmitted spectra are discussed. It is found that, dif-
ferent from the case of a two-level atom, the transmission
spectra in the considered system show multiple double
EIT phenomena in a multiphonon process. By adjusting
the atom–cavity detunings, a switch between a double
EIT and a single EIT can be realized. Furthermore, it
is shown that increasing the atom–cavity coupling
strength could weaken the effect of atomic loss.

This work was partially supported by the National
Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 11504104,
11447221, and 11274148), the Scientific Research Fund

Fig. 5. Single-photon transmission spectra for various coupling
strengths between the cavity and the VTA. Other parameters:
g0 ¼ 0.4, Δac1 ¼ 0, Δac2 ¼ 0.1, γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0, and Γ ¼ 0.1. All of
the parameters are in units of Ω.

Fig. 6. (Color online) Single-photon transmission and reflection
spectra in atomic dissipation and non-dissipation cases for vari-
ous coupling strengths between the cavity and the VTA.
(a) γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0. (b)–(f) γ2 ¼ γ3 ¼ 0.001. Other parameters:
g0 ¼ 0.4, Δac1 ¼ 0, Δac2 ¼ 0.1, and Γ ¼ 0.1. All of the parameters
are in units of Ω.

Fig. 7. (Color online) Sum of transmission and reflection prob-
abilities of the single photon in atomic dissipation for various
coupling strengths between the cavity and the three-level atom.
Other parameters: g0 ¼ 0.4, Δac1 ¼ 0, Δac2 ¼ 0.1, Γ ¼ 0.1. All of
the parameters are in units of Ω.
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