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ABSTRACT

Quantum entanglement is at the heart of many applications in the field of quantum in-
formation processing. In many cases a vital part is to faithfully generate, distribute and
verify the existing entanglement. Since its first theoretical description, a multitude of
different techniques have been developed for achieving these goals. When transition-
ing from a protected laboratory environment to real-world scenarios, decoherence and
inevitable loss of photons fundamentally limits the extractable information. It is thus de-
sirable to encode as much information per photon as possible. In this sense, an important
feature of entanglement-based photonic systems is the fact that photons can be simul-
taneously entangled in multiple degrees of freedom, referred to as hyper-entanglement.
When working with hyper-entangled states, a crucial part is understanding the various
tunable parameters of the entanglement source as well as which technique to apply for
its certification and quantification. In this cumulative thesis I will present three publica-
tions guiding through the process of generating, distributing and eventually certifying
entanglement in various degrees of freedom. In the first publication the process for
generating entanglement is extensively studied and compared to theoretical predictions.
The second publication is concerned with the distribution of a hyper-entangled state in
polarization, energy-time and path as well as its subsequent verification. In the third
publication another method for certifying position-momentum entanglement is applied
which helps in understanding the entire wave function created by our entanglement
source. In summary, this thesis is concerned with the creation, distribution and certifi-
cation of photonic entanglement in various degrees of freedom.





KURZFASSUNG

Die Quantenverschränkung steht im Mittelpunkt vieler Anwendungen auf dem Gebiet
der Quanteninformationsverarbeitung. In vielen Fällen besteht ein wesentlicher Teil
darin, die vorhandene Verschränkung adäquat zu erzeugen, zu verteilen und zu veri-
fizieren. Um dieses Ziel zu erreichen wurden bereits eine VIelzahl verschiedener Tech-
nicken entwickelt. Beim Übergang von einer geschützten Laborumgebung zu realen
Szenarien wird die extrahierbare Information von Dekohärenz sowie dem unvermei-
dlichen Verlust von Photonen grundlegend limitiert. Ziel ist es daher, ein Maximum
an Information pro versendetem Photon zu kodieren. In diesem Sinne ist die Hyper-
verschränkung, also die Verschränkung von Photonen in mehreren Freiheitsgraden gle-
ichzeitig, ein wichtiger Bestandteil. Bei der Arbeit mit hyperverschränkten Zuständen
ist es von entscheidender Bedeutung, die unterschiedlichen verstellbaren Parameter der
Verschränkungsquelle zu verstehen und zu wissen, welche Technik für deren Nachweis
und Quantifizierung anzuwenden ist. In dieser kumulativen Dissertation stelle ich drei
Publikationen vor, welche durch den Prozess der Erzeugung, Verteilung und schließlich
Zertifizierung von Verschränkung in verschiedenen Freiheitsgraden führen. In der er-
sten Publikation wird der Prozess zur Erzeugung der Verschränkung eingehend unter-
sucht und mit theoretischen Vorhersagen verglichen. Die zweite Publikation befasst
sich mit der Verteilung eines hyperverschränkten Zustands in Polarisation, Energie-Zeit
und Pfad sowie seiner anschließenden Verifizierung. In der dritten Publikation wird
eine weitere Methode zum Nachweis der Verschränkung in Position-Impuls angewandt,
welche zum Verständnis der gesamt erzeugten Wellenfunktion beiträgt. Zusammenge-
fasst beschäftigt sich diese Arbeit mit der Erzeugung, Verteilung und Zertifizierung von
photonischer Verschränkung in verschiedenen Freiheitsgraden.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The aim of this introduction is to give a brief overview of the theoretical concept which
was studied during this thesis, namely quantum entanglement. Entanglement is a fun-
damental property of quantum mechanics and has been experimentally verified for a
variety of different fundamental particles such as photons [1], neutrinos [2] and elec-
trons [3], just to name a few. Transmitting information through the use of entangled
photons features advantages not met by its classical counterparts, among others, based
on the fundamental unclonability of quantum states [4]. The publications in this work
concentrate solely on entanglement-based photonic systems, which can be used in a
multitude of different technical applications, ranging from quantum key distribution
[5, 6, 7] to superdense coding [8, 9, 10], quantum computation [11, 12, 13] and tele-
portation [14, 15]. In the last decades the field of quantum information has seen rapid
progress, with a remarkable increase of scientific publications proposing various ways
to study entanglement. For this reason I will limit the following discussions exclusively
on the techniques applied within this thesis.

In section 1.1 I will briefly explain the history of quantum entanglement since its first
conception. In chapter 2 I will lead through the processes used in this thesis for generat-
ing, distributing and finally certifying entanglement. Lastly, in chapter 3, the scientific
publications are printed in original.
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CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Quantum entanglement

The first description of quantum entanglement dates back to a famous publication by
Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen in 1935 [16], where they introduced what is now known
as local realism. The argumentation is based on following two premises:

Realism: If, without in any way disturbing a system, we can predict with certainty
(i.e., with probability equal to unity) the value of a physical quantity, then there exists
an element of physical reality corresponding to this physical quantity.

Locality: A measurement performed at a spatially separated location x1 cannot
change the outcome of a measurement performed at a location x2.

In the gedankenexperiment EPR considered two particles, A and B, which are cre-
ated at the same time t = 0 travelling to two users, Alice and Bob, with opposite mo-
mentum vectors pA =−pB. Since Alice is free to choose whether she measures the mo-
mentum or the position of her particle, there has to simultaneously exist an element of
physical reality corresponding to those physical quantities. A measurement of particle
A at Alice’s site instantaneously defines the state of particle B at Bob’s site. Further-
more, since the Heisenberg uncertainty principle [17] does not allow arbitrarily precise
measurements on two non-commuting observables, EPR argued that quantum mechan-
ics cannot be considered complete and there exist ”hidden variables” not described by
the wave function. Those hidden variables would be intrinsic to each particle, such that
a measurement at Alice’s site would not instantaneously define the state of Bob’s par-
ticle, since the information about the measurement outcome has been hidden in Bob’s
particle all along, but rather just reveal one possibility of it, thus getting rid of what
Einstein called ”spooky action at a distance”. It is worth mentioning that this does not
enable superluminal communication, since the measurement outcome is still completely
random [18]. As will be explained in section 2.3 several different approaches have been
developed to disprove EPR’s argument.

When talking about quantum entanglement from a mathematical standpoint, the pos-
sible states of a quantum system are defined as state vectors in an abstract Hilbert space.
A quantum state of two particles can be considered entangled if its wave function can-
not be written as a tensor product of the individual wave functions, i. e. |ψ⟩AB ̸=
|ψ⟩A ⊗|ψ⟩B. For a two-dimensional quantum entangled system a natural basis are the

12



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

so-called Bell-states, defined as:

∣∣φ+
〉
=

1√
2
(|0⟩A |0⟩B + |1⟩A |1⟩B)∣∣φ−〉= 1√

2
(|0⟩A |0⟩B −|1⟩A |1⟩B)∣∣ψ+

〉
=

1√
2
(|0⟩A |1⟩B + |1⟩A |0⟩B)∣∣ψ−〉= 1√

2
(|0⟩A |1⟩B −|1⟩A |0⟩B)

(1.1)

where |0⟩ and |1⟩ denote the orthogonal state vectors

(
1
0

)
and

(
0
1

)
and the indices A

and B refer to the different measurement sites at Alice and Bob. If, for example, a |φ+⟩
state is created and Alice measures photon A to be in the state |0⟩, then she knows with
certainty that Bob’s photon B will also be in the state |0⟩. For an in-depth explanation
on the so-called Dirac-notation the reader is referred to [19].

When transitioning from the theoretical description of the wave-function to a real-
world scenario, as is the case in experiments, one can ask the question of what the
state-vectors actually represent. In the end, the state-vector always represents a click at
a detector. However, the experimental setup for analyzing the state has to be understood
in its entirety in order for the experimenter to come to a satisfying conclusion. This
is especially the case if the photons are entangled simultaneously in multiple degrees
of freedom (DOF), called hyper-entanglement, since a different experimental setup and
consequently theoretical model is needed for each DOF. The photons’ wave-function
can be entangled in a variety of different DOFs, such as energy-time [20], polariza-
tion [1], position-momentum [21], orbital angular momentum [22], frequency [23] and
photon number [24]. In the following chapter the DOFs used in this thesis, namely
polarization, energy-time and path will be explained in more detail.
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CHAPTER 2

EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

The publications in this thesis are concerned with entanglement in position-momentum
as well as simultaneous entanglement in the properties of polarization, energy-time and
path, called hyper-entanglement [25]. There exists a magnitude of various methods
for creating, distributing and eventually detecting entanglement, which can vary when
working with multiple DOFs [26, 27, 28, 29].

In order to faithfully generate, transmit and certify each DOF, careful considerations
about the experimental setup and which theoretical model to use have to precede the
implementations, which will be explained in the following sections.

2.1 Generating entanglement

The process for generating the entangled photon pairs used in this work is called type-0
spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC), where one pump-photon is annihi-
lated, subsequently creating two photons [30]. Because of energy ωp = ωs +ωi and
momentum conservation pp = ps + pi, the down-converted photons are entangled in
energy-time and position-momentum. Here, ωi stands for the frequency of the photons
and pi is the momentum vector. The indices stand for pump, signal and idler photon
respectively. For a thorough description on SPDC the reader is referred to Chapter 2 in
publication 3.1. When arranging the non-linear crystal in a Sagnac-configuration [31],
additionally polarization entanglement can be produced. This leads to a hyper-entangled
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

wave function which is a tensor product of the wave functions of each DOF:

|Ψ⟩Total = |ψ⟩Time ⊗|ψ⟩Polarization ⊗|ψ⟩Path . (2.1)

Note that the indices for Alice and Bob are suppressed in the following description of
the wave functions. The individual wave functions can be written as follows:

|ψ⟩Time =
1√
2
(|S⟩ |S⟩+ eiφ |L⟩ |L⟩), (2.2)

where |S⟩ stands for the short and |L⟩ for the long arm of a Franson interferometer [32].

|ψ⟩Polarization =
1√
2
(|H⟩ |H⟩+ eiρ |V ⟩ |V ⟩), (2.3)

where |H⟩ stands for horizontal and |V ⟩ for vertical polarization.

|ψ⟩Path =
1√
2
(|i⟩
∣∣i′〉− eiθ ∣∣ j′〉∣∣ j′〉), (2.4)

where |i⟩ and |i′⟩ stand for one opposing core pair while | j⟩ and | j′⟩ represents neigh-
boring opposing cores of a multi-core fiber. Each term will be explained in more detail
in section 2.3.2.

2.1.1 Intensity distribution of SPDC photons

As explained in detail in publication 3.1 there exist crucial dependencies between
pump-wavelength, SPDC crystal temperature and poling period of the crystal in re-
gards to the opening angle of the SPDC emission cone. For a thorough explanation on
the theory of SPDC, the reader is referred to Chapter 2 in publication 3.1. Since the di-
ameter of the SPDC emission cone of the entangled photons has to match the front facet
of the multi-core fiber, preliminary scans in the x and y directions in the far-field plane
of the SPDC cone were conducted. These x-y-scans were done for a temperature range
of 74◦C to 83◦C with a pump wavelength of 780.026 nm, as compared to the pump
wavelength of 775 nm from publication 3.1. The laser in these measurements was sta-
bilized on the hyperfine transition 52S 1

2
to 52P3

2
of 85Rb I via Doppler-free saturation

spectroscopy [33]. For the x-y-scan a single-mode fiber (SMF) was mounted in the
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

crystal’s far-field plane on a translation stage, which in total scanned 11x11 points with
a stepsize of 10 µm. The integration time at each step was 5 s. The results of which
are shown in Fig. 2.1. As can be seen, for lower temperatures the SPDC cone has a
ring-like shape, referred to as non-collinear, while for increasing temperatures the cone
converges to the collinear case. For the temperatures 74◦C to 76◦C an asymmetry in the
ring-structure is visible, which most likely stems from non-ideal focusing parameters.
However, for all experiments within this thesis the temperature was always greater or
equal to 77.5◦C, where this asymmetry is no longer apparent.

In publication 3.1 the theory of type-0 SPDC is extensively discussed and compared
to the experimental data obtained for this hyper-entanglement source. Furthermore, the
emission cone of the entangled photons is measured and compared to simulations. This
helps in understanding the spatial distribution of the photons as well as their correlation
widths with respect to each other. Since the opening angle of the photons’ emission
cone strongly depends on the crystal temperature, the work conducted in publication
3.1 was crucial in finding an optimal temperature in order to efficiently couple the hyper-
entangled photons into a multi-core fiber, which is used in publication 3.2. The hyper-
entangled state from Eq. 2.1 is furthermore experimentally analyzed in publication 3.2.
The multi-core fiber used for transmission will be explained in the following section.

2.2 Distributing entanglement

The most prominent ways of distributing photons is either via (horizontal) free-space
links [5, 34, 35], satellites [36, 37] or through fibers [38, 39, 40, 41]. Of course, all of
the above mentioned techniques have their own advantages and challenges. Owing to
the fact that during the course of this thesis only fibers were used for transmission, the
following discussion will be limited merely to this case, specifically to multi-core fibers.
A multi-core fiber (MCF) consists of an array of many single-mode fibers inside a single
cladding, as can be seen in Fig. 2.2. This represents a convenient way of transmitting
many signals as one. Initially designed for classical optical communication, by trans-
mitting multiple cores to different users one can use a technique called multiplexing, in
which many signals are joined into one for compressed transmission and subsequently
demultiplexed at the receiver site. With this technique the transmitted signal, and with
it the information capacity, can be greatly increased, as is also desired in certain quan-
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T = 74°C T = 75°C

T = 76°C T = 77°C

T = 78°C T = 79°C

T = 80°C T = 81°C

T = 82°C T = 83°C

Figure 2.1: Measurement of the spatial distribution of the photon’s single count
rate in the far-field for crystal temperatures 74◦C to 83◦C.
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

tum information applications. An extensive review of past and existing multi-core fiber
technology can be found in Ref. [42, 43]. By utilizing hyper-entangled states one can
furthermore increase the channel capacity in quantum communication protocols [9, 44],
effectively increasing the obtainable secure key-rate. Hyper-entanglement also proves
advantageous for improved noise resilience [45, 46, 47]

In the special case of the entanglement source used in the publications presented
here, an important aspect is the distinction between near- and far-field. While in the
near field the position of the photons is imaged on the detection module, the momentum
is imaged in the far field. Due to the aforementioned momentum-conservation it follows
that ps =−pi, resulting in strong anti-correlations when imaging the far-field plane.

A lens setup devised in publication 3.1 and publication 3.3 allows to find optimal
focusing parameters for efficiently imaging the near- and far-field plane of the crystal
onto the MCF.

In publication 3.2 these focusing parameters are used to optimize the coupling into
the MCF. Here, space division multiplexing (SDM) has been combined with hyper-
entanglement in energy-time and polarization for the first time. In the second part of
the same publication we successfully demonstrate the first simultaneous transmission
of hyper-entanglement in energy-time, polarization and path through a MCF. This MCF
consists of 19 single-mode fibers arranged in a hexagonal structure, with a length of
411m. Due to the momentum anti-correlation, the entangled photons are emitted to
diametrically opposite cores of this MCF. By guiding one core to Alice and the oppos-
ing core to Bob the entangled partner-photons can thus be conveniently transmitted to
each user. As already explained in section 2.1.1 the opening angle of the SPDC cone is
strongly temperature dependent. Thus, finding an optimal crystal temperature is crucial
for achieving high coincidence count rates. A coincidence event is defined as a simul-
taneous click at both detectors for Alice and Bob within a pre-defined coincidence time
window, which in this case was 300 ns. In order to achieve this, the crystal temperature
was scanned between 74◦C to 84◦C and the coincidence count rates were measured for
opposing MCF pairs. When looking at the results of these measurements in Fig. 2.3,
each of the 3 different ring diameters has a coincidence peak at a different temperature,
which is in line with the results from the spatial distribution scans in Fig. 2.1. For lower
temperatures the ring has a greater radius, resulting in coincidence peaks in the outer
core pairs (01/18, 05/08, 03/11), while for increasing temperature the coincidences in
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

Figure 2.2: (a) Front facet of the MCF. Note that the center core is not shown here. (b)
Various core distances for the single-mode fibers. Picture (b) taken from [48].

those cores decrease while in the inner cores they increase as expected. These measure-
ments build the foundation for the experiments conducted in publication 3.2.
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

Figure 2.3: Coincidence count rates for different crystal temperatures for opposing core
pairs of the MCF. The core-pair labels follow the labeling from Fig. 2.2 (a). As ex-
pected, 3 distinct coincidence peaks are visible for 3 temperatures, corresponding to the
3 different ring diameters of the MCF.

2.3 Certifying entanglement

Since its first theoretical description there have been many different ways for quantita-
tively analyzing entanglement. The first description to experimentally test for hidden
variables was proposed in [49], what is now called a Bell inequality violation, but there
exist numerous ways to verify entanglement. In the following sections I will give a brief
overview of the techniques used in this thesis for quantifying entanglement.

2.3.1 Schmidt number

In the literature there exist two different definitions of the Schmidt number. In the first
case the Schmidt number is defined as the rank of the reduced density matrix describing
the entangled state, which originates from the Schmidt decomposition [50]:

|Ψ⟩=
N

∑
i=0

√
λi |ψi⟩⊗ |φi⟩ (2.5)
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

where λi are real the eigenvalues and |ψi⟩ and |φi⟩ are the eigenvectors of the decompo-
sition. N represents the number of non-zero coefficients, i. e. the rank of the reduced
density matrix ρA = trB(|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|), called Schmidt number K. This Schmidt number rep-
resents the dimensionality of a system, where for a factorizable state K = 1, for a two-
dimensional polarization-entangled state K = 2 and for higher-dimensional states K > 2.

In publication [51] another measure for entanglement was introduced and also la-
beled Schmidt number. This approach draws from the fact that the more entangled a
two-photon state, the more mixed, i. e. incoherent, its one-photon states. This method
relies on the assumption that the two-photon state is pure. By measuring the overall de-
gree of coherence [52] of one subsystem, one can use this measure to draw conclusions
about the two photon state. Here, the Schmidt number is defined as the inverse purity of
the reduced density matrix:

K̃ ≡ Tr(ρB)
2

Tr(ρ2
B)

(2.6)

and following the calculations in [53] one arrives at following expression for the newly
defined Schmidt number as a quantity for incoherence of one subsystem:

K̃ ≈ 1
(2π)2

[
∫

INF(r)dr]2∫
I2
NF(r)dr

× [
∫

IFF(q)dq]2∫
I2
FF(q)dq

, (2.7)

where r and q stand for the position and transverse momentum vectors respectively.
INF(r) is the measured intensity in the near-field and IFF(q) is the measured intensity
in the far-field. It is straightforward to experimentally determine these parameters and
thus helps in quantifying the degree of entanglement present in the system.

In publication 3.1 the ’Schmidt number’ (inverse purity) is measured through the
intensity distribution of the photons in near- and far-field for different crystal temper-
atures, which is then compared to its theoretical values. The photons were probabilis-
tically split by a beamsplitter and transmitted to a single-mode fiber mounted on a x-y
translation stage (z being the propagation axis). We then scanned the x-y-plane of the
photons to map the spatial distribution of the single and coincidence counts. The ob-
tained Schmidt numbers are in good agreement with theory and allow to find the optimal
crystal temperature for achieving a high degree of entanglement.

As a final remark it is worth mentioning that both definitions of the Schmidt number
are useful quantifiers of entanglement. Both definitions are based on the eigenvalues of
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CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

the reduced density matrices. While one measures the necessary dimension needed to
represent the state mathematically, the other is rather a measure for the average degree of
entanglement of a quantum system. Also, the entanglement dimension Schmidt number
K is mostly used in its mixed state generalization, whereas the alternative definition of
the Schmidt number K̃ is assuming pure states.

2.3.2 Visibility fringe measurement

In publication 3.2 visibility fringes were measured by varying the phase between the
entangled states. If one measures a visibility in a superposition basis of greater than
71%, the photons are entangled [54]. This is straightforward to see when looking at
following relation:

Smax = 2
√

2V (2.8)

where Smax refers to the maximal achievable S-value and V refers to the measured vis-
ibility of the coincidence fringes, with a maximum value of 1. As Bell proved in his
famous paper from 1964 [49], a violation of a Bell inequality is achieved when mea-
suring a S value of greater than 2, i.e. V > 1√

2
≈ 0.71. Furthermore, violating a Bell

inequality in turn means that non-local properties reside within the quantum system.
Since entanglement is a prerequisite for non-local correlations, violating a Bell inequal-
ity is one way to certify entanglement.

As already mentioned in section 2.1, the state from publication 3.2 is hyper-entangled
in time, path and polarization. In order to analyze entanglement in the time DOF from
Eq. 2.2, two Franson interferometers [32] were used, one for Alice and one for Bob.
These consist of two unbalanced Mach-Zehnder interferometers. The entangled photons
have 4 possibilities of travelling through the interferometers. Either both photons take
the same path, short or long, or both photons take different paths. In the first scenario
one cannot temporally distinguish between the two cases. A variation of the phase dif-
ference φ of one interferometers leads to a sinusoidal behavior of the coincidence count
rate.

Because of the detection setup as shown in Figure 1 in publication 3.2, the po-
larization DOF from Eq. 2.3 is continuously measured at each phase of the Franson
interferometer.

For analyzing the path DOF of Eq. 2.4 after transmission through a MCF, two neigh-

22



CHAPTER 2. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

boring cores and their opposing cores were overlapped on two separate beamsplitters,
as shown in Fig. 2.4. This constitutes a superposition basis measurement in the path
domain. The phase of the entangled state θ was varied by varying the distance of one
core to a beamsplitter and non-local interference fringes in the coincidence count rate
were observed.

Alice Bob

𝞓𝑥

Figure 2.4: Experimental setup for measuring path visibility fringes. The entangled
photon pairs enter the setup either in the spatial modes |1⟩ and |1′⟩ or in the modes |2⟩
and |2′⟩. By varying the distance to a beamsplitter of one arm the phase θ is tuned. The
coincidence counts on the output ports are measured with superconducting nanowire
single photon detectors (SNSPDs).

The entangled photon pairs from the source are of the form:

|ψ⟩Path =
1√
2
(|1⟩

∣∣1′〉− eiθ |2⟩
∣∣2′〉), (2.9)

where the input modes form an orthogonal basis. The beamsplitter (BS) unitarily trans-
forms this state via:

|1⟩ BS
=⇒ 1√

2

(
1 i

i 1

)(
1
0

)
=

1√
2

(
1
i

)
=

1√
2
(|1⟩+ i |2⟩) (2.10)
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and for the other modes it follows analogously:

∣∣1′〉 BS
=⇒ 1√

2

(∣∣1′〉+ i
∣∣2′〉) (2.11)

|2⟩ BS
=⇒ 1√

2
(i |1⟩+ |2⟩) (2.12)

∣∣2′〉 BS
=⇒ 1√

2

(
i
∣∣1′〉+ ∣∣2′〉) (2.13)

Inserting Eq. 2.10 to Eq. 2.13 into Eq. 2.9 one ends up with the final wave function
after transmission through the beamsplitter:

|Ψ⟩= 1
2
√

2

[(
1+ eiθ

)(∣∣11′
〉
−
∣∣22′
〉)

+
(

i− ieiθ
)(∣∣12′

〉
+
∣∣21′
〉)]

(2.14)

By calculating the absolute square ⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ one obtains the coincidence probability am-
plitudes Pi j for each output-port combination:

P11′ ∝ cos2 (θ

2

)
P22′ ∝ cos2 (θ

2

)
P12′ ∝ sin2 (θ

2

)
P21′ ∝ sin2 (θ

2

) (2.15)

In all cases the visibility was calculated with

V =
CCmax −CCmin

CCmax +CCmin
(2.16)

where CCmax,min represents the maximum and minimum value of the coincidences.

2.3.3 Inferred Heisenberg uncertainty principle

Another possibility of proofing entanglement is via a violation of Heisenberg’s uncer-
tainty principle. As already mentioned in section 1.1, EPR based their argumentation
on local-realistic premises. In order to be able to experimentally verify or refute those
arguments, an inferred Heisenberg uncertainty principle was introduced in [55]. By
measuring correlation widths in two complementary bases to be smaller than allowed
by this inequality, EPR’s local-realistic premises cannot hold, thus the photons can be
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considered entangled [56, 57]:

∆
2
min(rA|rB)∆

2
min(pA|pB)>

h̄2

4
, (2.17)

∆2
min(rA|rB) is the minimum inferred variance representing the minimum uncertainty in

inferring transverse position rA of Alice’s photon conditioned upon measuring Bob’s
photon rB (analogously defined for the momentum p).

In publication 3.3 the idea first proposed by EPR in [16] to use position-momentum
entangled photons has been extensively studied. We verified position-momentum entan-
glement for our entanglement source by scanning the spatial distribution of the coinci-
dence counts in the near- and far-field plane.
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CHAPTER 3

PUBLICATIONS

3.1 Spatial and spectral characterization of telecommunication-
wavelength photon pairs created in a type-0 MgO:ppLN
crystal

In this publication the relation between SPDC emission cone, Schmidt number and tem-
perature of the non-linear crystal is experimentally studied and compared to theory. We
furthermore measured the emission spectrum of the entanglement source for different
crystal temperatures. Since both the emission cone and the Schmidt number are highly
temperature-dependent, finding the optimal crystal temperature is a prerequisite for the
experiments to follow. The results of this publication were directly applied in publica-
tion 3.2.

I contributed by conducting the measurements of the photons’ spatial distribution at
different temperatures together with Evelyn Ortega as well as helping Mirela Selimovic
in building the spectrometer and comparing the experimental data with simulations.
Furthermore, I calculated the Schmidt numbers from the obtained data.
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The thorough characterization of entangled-photon sources is vital for their optimal use in quantum communica-
tion. However, this task is not trivial at telecommunication wavelengths. While cameras and spectrometers are well
developed for visible and near-infrared spectra, this does not apply in the mid-infrared range. Here, we present a
spatial and spectral characterization of photon pairs emitted in a type-0 phase-matched spontaneous parametric
downconverted source. We experimentally show how these photon properties are modified by the crystal tempera-
ture. This parameter allows easy modification of photon-pair properties to fit multiplexing schemes based on only
one entanglement photon source. Our results pave the way for the optimal design and use of spatial and spectral
properties of quantum-correlated photon pairs at telecommunication wavelengths. © 2022 Optica Publishing Group

https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.475583

1. INTRODUCTION

Nonclassical light is at the heart of a large number of applica-
tions in quantum communication [1], quantum imaging [2,3],
and quantum computation [4]. For generating nonclassical
light, the most well-studied and widely used process is spon-
taneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) [5,6]. SPDC
photons can feature quantum correlations in a variety of degrees
of freedom such as polarization [7], time [8,9], space [10,11],
or frequency [12]. In particular, high-dimensional entangled
systems have been promising in multiplexing schemes [13–15]
and high-dimensional encoding [16,17].

Downconverted photons are spatially and spectrally corre-
lated due to the momentum and energy conservation during
the SPDC process. These correlations depend on the pump
beam’s properties and the phase-matching condition associated
with the nonlinear crystal properties [18]. In periodically poled
crystals, the photon-pair emission characteristics can be tuned
by varying the crystal temperature [19]. In particular, it can be
used to change the photon pair’s spectral and spatial properties,
i.e., from collinear to noncollinear propagation, as well as from

degenerate to nondegenerate cases. The crystal temperature is
an easily accessible parameter in entangled photon-pair source
setups since it is adjusted by an electronic controller. Therefore,
manipulating and optimizing spatial and spectral correlations
by tuning the crystal temperature could be the way to tailor
SPDC photons for desirable applications without changing
optical components in the source configuration.

Spatial correlations have been thoroughly investigated for
type-I and type-II phase-matched SPDC, including their
dependence on the pump waist [20,21], crystal length [22],
crystal temperature [23], and phase-matching condition [24].
Furthermore, the near-field correlations for type-I phase-
matched SPDC have been experimentally investigated [25,26].
Type-0 phase-matched SPDC sources have exceptionally high
brightness and a broad spectrum [27], which can be exploited
to generate photon pairs in the telecommunication band for
distribution through optical fibers [28]. These features allow
for a wide range of integration into existing communication
infrastructure [29,30] and the implementation of multi-user
networks [31]. Recently, for photon pairs at telecommunication

0740-3224/23/010165-07 Journal © 2023 Optica Publishing Group
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wavelengths generated in type-0 phase-matched SPDC, certi-
fication of position-momentum entanglement has been done
[17]. Still, spatial correlation characterization based on crystal
temperature has not been implemented yet, whereas the spectral
correlation has been analyzed for type-II phase-matched SPDC
[32,33]. In this spectral region, there are technical difficulties in
collecting and analyzing spatial and spectral distributions due
to the lack of compact and efficient single-photon cameras and
spectrometers.

In this paper, we study the crystal-temperature depend-
ency of the transverse momentum and spectrum of photon
pairs generated by type-0 phase-matched SPDC around
1550 nm. We implement a versatile experimental setup where
the phase matching is changed through temperature control in
a magnesium-oxide-doped periodically poled lithium niobate
(MgO:ppLN) crystal. This analysis includes collinear and
noncollinear emission scenarios. We evaluate momentum cor-
relations of photon-pair emission through stepwise scanning
at the far-field plane. Additionally, we quantify their spatial
entanglement using the so-called Schmidt number. Finally, we
measure the downconverted photons’ spectral characteristics by
a tunable wavelength filter at different crystal temperatures. Our
results provide a comprehensive and precise characterization
of spatial and spectral properties of photons pairs, which can
help develop novel quantum communication schemes based on
high-dimensional entangled systems.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we recall the
theory of the type-0 phase-matched SPDC process, placing spe-
cial emphasis on the temperature dependence. In Section 3, our
experimental setups are explained, including the photon-pair
source as well as the measurement of spatial and spectral correla-
tions. Our results are presented and discussed in Section 4. We
summarize and conclude our findings in Section 5.

2. THEORY OF TYPE-0 PHASE-MATCHING
SPDC

We briefly recall the theoretical description of type-0 SPDC
sources and compute the characteristics of photon pairs gener-
ated in a MgO:ppLN crystal. In SPDC, a pump photon (p) of
angular frequencyωp propagating through a nonlinear material
is annihilated, creating two correlated photons labeled signal
(s ) and idler (i ) of angular frequencies ωs and ωi , respectively.
Let us assume that the pump photon propagates along the z axis
of a periodically poled crystal with a poling period of length3.
The SPDC process must satisfy the conservation of energy and
momentum, which results in ωp =ωs +ωi , and the quasi-
phase-matching (QPM) condition 1k= kp − ks − ki − km

[19], where kp , ks , and ki are the wave vectors of the respective
pump, signal, and idler photons, and km is the grating wave
vector defined by |km | = 2π/3. Thus, the bi-photon mode
function in the momentum representation is given by [10]

8(qs , qi , ωs , ωi )∝ E p(qs + qi )

× sinc

(
L

4kp
|qs − qi |

2
+ ϕ(T, λ)

)
. (1)

Here, L is the crystal length, and qs (qi ) is the transverse wave
vector of the signal (idler) photon, i.e., q j = (qx j , q y j ). The

angular spectrum of the pump beam E p(qs + qi ) typically is
represented as a Gaussian function. The sinc function, called
the phase-matching function, plays a crucial role in the spec-
tral and spatial properties of the photon pairs. The collinear
phase-mismatch parameter ϕ(T, λ) relates the possible wave-
length combinations of the three photons (λp , λi , λs ) and the
crystal temperature T through the refractive indices n p , ns ,
and ni , defined by the Sellmeier equation associated with the
crystal [34]:

ϕ(T, λ)= πL

(
n p(T, λp)

λp
−

ns (T, λs )

λs
−

ni (T, λi )

λi
−

1

3

)
.

(2)
The momentum conservation in the process guarantees that

signal and idler photons are emitted with opposite transverse
wave vectors, which means that qs =−qi . Hence, in the far-
field plane of the crystal, we observe a photon pair distribution
at opposite transverse positions, i.e., they are anti-correlated.
Due to the rotational symmetry in the emission, it is sufficient
to consider only one transverse coordinate to calculate the emis-
sion angle relative to the principal axis of the crystal. Thus, for
the x axis,

θ j = arctan
|qx j
|∣∣kz j

∣∣ , (3)

with |kz j |being the longitudinal wave vector component, where
collinear emission corresponds to θ j ≈ 0, i.e., signal and idler
photons are emitted in the same direction as the pump photon.

To compare the theoretical predictions with our experimental
results, we consider the following input parameters: pump
wavelength of λp ∼ 775 nm, crystal parameters L= 40 mm,
and 3= 19.2 µm. We compute the spectral properties by
the square modulus of the phase-matching function and the
emission angle by Eq. (3), displayed in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b),
respectively. Figure 1(a), for crystal temperatures from 80◦C
to 84◦C, shows spectral degeneracy, i.e., λi = λs . For higher
temperatures up to 88◦C, photon pairs show nondegenerate
wavelengths with tunability over 1490–1617 nm. Another
spectral characteristic that has shown temperature dependence
is the spectral bandwidth [27]. The full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) bandwidth is determined by crystal length
and the photon pairs’ group velocity mismatch, resulting in a
broad spectrum close to the degenerate case. Here, the FWHM
is about 60 nm and decreases in nondegenerate wavelength
until ∼12 nm at T= 90◦C for signal and idler, separately.
In Fig. 1(b), we observe the relation between emission angle
and wavelength of photon pairs depending on the crystal tem-
perature. Different photon-pair wavelength selections affect
the emission angle at the same temperature. The blue line
represents the degenerate case with λs = λi = 1550.1 nm,
showing collinearity at T≈ 84◦C. The red line represents a
nondegenerate case with λi = 1551.72 nm, λs = 1548.52 nm,
which results in a collinear cone at T≈ 85◦C. In Fig. 1(c), we
can see the QPM transition of signal and idler photons from
noncollinear to collinear propagation from Eq. (1).

Note that Eq. (2) shows that changing the crystal temperature
produces a variation on the collinear phase-mismatch parameter
ϕ. Therefore, we must observe a substantial variation of the
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λs λi
λs λi

Fig. 1. (a) Numerically calculated center wavelength for photons emitted from MgO:ppLN crystal as a function of its temperature considering the
emission angle is 0◦. (b) Calculated emission angle of photon pairs as a function of crystal temperature. For illustration, we selected the degenerate case
(blue) and a nondegenerate one (red). (c) Representation of spatial intensity distribution of the photons at the far-field plane with λi = 1551.72 nm
and λs = 1548.52 nm at four crystal temperatures: 80◦, 82◦, 85◦, and 88◦C.

intensity distribution in the far field (momentum correlation)
for different crystal temperature settings. In contrast, in the near
field (position correlation), this remains unaffected [26] for a
variation on crystal temperature. For this reason, we focus on the
analysis of the momentum correlation.

3. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

A. Photon-Pair Source

The experimental setup of the type-0 phase-matched SPDC
source is shown in Fig. 2. A 775 nm continuous-wave (cw)
pump laser is coupled into a single-mode fiber (SMF) and sent
through a polarizing beam splitter (PBS) and a half-wave plate
(HWP) to adjust the pump beam’s polarization for which the
type-0 phase matching was designed. The collimated pump
beam is focused with a plano–convex lens L0 with focal length
f0 = 250 mm at the center of a 40 mm long MgO:ppLN crystal
with a poling period of 3= 19.2 µm. The resulting pump
waist in the center of the crystal is∼80 µm. The nonlinear crys-
tal is mounted in an oven allowing a homogeneous temperature
distribution inside the oven where the crystal temperature is set
with a precision of ±0.1◦C. The emitted SPDC photons are
separated from the pump beam with a dichroic mirror (DM)
and spectrally cleaned with a long-pass filter (LPF). The lens L1

is located at a focal distance f1 = 200 mm from the center of the
crystal, performing a Fourier transform of its transverse plane at
the focal distance f1.

B. Spatial Correlation Measurement

To analyze the spatial correlations of the photon pairs emitted
by our source and its dependence on crystal temperature, we
implemented scanning measurements in the near field and
far field of the signal and idler mode (see Fig. 2). At the output
of the source, the signal and idler photons were split proba-
bilistically on a 50:50 beam splitter (BS). For recording the
far-field plane, we implemented an imaging system 2 f2/2 f3

(2 f ′2/2 f ′3) with lenses L2 and L3 (L′2 and L′3) with focal lengths
of f2 = f ′2 = 150 mm and f3 = f ′3 = 4.5 mm. This configu-
ration results in a magnification factor of MFF = 0.03. For
recording the near-field plane, the crystal’s center is imaged
with a 2 f1/2 f2 (2 f1/2 f ′2) system using lenses L1 and L2 (L′2) in
each arm. This configuration results in a magnification factor of
MNF = 0.75.

In the near- and far-field configurations, the photon pairs
were collected in their respective detection planes by two tele-
communication wavelength SMFs mounted on translation
stages. Due to the symmetry in SPDC photon emission, we per-
formed for the idler a plane scan (xi , y i ) and for the signal just a
linear scan along the x axis (xi , y i = 0). The scan was performed
over 100 µm in steps of 10 µm, which were chosen following
the mode field diameter of the SMF∼10.4 µm. For each crystal
temperature, we recorded 213

= 9261 data points, correspond-
ing to three-dimensional measurement settings (xi , y i ; xs ).
The wavelengths of the signal and idler were filtered by appro-
priate wavelength-division-multiplexing (WDM) channels
with a spectral FWHM of 0.6 nm. We chose wavelength chan-
nels centered at λi = 1551.72 nm and λs = 1548.52 nm for a
detailed analysis, as they are close to the central wavelength. The
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Fig. 2. Experimental setup of the type-0 phase-matched SPDC source and experimental spatial correlation measurement. A 40 mm long
MgO:ppLN crystal was mounted in an oven heated to a specific temperature. It was pumped with a 775 nm cw laser (blue line) to emit SPDC photon
pairs at telecommunication wavelength (red lines). The lens L1 is located at focal distance f1 = 200 mm from the center of the crystal. Two optical
configurations are used to implement either near- or far-field measurements. For the near-field measurement, L2 (L′2) was located at a distance f1 + f2

( f1 + f ′2) from L1, and the fiber translation stages were placed at the focal distance f2 = f ′2 = 150 mm from L2 (L′2). For the far-field measurement,
L3 (L′3) was mounted at the focal distance f2 + f3 ( f ′2 + f ′3) from L2 (L′2), and the fiber translation stage was moved back at the focal distance
f3 = f ′3 = 4.5 mm from L3 (L′3). In both scenarios, the photons were detected using superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPD).

output ports of the WDMs were connected to superconducting
nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPD) with ∼80% effi-
ciency and dark-count rates of∼102 Hz. Detection events were
digitized and time-stamped with the aid of a time-tagging mod-
ule (TTM). For each crystal temperature, we collected at the
position of fibers 1 s the single and coincidence counts between
signal and idler. The coincidence counts were identified when
both detectors registered photons within a 200 ps time window.

C. Spectral Correlation Measurement

The second parameter in consideration is the spectral distribu-
tion of the photon pairs as a function of crystal temperature. The
spectral characterization of the entangled photon-pair source
was achieved via spectral separation of SPDC photons by setting
up a tunable wavelength filter utilizing a reflective diffraction
grating.

In this case, after lens L1 and LPF (see Fig. 2), both signal and
idler photons were coupled into an SMF and directed to the
input of the tunable wavelength filter setup [see Fig. 3(a)]. After
the SMF, the SPDC photons propagated towards a dispersive
grating in free space. By reflection on the periodic grating, the
SPDC photons were diffracted and fanned out, resulting in a
spatially continuous wide signal. An SMF at the output acted
as a wavelength filter of the fanned-out broad signal. The grat-
ing was positioned onto a rotation stage, and by rotation, the
wavelength section that is led to the detector is altered.

The angular dispersion of the grating is 1.46 nm/mrad, which
resulted in a wavelength section width of 1.25 nm that is cou-
pled into the output SMF of the tunable wavelength filter setup.
It defines the width of the wavelength bins that are detected for
each rotation step. The width was determined by connecting
and varying the wavelength of a tunable laser with fixed grating
position resulting in Fig. 3(b). FWHM of the Gaussian-shaped

Fig. 3. (a) Experimental setup of the single-mode optical spectrom-
eter optimized for telecommunication wavelengths. The signal of the
entangled photon-pair source is coupled out from the optical fiber and
led onto a blazed grating G. Subsequently, the beam is partially cou-
pled into another single-mode fiber connected to a SNSPD. (b) The
experimental curve for the coupling of a wavelength tunable laser at
fixed grating position is shown. The full width at half maximum of the
Gaussian-shaped curve was determined to be C= 1.25± 0.05 nm
and can be interpreted as the smallest perceptible difference in the
wavelength measurable with our filter setup.

curve is C= 1.25 nm, which can be interpreted as the resolution
of our spectrum analyzer.

The output SMF of the tunable wavelength filter was con-
nected to an SNSPD channel. By step-wise rotation, a full
spectrum scan of the SPDC photons was recorded. The mea-
sured property is the count rate of single photons per wavelength
bin emerging from the SPDC process. Each rotation step was
collected and registered with the TTM over 10 s.

4. RESULTS

A. Spatial Correlations of Type-0 Phase-Matched
SPDC

1. ScanResults

We recorded the transverse momentum of the signal and idler
photons by scanning its far-field planes for crystal temperatures
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Fig. 4. Measurement of the photon spatial distribution in the far
field for crystal temperatures 80◦, 82◦, 85◦, and 88◦C from top to
bottom. (a)–(d) Average single counts per second for every (xi , y i ).
(e), (f ) Coincident counts per second for every (xi , x s ), when fiber
positions (y i , y s ) are at 0µm.

ranging from 80◦C to 90◦C in steps of 0.5◦C. To obtain the sin-
gle count rate for every (xi , y i )position, we average the recorded
counts of the idler mode over all positions of the (xs , y s = 0)
motor stage, which corresponds to an integration time of 21 s at
each point. Furthermore, coincidence count rates were obtained
for linear scans, i.e., (xi , y i = 0) and (xs , y s = 0).

Figure 4 shows the significant experimental results of the
transverse plane scan in the far field over all crystal temperatures.
Figures 4(a)–4(d) show the single count rates for crystal temper-
atures 80◦, 82◦, 85◦, and 88◦C, respectively. Figures 4(e)–4(h)
depict the coincidence count rates at the same temperatures. It
should be noted that the single count rates correspond to the
far-field intensity profile of the photons. In the same plane, the
coincidence count rates evidence the anti-correlations in trans-
verse momenta. All experimental data are normalized to their
maximum values since the fiber coupling and SPDC efficiency
change for each crystal temperature.

These experimental results demonstrate that the variation
in crystal temperature modifies the spatial distributions of the
single and coincidence count rates in the far field. Based on
the crystal temperature dependence of the phase-matching
function, the collinear case is found at T= 85◦C in Fig. 4(c),
where the photon pairs are distributed in a small central spot
with the highest coincidence count rate in Fig. 4(g). Decreasing
the temperature below the collinear case, i.e., T< 85◦C, yields
the SPDC ring-opening in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). The radius
of the SPDC ring increases while the radial thickness of the ring

decreases accordingly. In this case, the coincidence count rates
are obtained by linear scans so that they are registered along
the x axis in opposite emission directions, as shown in the non-
collinear cases in Figs. 4(e) and 4(f ). Alignment imperfections
cause asymmetries in noncollinear cases when the SPDC ring
expands. Figure 4(h) shows that for T> 85◦C, the efficiency
of the nonlinear process decreases drastically. This is due to the
SPDC photon intensity distribution exhibiting as multiple
secondary rings in Fig. 4(d), not just in the central spot as in the
collinear case. The experimental results in Fig. 4 are qualitatively
in good agreement with theoretical predictions depicted in
Fig. 1(c) at the same crystal temperatures.

2. SchmidtNumber Estimation

To quantify the spatial correlations of photon pairs as a function
of crystal temperature, we use the Schmidt number [24]. We
determine the Schmidt number of the entangled photon pairs
by comparing the near- and far-field intensity distributions as
introduced in [23]. (This method allows verifying entanglement
by measuring one subsystem with the assumption that the
bipartite state is pure. The more entangled the bipartite state,
the more incoherent are its one photon states. By measuring the
overall degree of coherence of one subsystem, one can then make
assumptions about the overall quantum state.) This approach
draws from classical coherence theory to estimate the Schmidt
number K through

K≈
1

(2π)2

[∫
INF(r)dr

]2∫
I2
NF(r)dr

×

[∫
IFF(q)dq

]2∫
I2
FF(q)dq

, (4)

where INF(r) is the intensity in the near field, and IFF(q) is the
intensity in the far field [17,25]. Here, the spatial correlations
are not needed to calculate the Schmidt number [23].

The Schmidt numbers obtained from our experimental data
for each crystal temperature are presented in Fig. 5. Orange
dots correspond to experimental data, and error bars result from
the Poissonian photon counting statistics and Gaussian error
propagation. We calculated K using Eq. (4) with the theoretical
description for the momentum representation given by Eq. (1),
and the position representation is obtained through the Fourier
transform of Eq. (1). Our experimental results are in good
agreement with theory prediction considering the noncollinear
and collinear propagation by varying the crystal temperature.
Discrepancies between theory and experimental results can
be explained by the motor mechanical backslash, temperature
fluctuation during long measurements, and high sensitivity to
alignment. Figure 5 shows that starting from T= 80.0◦C, the
value of K decreases as the temperature increases until reaching
its minimum value K≈ 18 at T= 85.5◦C. This point is close to
the collinear case and marks an inflection point. If the tempera-
ture rises above T> 85.5◦C, K starts to increase irregularly with
oscillations. The multiple SPDC rings that can be recognized
in its spatial distribution increase the spatial modes of Schmidt
decomposition [c.f. Eq. (1)]. Although K is higher as crystal
temperature increases, the emission intensity drops rapidly.
This is in contrast to T< 85.5◦C, where the SPDC photons are
emitted in only one ring that is opened up while the radial thick-
ness of the ring decreases. This corroborates that the amount of
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Fig. 5. Schmidt number while varying the crystal temperature
for photon pairs generated with our type-0 phase-matched SPDC
source. The experimental (orange dots) and theoretical (dashed blue
line) Schmidt numbers were obtained from far-field and near-field
intensities. The theoretical prediction was obtained by considering the
SPDC photon state given by Eq. (1) and its Fourier transform.

spatial entanglement could be increased by changing the crystal
temperature.

B. Temperature-Dependent Spectrum in Type-0
Phase-Matched SPDC

We measured the spectrum of the entangled photon-pair source
for different crystal temperatures in a range from 82.5◦C to
90◦C. Figure 6 shows the theoretical and experimental normal-
ized SPDC emission spectra at different crystal temperatures.
Solid lines represent the measured spectra of the photon pairs
with crystal temperatures 82.5◦, 84.5◦, 86.5◦, 88.5◦, and 90◦C.
Dashed lines are the theoretically predicted curves for the tem-
peratures of the Sellmeier equation for MgO:ppLN crystals
[34]. It can be observed how the SPDC spectra change from
degenerate to nondegenerate wavelengths while increasing

Fig. 6. Experimentally (solid lines) and theoretically calculated
(dash lines) normalized emission spectra as a function of the wave-
length of the type-0 entangled photon-pair source for different crystal
temperatures. Data were collected with the tunable wavelength filter
setup.

crystal temperature. Also, we can distinguish the large band-
width characteristic for type-0 phase-matched SPDC around
the degeneracy temperature ∼84◦C. It is evident from Fig. 6
that the source produces degenerate photons at a spectral
FWHM bandwidth of ∼40 nm. The bandwidths of the
emission spectra decrease for higher temperatures.

Although the experimental spectra are in good agreement
with the theoretically estimated spectra, for nondegenerate
cases, we observed some asymmetry in the recorded intensities.
A plausible explanation for the observed asymmetry lies in the
fact that photons with lower frequencies diverge more than
its twin photons, resulting in a lower coupling efficiency into
the SMF and, thus, lower count rates. Another relevant fac-
tor that could contribute to the asymmetry is the wavelength
dependence of the detector efficiency since the detector has an
efficiency peak at 1550 nm. For higher wavelengths, the effi-
ciency decreases, resulting in lower detector efficiency. The fact
that the asymmetry in the measured intensities increases with
increasing degeneracy is consistent with both explanations.

5. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the spatial and spectral properties of
photon pairs at telecommunication wavelengths generated in
a type-0 phase-matched SPDC source by varying the crystal
temperature. The spatial correlations were experimentally
measured by a scanning approach, while spectral properties
were measured with a single-mode optical spectrometer opti-
mized for telecommunication wavelengths. We further report
a good agreement between experimental results and theoretical
predictions. As expected, different crystal temperatures allow
significant changes from noncollinear to collinear emissions and
degenerate to nondegenerate wavelengths. Crystal temperature
is an accessible parameter in entangled photon-pair sources,
and we have proven that it is an excellent tool to tailor them to
different configurations.

Our results have practical importance in developing entan-
glement distribution schemes based on spatial and spectral
correlations. This is particularly interesting in photon pairs at
telecommunication wavelengths that can be incorporated into
deployed telecommunication infrastructures and integrated
with different optical fibers. Recent implementations of mul-
ticore fiber space-division [35] and entanglement distribution
multiplexing [14,31] enhance the quantum channel perform-
ance in quantum communication protocols. Combined with
our results, these implementations enable novel communication
schemes with multiple users selecting configurations according
to crystal temperature. Our characterization provides a pathway
for entanglement spatial and spectral distribution in quantum
networks and brings more flexibility to entangled photon-pair
sources.
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CHAPTER 3. PUBLICATIONS

3.2 Simultaneous transmission of hyper-entanglement in
3 degrees of freedom through a multicore fiber

For this publication we combined the technique of space division multiplexing through
a multi-core fiber with hyper-entanglement in energy-time and polarization. We further-
more verified simultaneous transmission of a high-dimensional hyper-entangled state in
the degrees of energy-time, polarization and path through a multi-core fiber for the first
time, to the best of our knowledge.

I contributed by planning the experiment with Rupert Ursin and Sebastian Ecker.
I built the experimental setup for analyzing energy-time entanglement together with
Lukas Bulla and Sebastian Ecker and helped Michael Bartokos in building the module
for analyzing path entanglement. Furthermore, I conducted all measurements with help
from Lukas Bulla and Michael Bartokos and analyzed the obtained data for energy-time
and polarization entanglement. Entanglement in the path degree of freedom was ana-
lyzed together with Marcus Huber. I wrote the paper together with help from Sebastian
Ecker and Marcus Huber.
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ARTICLE OPEN

Simultaneous transmission of hyper-entanglement in three
degrees of freedom through a multicore fiber
Lukas Achatz 1,2✉, Lukas Bulla1,2, Sebastian Ecker 1,2, Evelyn A. Ortega 1,2, Michael Bartokos1, Juan Carlos Alvarado-Zacarias3,
Rodrigo Amezcua-Correa3, Martin Bohmann1,2, Rupert Ursin1,2 and Marcus Huber1,2✉

Entanglement distribution is at the heart of most quantum communication protocols. Inevitable loss of photons along quantum
channels is a major obstacle for distributing entangled photons over long distances, as the no-cloning theorem forbids the
information to simply be amplified along the way as is done in classical communication. It is therefore desirable for every
successfully transmitted photon pair to carry as much entanglement as possible. Spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC)
creates photons entangled in multiple high-dimensional degrees of freedom simultaneously, often referred to as hyper-
entanglement. In this work, we use a multicore fiber (MCF) to show that energy-time and polarization degrees of freedom can
simultaneously be transmitted in multiple fiber cores, even maintaining path entanglement across the cores. We verify a fidelity to
the ideal Bell state of at least 95% in all degrees of freedom. Furthermore, because the entangled photons are created with a center
wavelength of 1560 nm, our approach can readily be integrated into modern telecommunication infrastructure, thus paving the
way for high-rate quantum key distribution and many other entanglement-based quantum communication protocols.

npj Quantum Information            (2023) 9:45 ; https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-023-00700-0

INTRODUCTION
Quantum-information science has seen rapid progress in recent
years. Quantum entanglement is one of the driving forces behind
quantum-information processing, and its generation and distribu-
tion are therefore of utmost importance. Among many other
applications, quantum key distribution (QKD)1–3, quantum com-
putation4,5 and superdense coding6 heavily rely on the presence
of entanglement. A key feature of photons is that they can be
simultaneously entangled in multiple of their degrees of freedom
(DOF), thus creating hyper-entangled states7–11. By exploiting
hyper-entanglement one can greatly increase the dimensionality
of the resulting Hilbert space, effectively increasing the quantum
information per transmitted photon12.
Another way of increasing the transmission rate has been a

standard in the classical telecommunication industry for quite
some time, namely multiplexing. Here, many signals are combined
(multiplexed) into one transmission channel and separated (de-
multiplexed) at the receiver site. In the quantum regime,
multiplexing can be used to overcome the timing limitations
imposed by the timing precision and dead time in the detection
module, and hence significantly increase the secure key rate13.
In recent years, the interest in multiplexing of entangled

photons in different DOFs has grown13–17. Achieving coherence
and entanglement in the multiplexed DOFs offers another exciting
avenue for high-rate quantum communication: directly encoding
in energy-time or spatial DOFs also allows for high-dimensional
protocols, which offer increased capacity in high-dimensional QKD
protocols18–20 as well as improved noise resilience21–23, essentially
only limited by the spatial or temporal resolution of the detection
scheme.
In this article, we present an experiment separated into two

parts, in which we prove successful transmission of spatial,
energy-time as well as polarization entanglement through more
than 400 m of multicore fiber (MCF). First, we certified hyper-

entanglement in polarization and energy-time and combined it
with the technique of space-division multiplexing. The entangled
photons were spatially multiplexed using a multicore fiber, which
consists of 19 single-mode fibers inside a single cladding,
connected to a fan-in/fan-out device. We verified entanglement
for four randomly chosen opposite core pairs of the MCF and
achieved visibilities up to 94% in both energy-time and
polarization.
In a second step, we verified the transmission of path

entanglement through the MCF by non-locally interfering two
neighboring core pairs on two separate beamsplitters. By varying
the phase between the photon pairs, visibility fringes with a
visibility up to 96% were measured. As the core pairs are identical,
we can conclude that the MCF is indeed capable of transmitting
hyper-entanglement in all DOFs faithfully.
The presented approach opens up the possibility of using a

single source for generating hyper-entangled photons and
efficiently distribute them through a MCF. Furthermore, because
the wavelength of the entangled photons is centered around
1560 nm, the presented approach can be readily integrated into
existing telecommunication infrastructure, thus paving the way for
higher transmission rates in existing and future QKD protocols as
well as other quantum-information applications. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first demonstration of transmitting a hyper-
entangled state in three DOFs through a multicore fiber.

RESULTS
Energy-time and polarization entanglement analysis
In the first part of the experiment, we simultaneously studied the
entanglement in the energy-time and polarization domain. The
experimental setup consists of a high-dimensional photon pair
source and different analysis setups both at Alice’s and Bob’s site

1Institute for Quantum Optics and Quantum Information - IQOQI Vienna, Austrian Academy of Sciences, Boltzmanngasse 3, 1090 Vienna, Austria. 2Vienna Center for Quantum
Science and Technology (VCQ), Vienna, Austria. 3CREOL, The University of Central Florida, Orlando, FL 32816, USA. ✉email: achatz.lukas@gmail.com; marcus.huber@oeaw.ac.at
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(see Fig. 1). The entangled photon pairs were produced via
spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC)24.
Because of momentum conversation in the SPDC process, the

signal and idler photons are emitted with opposite transverse
momenta, resulting in qs=− qi, where qs (qi) refers to the
transverse momentum of the signal (idler) photon. Entanglement
in position-momentum for this particular source has already been
shown in a previous work25. By utilizing a lens system in the far-
field plane of the crystal, we imaged the momentum correlations
onto the front facet of a 411-m-long MCF. Our MCF consists of 19
single-mode fibers (SMF) in a hexagonal pattern (see Fig. 1).
Because of the anti-correlation in momentum, the partner photon
of a collected photon in any core can be found in the diametrically
opposite core. Collecting the photons in opposing cores enables
the separation of the two entangled photons despite its
wavelength-degenerate spectrum. For a more detailed description
of the lens setup and MCF the reader is referred to15.
Entanglement in the energy-time DOF arises from energy

conservation in the SPDC process. After the fan-out of the MCF,
the entangled photon pairs are transmitted to two imbalanced

Mach–Zehnder interferometers, one for each user, which con-
stitutes a Franson interferometer26.
The created hyper-entangled wave function in each core is

close to

ΨE;P

�
�

� ¼ 1
2

Sj i Sj i þ eiϕ Lj i Lj i� �� Hj i Hj i þ Vj i Vj ið Þ� �
(1)

where Sj i and Lj i refer to short and long paths and Hj i and Vj i
refer to horizontal and vertical polarization. The phase ϕ can be
adjusted via a piezo actuator in the long arm of Bob’s
interferometer.
After the energy-time analysis the photons are transmitted to a

polarization analysis module, consisting of a half-wave plate and a
polarizing beamsplitter. They are subsequently measured by
superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPD) with
an efficiency of ~80% and dark-count rates of ~102 Hz.
The results of the visibility fringe measurements for different

polarization settings and cores are shown in Tables 1, 2.
As can be seen in Tables 1, 2 all visibilities are greater than 81%,

which is the limit for QKD protocols for which a key can be
extracted.

Fig. 1 Experimental setup. a Hyper-entanglement source: A MgO:ppLN non-linear crystal is bi-directionally pumped in a Sagnac
configuration by a continuous wave laser at 780.24 nm. Because of this special configuration a hyper-entangled state in polarization, energy-
time and position-momentum with a center wavelength of 1560.48 nm is produced. A dichroic mirror (DM) splits the pump light and the
SPDC signal. Through the use of a lens configuration the momentum anti-correlations of the entangled photons are imaged onto the front
facet of a 19 core MCF. A longpass filter further filters out the pump light while a bandpass filter with a FWHM of 1560 ± 2.4 nm selects only
the photons centered around the center wavelength. This filtering procedure greatly increases the momentum anti-correlations, since a
filtering in wavelength is directly proportional to a filtering on the k-vectors of the photons. Since the opening angle of the emission cone is
highly dependent on the crystals’ temperature30 a temperature of 80.5 °C was chosen for the inner ring (cores 1, 1′, 2, 2′) while for the outer
ring (cores 3, 3′, 4, 4′) the temperature was 77.5 °C. b Energy-time analysis: Two opposite core pairs (either 1 and 1′ or 2 and 2′) are coupled to
two separate Franson interferometers. The mirrors of the long arm of Bob’s interferometer are mounted on a translation stage. By moving the
stage one can vary the phase ϕ in Eq. (1) between the long and short arms. c Polarization analysis: Consisting of a HWP and a PBS. By rotating
the HWPs one can specify the measurement basis, either HV or DA. d Path analysis: Two neighboring core pairs non-locally interfere on two
separate 50/50 BS. Through the thusly created path indistinguishability a superposition basis is generated. A key aspect in achieving this is
ensuring equal path length differences of all cores within the coherence length of the entangled photons. By varying the distance of one core
to one BS with a translation stage the phase θ in Eq. (2) is tuned. In order to compensate for polarization drifts in the fiber a PBS was inserted
before every input port of the BS, which for simplicity is not shown in the figure. All optical elements in (b), (c) and (d) are bulk optics.
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Path entanglement analysis
As a second step the path entanglement transmitted through the
MCF was analyzed. The experimental setup for the source is
identical to the one explained in Sec. Energy-time and polarization
entanglement analysis. In order to analyze path entanglement two
core pairs in the outer ring of the MCF were non-locally interfered
on two BS, as is shown in Fig. 1. By guaranteeing an equal distance
from the front facet of the MCF to the interfering point on the BS a
superposition basis is created27. The wave function projected on
these two cores would ideally read as

ψSj i ¼ 1
ffiffiffi

2
p 3j i 30j i � eiθ 4j i 40j i� �

(2)

where 3j i, 30j i, 4j i and 40j i refer to the different cores of the MCF.
By adjusting the path length difference of one core with a piezo
electrical actuator, effectively varying the phase θ, visibility fringes
between different output ports of the BS are observed.
Before we move on to results let us briefly define the overall

target state, which we would expect to feed into the MCF and
hope to certify at the output:

ΨTj i :¼ 1
4 ð 110j i þ 220j i þ 330j i þ 440j iÞ
�ð SSj i þ LLj iÞ � ð HHj i þ VVj iÞ (3)

The obtained results are shown in Fig. 2. The calculated
visibilities are listed in Table 3. As can be seen visibilities as high as
97.6% were achieved, demonstrating a high degree of
entanglement.
In Fig. 2 a slight offset between different detector combinations

is noticeable. This most likely stems from a slight length-offset
between the non-interfering core pairs. This fact, however, does
not compromise the visibility results.
The visibility implies a verified off-diagonal element in the path

basis of j 330h jρ 440j ij ¼ 0:2428. In this non-adversarial scenario one
can safely assume that this value is representative for all the
elements j ii0h jρ jj0j ij (when utilizing a multicore fiber in a real-
world scenario, it is of course of utmost importance to
experimentally verify the equivalency of all cores). This, together
with the coincidences across the cores, i.e. the measured diagonal

basis elements in path basis, gives a final fidelity with the
maximally path entangled state of Fpath= 0.953, which is well
above the bound for qutrit entanglement of 0.75, thus proving a
Schmidt number of four or in other words genuine four-
dimensional entanglement.

DISCUSSION
The presented approach offers multiple advantages for applica-
tions which need to be highlighted. While we connected separate
measurement setups to verify entanglement in different DOFs, the
source (except for crystal temperature) and the fiber remained
unperturbed, proving simultaneous presence of all hyper-
entangled DOFs after MCF transmission. First, we demonstrated
the successful transmission of a spatially multiplexed polarization
and energy-time hyper-entangled state through the inner cores of
the 411-m-long MCF. By using the technique of multiplexing,
timing limitations in present detector systems are circumvented
and the secure key rate is increased13. Since the photons’
momenta are anti-correlated, one can distribute multiple pairs
to different users by using opposing cores of a multicore fiber.
Furthermore by using two MCFs, one for each user, one can use
the intrinsic phase-stability of MCFs29 for efficiently distributing
high-dimensional entanglement. One can also use the spatial
entanglement across cores to maximize rates for a single pair of
users. In this context, and as a second step, we verified
entanglement in the path DOF by non-locally interfering two
opposite core pairs of the outer ring of the MCF on two
beamsplitters. We achieved visibilities as high as 97%, underlining
the high-dimensional nature of the path entanglement. Note that
the temperatures for the first and second measurement differed
by 3 °C, maximizing the count rates either in the inner or outer
rings of the MCF. This is because the spatial crosstalk between
different cores is reduced by about 1% in the outer ring, as is

Table 2. Obtained visibilities from scanning the long arm ob Bob’s
interferometer for the core combination 2-2′.

Detector combination Time visibility [%]

HH 90.1 ± 2.9

VV 89.5 ± 2.1

DD 88.7 ± 2.7

AA 94.1 ± 1.8

HH and VV correspond to measurements in the HV basis while DD and AA
correspond to measurements in the DA basis.

Fig. 2 Measured path visibility fringes between different detector
combinations with an integration time of 1s. The detector
combinations are the following: blue D1/D3, red D2/D4, green D1/
D4 and yellow D2/D3. For the errors we assumed Poissonian
statistics. The difference in the absolute coincidence counts is most
likely due to different losses for each channel, such as coupling and
detection efficiencies at the SNSPDs.

Table 3. Obtained visibilities from varying the length of one core.

Phase Path visibility [%]

0 97.6 ± 0.6

π 95.8 ± 0.9

The two points correspond to visibilities for different measurement bases,
which we took to define σx⊗ σx and σy⊗ σy.

Table 1. Obtained visibilities from scanning the long arm ob Bob’s
interferometer for the core combination 1-1′.

Detector combination Time visibility [%]

HH 86.6 ± 3.1

VV 94.2 ± 1.6

DD 89.5 ± 2.7

AA 90.6 ± 2.1

HH and VV correspond to measurements in the HV basis while DD and AA
correspond to measurements in the DA basis.
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shown in30. When combining all measurement setups sequen-
tially, the coincidence count rates were in the order of 20 Hz. Since
no active phase stabilization was used, the phase fluctuations of
all setups were rendering a measurement impossible. In a real-
world scenario one could use active spatial phase-stabilization31

and active polarization stabilization32 for a continuous QKD-
protocol. Another possible application is superdense coding33

which has recently been realized with qu-quarts in Ref. 34 as well
as superdense teleportation35 and single-copy entanglement
distillation36. In recent years, another interesting possibility has
been studied, namely the transmission of high-dimensional hybrid
orbital angular momentum (OAM) and polarization states, both for
prepare and measure37 as well as entanglement-based QKD
schemes38. By utilizing the high-dimensional OAM modes of the
photons, reliable QKD schemes with a high secure key rate can be
implemented, as is shown in Ref. 39. To further improve the
transmission rate in future applications, one could utilize few-
mode MCF for the distribution of high-dimensional entanglement,
as is shown in Ref. 40. For a thorough review on previous works in
the field of transmission of OAM through fibers, the reader is
referred to Ref. 41.
Since our entanglement source naturally produces wavelength-

correlated photon pairs, the presented approach offers high
scalability by additionally integrating dense wavelength-division
multiplexing, as is done for example in Ref. 14. The used
wavelength of 1560 nm makes our approach readily integrable
into current telecommunication infrastructure, thus paving the
way for highly efficient quantum-information protocols over
deployed fiber networks.

METHODS
Source design
By pumping a type-0 non-linear SPDC crystal in a Sagnac
configuration42 with a CW-laser at a wavelength of 780.24 nm,
polarization-entangled photons with a center wavelength of
1560.48 nm are produced. The created photons are inherently
entangled in the energy-time and position-momentum domain.
Because of the special Sagnac configuration the produced
photons also exhibit polarization entanglement. The photon-pair
spectrum is filtered by a ±2.4 nm (FWHM) bandpass filter to select
degenerate photons. By decreasing the spectral width of the
photons, the momentum correlations are greatly enhanced in
return, which limits the crosstalk between different cores inside
the MCF15. While SPDC might be the most commonly used way of
generating photonic entanglement, it has several limitations
which are worth mentioning, such as the low efficiency of roughly
10−5 pairs per pump photon43 as well as the probability to
generate multi-pairs.

Franson Interferometer
At the first beamsplitter of the interferometer, the photons are
either transmitted into the short arm or reflected into the long
arm. The propagation difference between the long and the short
arm amounts to a delay of 1.2 ns. They are then recombined at a
second beamsplitter. The cases where both photons take the
same paths in both Mach-Zehnder interferometers (either short-
short or long-long) are temporally indistinguishable. Therefore,
post-selection on the coincidences reveals non-local interfer-
ence44. It is important to note that the path length difference ΔL
between the short and long arms of both interferometers must be
smaller than the coherence time τcc of the entangled photons.
Furthermore, the path length difference has to be greater than the
detector’s timing jitter, which is about 15 ps for SNSPDs. Due to
polarization mode dispersion inside the MCF a half-wave plate at
0° was inserted in the long arm of Bob’s interferometer. This acts
as a phase retarder and compensates for the phase difference of

one photon due to transmission inside the MCF. On average, the
single-photon count rate was about 125 kHz and the coincidence
count rate was about 300 Hz. Accidental coincidences in the order
of 5 Hz were subtracted from all coincidence counts. The low
heralding efficiency, i.e. coincidence-to-single-ratio, is a result of
the low-efficiency coupling of the SPDC light into the MCF. A
micro-lens array45 could greatly increase the heralding efficiency
of our source.

Path interferometer
In order to create a superposition basis for the Path DOF one has
to ensure an equal distance from the front facet of the MCF to the
interfering point on the BS27. Additionally, the path length
difference between all cores has to be smaller than the coherence
length of the entangled photons. Since only photons with the
same polarization state interfere, a PBS was inserted in front of the
BS. By this measure polarization drifts in one core will not affect
the path visibility but rather just reduce the heralding. Accidental
coincidences in the order of 10 Hz were subtracted from all
coincidence counts.

Energy-time and polarization visibility measurements
In order to verify the transmission of hyper-entanglement through
the MCF, at first, both HWPs at the polarization modules were set
to H, inducing no phase shift on the polarization state of the
photons, thus corresponding to a measurement in the HV-basis.
To analyze the hyper-entangled state in its entirety, the long arm
of Bob’s interferometer was scanned, effectively varying the phase
ϕ in the first part of Eq. (1). The obtained visibility fringes are
shown in Fig. 3. At every step Δx of Bob’s interferometer the
integration time was 30s and the coincidence counts for the
detector combinations HH (D1/D3), VV (D2/D4), HV (D1/D4) and
VH (D2/D3) were recorded. Thereby a polarization visibility at
every Δx is obtained. The polarization visibilities are shown in
Fig. 4, where the green area represents a visibility of higher than
81%. Since a Φþ�

�
�
Bell state was produced, correlations only arise

between HH (DD) and VV (AA), while there are no correlations
between HV (DA) and VH (AD).
The polarization visibility is calculated with

Vpol ¼ CCHH þ CCVV � CCHV � CCVH

CCHH þ CCVV þ CCHV þ CCVH
; (4)

where CCsignal,idler corresponds to the coincidence counts for each
output port of the polarizing beamsplitter. In order to calculate the
visibilities in the energy-time DOF, the obtained fringes were fitted
with a sine function and calculated with

V time ¼ CCmax � CCmin

CCmax þ CCmin
: (5)

The same procedure was repeated for a measurement in the DA
basis, meaning that both HWPs in the polarization modules were
rotated by 22.5°.

Path visibility measurements
In order to verify the transmission of path entanglement
through the MCF the path lengths of all cores have to be
identical in the order of the coherence length of the photons. By
varying the distance to the BS of one core via a piezo electrical
actuator the phase θ in Eq. (2) is tuned. Coincidence counts
between all four detector combinations were recorded with an
integration time of 1 s.
In order to obtain the visibilities the obtained fringes were fitted

with a sine function and subsequently calculated with

Vpath ¼ CCmax � CCmin

CCmax þ CCmin
(6)
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CHAPTER 3. PUBLICATIONS

3.3 Certifying position-momentum entanglement at telecom-
munication wavelengths

In this publication we verified that our source produces position-momentum entangled
photons at a wavelength of 1550nm. By scanning the x-y plane (propagation in z-axis)
we measured the spatial distribution of the signal and idler photons together with their
spatial correlation widths. Conducting these scans for two complementary bases, in
this case position and momentum, one can violate an inferred Heisenberg uncertainty
principle. The position measurement was done in the near-field while the momentum
measurement was done in the far-field plane of the crystal. In order to switch from near-
to far-field a different lens setup is needed, which was devised in this publication.

I contributed by planning the experiment and conducting the measurements together
with Evelyn Ortega. Furthermore, I analyzed the obtained data and calculated the pa-
rameters for violating the inferred Heisenberg uncertainty principle as well as the entan-
glement of formation. I wrote the paper together with Martin Bohmann and with help
from Evelyn Ortega.
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Abstract
The successful employment of high-dimensional quantum correlations and its integration in
telecommunication infrastructures is vital in cutting-edge quantum technologies for increasing
robustness and key generation rate. Position-momentumEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) entangle-
ment of photon pairs are a promising resource of such high-dimensional quantum correlations. Here,
we experimentally certify EPR correlations of photon pairs generated by spontaneous parametric
down-conversion (SPDC) in a nonlinear crystal with type-0 phase-matching at telecommunication
wavelength for thefirst time. To experimentally observe EPR entanglement, we perform scanning
measurements in the near- and far-field planes of the signal and idlermodes.We certify EPR
correlations with high statistical significance of up to 45 standard deviations. Furthermore, we
determine the entanglement of formation of our source to be greater than one, indicating a
dimensionality of greater than 2.Operating at telecommunicationwavelengths around 1550 nm, our
source is compatible with today’s deployed telecommunication infrastructure, thus paving theway for
integrating sources of high-dimensional entanglement into quantum-communication
infrastructures.

1. Introduction

Recent scientific research in quantum information and quantum technologies focusesmore andmore on the
exploitation of high-dimensional quantum correlations and its efficient integration into telecommunication
infrastructures. In particular, high-dimensional photonic entanglement in various degrees of freedom [1–9] are
an essential resource for quantum information applications. Such high-dimensional systems are particularly
interesting for quantum information applications as they can be used to encode several qubits per transmitted
information carrier [10–14]. Furthermore, high-dimensional entanglement features robustness against noise
[15–17] thatmakes it an ideal candidate for realistic noisy and lossy quantum communication.

One physical realization for high-dimensional entanglement are continuous-variable position-momentum
correlations of photon pairs emitted by spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC) [18]. Because of
energy andmomentum conservation in the SPDCprocess, the produced continuous-variable states feature
Einstein, Podolsky, andRosen (EPR) correlations [19] that can be certified via suitable witness conditions
[20–23]. Importantly, the certification of EPR-correlations directly implies entanglement. Ideally, the entangled
photon pairsmanifest perfect position correlations or perfect transversemomentum anti-correlations,
depending on the respective basis choice, which is implemented through different lens configurations. Thus,
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measurements of the two conjugate variables, position andmomentum, of both photons allows to
experimentally determine EPR entanglement. It is worthmentioning that this formof EPR-correlations in terms
of position andmomentumvariables coincides with the original idea by EPR [19]. The entanglement
dimensionality [24] of the signal and idler photons can, for example, be characterized by the entanglement of
formationEF [25].

Thefirst experimental verification of EPR position-momentum entanglement of photons has been reported
in [26]. Typically, sources of position-momentum entangled photons are based on type-I and type-II phase-
matched SPDC sources; see, e.g., [26–30]. In these implementations, either scanning techniques [26–28, 31] or
cameras [30, 32]were used to record the position andmomentumobservables bymeans of near- and far-field
measurements, respectively. High EF values and thus high-dimensional position-momentum entanglement of
photons have been reported in [33]. Applications of position-momentum entangled photons are discussed in
the literature, which includes ideas for quantumkey distribution (QKD) [34], continuous-variable quantum
computation [35], ghost-imaging applications [36] and dense-coding [37].

Despite its huge potential asmentioned above, high-dimensional position-momentumEPR-entanglement
fromSPDC sources are underrepresented among the quantum information applications. This has practical
reasons. Firstly, the direct detection of photons using camerasmakes furthermanipulations of the photons
impossible and thus hinders the application of quantum information protocols. Secondly, thewavelength of the
photons used in themajority of position-momentum experiments is not compatible with the current
telecommunication infrastructure whichworks best between 1260 nmand 1625 nm,where optical loss is lowest
[38]. Additionally,most experiments use type-II phase-matched SPDC-crystals to produce the entangled
photon pairs, which have a relatively lowbrightness and narrow spectrum as compared to type-0 phase-matched
SPDC-crystals [39].

In this paper, we report on a bright source producing position-momentumEPR-entangled photons at
telecommunicationwavelengths allowing for the efficient integration into existing quantum communication
infrastructures.We generate photons via SPDC in aMagnesiumOxide doped periodically poled Lithium
Niobate (MgO:ppLN) crystal with type-0 phase-matching in a Sagnac-configurationwith a center-wavelength
of 1550.15 nm.We evaluate near- and far-field correlations by probabilistically splitting the photon-pairs at a
beamsplitter and transversely scanning twofibers in (x1, y1) and (x2, y2) directions respectively. The photons in
eachfiberwere countedwith a superconducting nanowire single-photon detector (SNSPD) and a time tagging
device connected to a readout-system. The temporal correlation between the time tags was later analyzed. Based
on thesemeasurements, we certify position-momentumEPR-entanglement with high statistical significance.
We further calculate the entanglement of formation of the photon pairs to be greater than 1, indicating a
dimensionality of greater than 2. Furthermore, our setup is stable over several hours and the used imaging
system is capable of coupling the entangled photons into photonic waveguides. In addition, our source can be
extended to hyper-entanglement experiments harnessing entanglement in the position-momentum aswell as
polarization degree of freedom. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first demonstration of position-
momentumEPR-entangled photon pairs from a type-0 phase-matched SPDC source at telecommunication
wavelength.Our results show the possibility of utilizing the high-dimensional characteristic of continuous-
variable EPR-entanglement for this regime and, thus, enable its integration in existing telecommunication
quantum-communication systems.

2. Experiment

In our experiment, we studied and characterized the position-momentum entanglement of photon pairs. For
this purpose, we generated photon pairs at telecommunicationwavelength from a type-0 phase-matched
SPDC-source in a Sagnac configuration [40]. Bymeasuring the distributions of the signal and idler photons in
the near- and far-fieldwe obtained their position andmomentum correlations.With thesewe can investigate
EPR-correlations in position andmoment of the photon pairs. It is worthmentioning that certifying EPR-
correlations directly implies entanglement between signal and idler photons. In this sense, demonstrating EPR-
correlations is a stronger andmore direct indication of the non-local character of quantummechanics [22]
which, however, is in generalmore demanding than verifying entanglement.

The experimental setup is shown infigure 1. The heart of the SPDC-source is a 40-mm-long ppLNbulk
crystal with a poling period of 19.2 μm.The crystal was pumpedwith a continuous-wave (CW) laser at
775.078 nm, 10 mWpumppower and a pump-beamwaist (FWHM) at the center of the crystal of 83.5 μm.
In the parametric process, one pumpphoton is convertedwith low probability to a pair of signal and idler
photons in the telecommunicationwavelength regime of around 1550 nm. The emission angles of the emitted
photons during the SPDCprocess strongly depend on the temperature of the crystal. By controlling the
temperature of the crystal we adjust a non-collinear, quasi-phase-matched SPDCprocess. Due to the
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momentum conservation in the SPDCprocess, the signal and idler photons are emittedwith opposite transverse
(x-y-plane)momentum-vectors, meaning thatp1=−p2 with  ( )= k kp ,i x yi i

, where k refers to the transverse
wave-vector and i= 1, 2. Thus, when imaging the photons in the far-field plane of the crystal, one can observe
anti-correlations in the coincidence counts. Fromhereon indices 1 and 2 refer to signal and idler photon,
respectively. Since the photons of each pair are created at the same point in space, imaging the photons in the
near-field results in correlations,meaning that r1= r2, with ri= (xi, yi) and i= 1, 2.

Note that through the Sagnac configuration the nonlinear crystal is bidirectionally pumped. In this way, the
produced photon pairs not only exhibit position-momentum entanglement but are also entangled in
polarization [40], although this degree of freedomwas not investigated in this work.

After the Sagnac loop, the SPDCphotonswere separated from the pumpbeamwith a dichroicmirror (DM)
and spectrally cleanedwith a long-pass filter (LPF,λcut−off= 780 nm) and a band-pass filter (BPF,
λBPF= 1550± 3 nm). After the first lens (L1), a beam splitter (BS) separates signal and idler photons
probabilistically for 50%of the incoming pairs. To perform the near-field (position) and far-field (momentum)
measurements of the photon pairs, two different lens configurations are used; cf alsofigure 1(b). The far-field
measurement of the signal and idler photons is implemented via L1 with a focal length of f1= 200 mm. L1 acts as
a Fourier lens thatmaps the transverse position of the photons to transversemomentum in the far-field plane.
Then, the far-field plane is imaged and demagnified by two consecutive lenses L2 ( ¢L2) and L3 ( ¢L3)with focal
lengths of = ¢ =f f 1502 2 mmand = ¢ =f f 4.53 3 mm, resulting in a demagnification factor of

= = ¢ ¢ =M f f f f 0.03FF 3 2 3 2 . This results in an effective focal length of the Fourier lens of 6 mm. For the near-

fieldmeasurement, the crystal plane is imagedwith a ¢f f2 2 optical systemby L1 and L2 ( ¢L2). This configuration
results in amagnification factor of = = ¢ =M f f f f 0.75NF 2 1 2 1 . Note that the used imaging systemwould allow
for the integration of the near and far-fieldmeasurements in (micro-)photonic architectures, such asmulticore
fibers [41] or photonic chips [42].

In two consecutivemeasurement runs, wemeasured the coincidences of the correlated photons in the near-
and far-field. A coincidence count was identifiedwhen both detector-channels register photonswithin a 300 ps

Figure 1. (a) Setup used tomeasure the coincidences in near- and far-field. The laser emits light at a center wavelength of 775.078 nm.
The beam is slightly focused into a 40-mm-long ppLN type-0 phase-matched crystal. After the crystal two lens configurations are used
to implement the near- and far-fieldmeasurements. The focal lengths of the lenses are f1 = 250 mm, f2 = ¢f2

= 200 mmand
f3 = ¢f3 = 4.5 mm. (b) Simplified setup showing the lens configurations. In analogywith the polarization basis, different lens
configurations correspond to different complementary basis choices. For the near-fieldmeasurement (position-space, photon pairs
show correlation), L3 ( ¢L3)was notmounted in the setup and thefiberwas placed in the focal point of lens L2 ( ¢L2). For the far-field
measurement (momentum-space, photon pairs show anti-correlation), L3 ( ¢L3)wasmounted at the focal distance f2 + f3 ( ¢ + ¢f f2 3 )
and the fiberwasmoved back for 9 mm, thus aligning it with the focal distance of L3 ( ¢L3).
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time-window. Thesemeasurements were achieved by performing a transverse plane-scanwith two single-mode
fibers (SMF), which guide the photons to a SNSPD and read-out electronics. Such scanning approaches have
already been used to characterize the spatial correlations for type-II SPDC-sources [26–28]. Arrival timeswere
tagged using a time-tagging-module (TTM), combining the photon counts with the positions of the translation
stages at all times. The scanswere performed for both settings (near- and far-field) in the signal and idler arms
Usingmotorized translation stages, each coordinate was sampled in 17 steps with a step size of 10 μm,which
results in a 17× 17 grid on each detection side and a total of 174= 83.521 data points. For each data point we
measured 1 s and recorded the single counts of each detector and the coincidence-counts between both
detectors. The totalmeasurement timewas about 80 h, throughoutwhich thewhole setupwas stable.

3. Results

3.1. Scan results
The results for the near- and far-field scans are summarized infigures 2 and 3. For bothmeasurement settings
(either near- or far-field), we obtained the single counts at themotor-positions (x1, y1) and (x2, y2) aswell as the
coincidence counts between both detection stages at (x1, y1, x2, y2). Themaximum single-photon count-rate in
the near-field (far-field)was about 150 kHz (300 kHz) for signal and about 250 kHz (400 kHz) for the idler
mode. Themaximumcoincident-photon count-rate in the near-field (far-field)was about 500 Hz (3000Hz) for
both signal and idlermodes. The discrepancy between the count rates of signal and idlermodes can be explained
by different coupling efficiencies into the single-mode fibers. To obtain the average single counts for
every (x1, y1) position, we averaged the recorded counts of the signalmode over all positions of the (x2, y2)

Figure 2.Measured average single counts per second for every (xi, yi) in the near-field (a), (c) and the far-field (b), (d) for the signal
(i = 1) and idler (i = 2)modes. To obtain the average single counts per second for every (x1, y1) position, we averaged the recorded
counts of the signalmode over all positions of the (x2, y2) detection stage, which corresponds to an integration time of 172 s. The same
procedure is performed to determine the average single counts of the idler beam along (x2, y2).

Figure 3.Measured coincident counts for every (x1, x2) and (y1, y2) in the near-field (a), (c) and the far-field (b), (d). For plotting the (x1,
x2) case, the (y1, y2) fiber positions were taken to be at 0 μm. For the (y1, y2) case, the (x1, x2) fiber positions were taken to be at 0 μm.
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detection stage, which corresponds to an integration time of 172 s. The same procedure is performed to
determine the average single counts of the idler beam along (x2, y2). Figure 2 displays the averaged single counts
in the signal and idlermodes. Infigure 3 the correlation between every (x1, x2) and (y1, y2) coordinate pair is
shown.

In bothfigures, the expected features of the non-collinear SPDC emission in the near- and far-field are
reflected: in the near-field, the photon pairs follow aGaussian distribution. For the single counts the shape is
basically given by the intensity distribution (beamwaist) of the pumpbeam in the center of the nonlinear crystal,
while for the coincident counts theGaussian form is given by the formof the joint wave function in r-space [43].
And in far-field the anti-correlations in the transversemomenta, stemming from the non-collinear quasi-phase-
matched SPDCprocess,manifests itself in a doughnut or ring-shape structure.We note that no data-correction
or post-processing, such as subtraction of dark counts, was performed. In particular, no accidental coincidences
were subtracted as is required in experiments using cameras [30, 32]. The visible asymmetries can be explained
by imperfect optical components and changing focusing parameters during the scans.

When comparing the single counts of signal and idler modes, a discrepancy of about 30% is visible. This
can be explained by the different coupling efficiencies of the used fibers. The slight difference in the count
rates does, however, not influence the quality of the measured entanglement, as it is analyzed based on
coincidence detection.

Furthermore, from figures 2(a) and (c) and taking into account themagnification of the lens-setupwe
estimate the diameter of the photon-pair birth region inside the crystal to be≈80 μm.This is in very good
agreementwith the pump-beamwaist of 83.5 μmat the crystal and thus provides a suitable sanity check of the
results.

Based on the recorded scans in the near- and far-field of the signal and idler photons, we now analyze the
position andmomentumquantum correlations of our telecom-wavelength type-0 phase-matched SPDC-
source. Firstly, wewill verify the EPR-type entanglement based on the spatial spread between the coincidence
counts of signal and idler photons. Secondly, we estimate the entanglement dimensionality by determining EF in
both scan directions.

3.2. Certifying EPR entanglement
Position-momentum entanglement of the signal and idlermodes can be certified by violating a so-called EPR-
Reid criterion. For this we are introducing the following local-realistic premises [19, 22]:

Realism: If, without in anyway disturbing a system,we can predict with some specified uncertainty the value
of a physical quantity, then there exists a stochastic element of physical reality which determines this physical
quantity with atmost that specific uncertainty.

Locality: Ameasurement performed at a spatially separated location 1 cannot change the outcome of a
measurement performed at a location 2.

In the following argument the receiver of the signal photon is referred to as Alice, while the receiver of the
idler photon is referred to as Bob. The argumentation goes as follows:WhenBobmeasures the position x2 of
particle 2 he can then estimate, with some uncertainty, the position x1 of particle 1 at Alice’s site. The average
inference variance of this estimate ( )x x1

est
2 is defined as follows [22, 23]:

( ∣ ) ( ∣ )[ ( )] ( )òD º -x x dx P x x x x x 1est
inf
2

1 2 1 1 2 1 1 2
2

where P(x1|x2) is the conditional probability tomeasure x1 if x2 has already beenmeasured. Theminimumof this
inferred variance is obtainedwhen the estimated value ( )x x1

est
2 is the expectation value of x1. Thus, theminimum

inferred variance for a positionmeasurement is given by

( ∣ ) ( ) ( ∣ ) ( )òD = Dd Pr r r r r r 2min
2

1 2 2 2
2

1 2

and

( ∣ ) ( ) ( ∣ ) ( )òD = Dd Pp p p p p p 3min
2

1 2 2 2
2

1 2

for amomentummeasurement. HereΔ2(r1|r2) is the uncertainty (i.e. variance) in r1 for afixed r2 and P(r2)
represents the probability distribution of r2 which are experimentally determined via the relative count
frequencies. Theminimum inferred variance for the transversemomenta ( ∣ )D p pmin

2
1 2 is defined analogously.

The argument continues as follows: Since Bob is able to infer the outcome of either a position ormomentum
measurement at Alice’s site within some uncertainty and since the locality assumption does not allow a
measurement to induce change at a spatially separated location, in a local-realistic picture it follows that
statistical elements of reality determining the position andmomentumof both particlesmust exist at the same
time. The precisionwithwhich one canmeasure the position andmomentumof a particle is fundamentally
limited byHeisenberg’s uncertainty principle D D x p

2
. Bymeasuring the position andmomentumof
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particles with higher accuracy than permitted byHeisenberg’s uncertainty principle, the local-realistic
assumptions cannot hold. Thus, EPR-correlations can be certified by violating following inequality [21–23]:

( ∣ ) ( ∣ ) ( )D D >r r p p
4

. 4min
2

1 2 min
2

1 2

2

Here, ( ∣ )D r rmin
2

1 2 is theminimum inferred variance, which represents theminimumuncertainty in inferring
transverse position r1 of the signalmode conditioned uponmeasuring r2 in the idlermode.

For the calculation of theminimum inferred variances in the x-direction, we only took into account the
values on the abscissa,meaning that y1= y2= 0. As for the y-direction, only values along the ordinate axis,
where x1= x2= 0, were taken into account.We also treated the x and y components separately as they
correspond to commuting observables.

In accordance with previous experiments [26–30], we determined theminimal inferred variances in near
and far-field by fitting the conditional uncertaintiesΔ2(r1|r2) andΔ

2(p1|p2)withGaussian functions of the form
(here formulated for x1 with afixed position x2):

( ∣ ) ( ) ( )m
s

Y =
- -

x x
x

exp
4

5
x

1 2
1

2

2
1

⎡⎣⎢ ⎤⎦⎥
where  is a normalization constant,μ is the expectation value and sx1

is the standard deviation, i.e. the
uncertainty along the x1 direction. For an extensive discussion of this approach the reader is referred to [44].
Exemplarily, we show for four cases the data and the correspondingGaussian fits in figure 4. From the obtained
standard deviations one can then calculate the conditional near-field variances by taking into account the
magnification of our imaging system

( ∣ ) ( )s
D =x x

M
. 6x2

1 2
NF

2
1⎜ ⎟⎛⎝ ⎞⎠

The same procedure is repeated for y1, x2 and y2.
For the far-fieldmeasurement the procedure is analogous. To translate the obtained standard deviations to

the actual conditionalmomentumvariances following relation is used [45]:

( ∣ ) ( )p
l

sD =p p
f M

2
, 7x x x

2

1 FF

2

1 2 1⎜ ⎟⎛⎝ ⎞⎠
whereλ is thewavelength of the entangled photons, f1 is the focal length of the Fourier lens L1 and sx1

is the
standard deviation as obtained by theGauss-fit. The same procedure is repeated for py1

, px2
and py2

. The obtained

values for theminimum inferred variances calculatedwith equation (3) are listed in table 1.
Based on theminimal inferred variances we can now test for EPR correlations via equation (4). The values of

the left-hand-side of equation (4) for the different cases are listed in table 1. In all cases, we observe a clear
violation of the inequality which certifies EPR-correlations between the signal and idler photons in their

Figure 4.Example cases for theGauss-fits of the obtained coincidence counts for the x coordinate. For calculating theminimum
inferred variance for the entire x1-axis according to equation (3), the fiber positions of x2 were ranging from−40 μmto+40 μmwith
a stepsize of 10 μm.At every step the datawasfitted and the standard deviation calculated. The values on the abscissa represent the
position of thefibers. Theminimum inferred variances were then obtained by integration over the respective coordinate, according to
equation (3). (a)Coincidence counts in the near-field for (x1, y1, x2, y2) = (x1, 0, 0, 0). (b)Coincidence counts in the far-field for (x1, y1,
x2, y2) = (x1, 0, + 30 μm, 0). (c)Coincidence counts in the near-field for (x1, y1, x2, y2) = (0, 0, x2, 0). (d)Coincidence counts in the
far-field for (x1, y1, x2, y2) = (−30 μm, 0, x2, 0).
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position-momentumdegree of freedom. In particular, inequality (4) is violated by up to 45 standard deviations,
which demonstrates the high statistical significance of our results as well as the degree towhich our system
deviates from a local-realistic one. Thus, we could certify position-momentum entanglement from a type-0
phase-matched SPDC-source at telecommunicationwavelength.

3.3. Entanglement of formation and entanglement dimensionality
Akey advantage of continuous-variable entanglement lies in the fact that, in principle, the underlying infinite-
dimensionalHilbert can be exploited [46]. Thismeans that high-dimensional quantum information protocols
can be employedwhich go beyond the entanglement structure of qubit systems as, for example, in the case of
polarization entangled photon pairs. To certify high-dimensional entanglement in our experiment, we use the
entanglement of formationEF that is defined as the number of Bell states necessary to fully describe the system
[25]. Importantly, EF provides a lower bound to the entanglement dimensionalityD through D 2EF. In
particular, thismeans that EF> 1 implies an entanglement dimensionality of at least 3.Hence, the entanglement
of formation serves as away of certifying and quantifying high-dimensional entanglement.

To characterize the dimensionality of the position-momentum entanglement attainable fromour source, we
estimate theEF of the entangled photon pairs along the x-axis via [47]:

( ( ∣ ) ( ∣ )) ( )- D DE x x k klog e , 8x xF 2 1 2 1 2

whereΔ(x1|x2) and ( ∣ )D k kx x1 2
are themeasured standard deviations as obtained by theGauss-fit from

equation (5) and transformedwith equations (6) and (7), respectively. For this purpose, we consider the scans
where the count rates are highest, which is along (x1, y1, x2, y2)= (x1, 0, 0, 0) in the near-field plane and (x1, y1, x2,
y2)= (x1, 0,+ 30 μm, 0) in the far-field plane, stemming from the non-collinear SPDCprocess. The
entanglement of formation along the y-axis is defined similarly, andwe determine it based on the near- and far-
field plane scans along (x1, y1, x2, y2)= (0, y1, 0, 0) and (x1, y1, x2, y2)= (0, y1, 0,+ 30 μm), respectively. The
calculated values for the x and y scans and the resulting values ofEF are listed in table 2. For both directions EF is
greater than 1, implying an entanglement dimensionality of at least 3 in either direction.

At this point it has to be stressed that the entanglement dimensionality strongly depends on the length of the
SPDC crystal. A shorter crystal results in a higher degree of position-momentum entanglement [44]. In other

Table 1.Obtainedminimumvariances fromfitting aGaussian-function in the
formof equation (5) to the obtained raw-data. The obtained values are calculated
according to equation (6) for ( ∣ )D x xi jmin

2 and equation (7) for ( ∣ )D q qx xmin
2

i j
. The

uncertainty product is then calculated bymultiplying theminimum inferred
variances. A clear violation of inequality (4) is shown. The errors of the obtained
values stemboth form the Poisson distribution of the photons aswell as the
Gaussian fit, while the errors of the uncertainty product were calculatedwith
standardGaussian error propagation.

Minimumvariance Obtained values Uncertainty product

( ∣ )D x xmin
2

1 2 (6.6 ± 0.6) × 10−4mm2

[(2.4 ± 0.5) × 10−2ÿ2]
( ∣ )D p px xmin

2
1 2

(37.1 ± 6.1)ÿ2mm−2

( ∣ )D y ymin
2

1 2 (9.2 ± 0.7) × 10−4mm2
[(3.7 ± 0.6) × 10−2ÿ2]

( ∣ )D p py ymin
2

1 2
(39.8 ± 6.3)ÿ2mm−2

( ∣ )D x xmin
2

2 1 (7.8 ± 0.9) × 10−4mm2 [(3.7 ± 0.7) × 10−2ÿ2]
( ∣ )D p px xmin

2
2 1

(46.8 ± 6.8)ÿ2mm−2

( ∣ )D y ymin
2

2 1 (7.0 ± 0.5) × 10−4mm2
[(3.4 ± 0.5) × 10−2ÿ2]

( ∣ )D p py ymin
2

2 1
(48.1 ± 6.9)ÿ2mm−2

Table 2.Obtained values for the entanglement of formation (EF) based on
the conditional standard deviations along the x- and y-axes scans in the
near- and far-field. The standard deviations are obtained byfitting
Gaussian functions in the formof equation (5) to the data and using
equations (6) and (7).

Standard

deviation Obtained values EF

Δ(x1|x2) (3.12 ± 0.15)×10−2mm
[(1.30 ± 0.10)]

( ∣ )D k kx x1 2 (4.79 ± 0.24)mm−1

Δ(y1|y2) (3.18 ± 0.19)×10−2mm
[(1.18 ± 0.13)]

( ∣ )D k ky y1 2
(5.09 ± 0.35)mm−1

o
o
o
o

�
�
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experiments [26, 28, 30, 33] the crystal length does not exceed 5 mm, as compared to the 40 mm-long crystal
used in this experiment, which explains the relatively low values of the calculated entanglement of formation and
entanglement dimensionality and also suggests that, in principle, amuch higher entanglement dimensionality
could be achievedwith our setup by adapting the crystal length.

4. Conclusion

Our experiment exhibits several important features which need to be highlighted.
Firstly, it is important to stress that the entangled photon pairs are created at wavelengths around 1550 nm,

thus at the C-Band of the telecommunication infrastructure. Operating sources in this wavelength regime allows
for the integration intomodern and future telecommunication infrastructures and increases the transmission
rate over long distances.

Secondly, with the possibility to distribute position-momentum-entangled photons efficiently, it is possible
to exploit the entanglement for quantum communication purposes. This allows to implement quantumkey
distribution based on the photons’EPR correlations [34]: by randomly choosing differentmeasurement settings
(near- and far-field) and distributing the photons to the two communication partners via twofibers a secret key
can be shared. Recent developments in quantum communication usingmulticore fibers [41] also suggest that
position-momentum-entangled photon pairs can be distributed through several cores simultaneously. Thus,
multicore fibers provide a pathway to high-dimensional encoding andmultiplexed distribution [48]. In this
context it is important tomention that the used imaging system facilitates the coupling of the entangled photon
pairs intomulticore fibers or othermircophotonic architectures, which allows for a direct coupling into such
platforms.

Thirdly, the presented experimental setup features the possibility to exploit quantumhyper-correlations,
i.e., simultaneous entanglement in different degrees of freedom. The Sagnac configuration of our source
produces not only position-momentum entanglement but also entanglement between the polarization degrees
of freedomof the photon pairs. Althoughwe did not characterize the polarization entanglement in this
experiment, it is possible to utilize this additional degree of freedom in hybrid quantum information tasks. Such
a hybrid strategy can offer a significant increase of the overall dimensionality as it scales with the product of the
dimensionalities of the individual degrees of freedom. Finally, it is important to highlight the long-term stability
of the experimental setup over a period of several days that renders the implementation of stable quantum
information applications possible.

The obtained standard deviations are in good agreementwith values reported in previous experiments, as for
example in [26, 32], although about 2 orders ofmagnitude lower than the value reported in [30].When
comparing the entanglement of formationwith the latest publications, for example [30, 33], it is apparent that
the dimensionalities obtained here are far lower. The reason for this is the comparably long crystal and the
focused pumpbeam. By adjusting and optimizing these parameters, the entanglement and hence the
dimensionality can be increased.

We have performed a position-momentum correlationmeasurement of photon pairs at telecommunication
wavelength generated in a non-collinear, type-0 phase-matched SPDCprocess. For this purpose, wemeasured
the position andmomentum correlations of the generated signal and idler photons by recording the near- and
far-field correlations, respectively, using a scanning technique. Based on the obtained correlation data, we
certified EPR correlations, and consequently entanglement, of the signal-idler pairs with high statistical
significance of 45 standard deviations.We characterized the underlying high-dimensional entanglement further
by estimating the entanglement of formation fromour source. The calculated EF value greater than one implies
an entanglement dimensionality of at least three in both scan directions. Note that the dimensionality can easily
be increased by using a shorter crystal or a less focused pump-beam. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
experimental certification and characterization of position-momentum correlations from a type-0 phase-
matched SPDC source at telecommunicationwavelength.

In a nutshell, we produced and certified position-momentum entanglement of photon pairs in the
telecommunicationwavelength regimewhich allows for the integration to telecommunication infrastructures
and can be further extended to quantumhyper-correlations using several degrees of freedom in parallel.
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CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION

The publications which were written during the course of this thesis are investigating
the process of building and characterizing an entangled photon-source, how to reliably
transmit entanglement in multiple degrees of freedom through a multi-core fiber and
eventually detecting and certifying entanglement with various methods.

Starting with Publication 3.1, a thorough characterization of the utilized photon-
source is a necessary condition for future experiments. Here, we were measuring the
incoherence of one subsystem to quantify the degree of entanglement within the entire
system through the inverse purity (”Schmidt Number”). This measure allows the exper-
imenter to conveniently quantify the apparent entanglement via intensity measurements
on one subsystem. Since the opening angle of the emission cone as well as the quality
of entanglement are strongly dependent on the crystal temperature, the measurements
conducted in Publication 3.1 mark an important contribution for finding an optimal bal-
ance between those parameters. By combining these results with experiments utilizing
multi-core fibers [48] and the technique of creating quantum communication networks
via multiplexing [6], entirely new implementations are enabled, solely controlled by
the easily tunable crystal temperature. One could, for instance, implement network-
communication scenarios with multi-core fibers where the routing of photon-pairs is
controlled over the crystal temperature.

In Publication 3.2 we directly utilized this knowledge of the dependency between
crystal temperature and emission cone to optimize the coincidence count rates for cou-

52



CHAPTER 4. CONCLUSION

pling into a multi-core fiber. We furthermore reported the first simultaneous transmis-
sion of hyper-entanglement in the degree of polarization, energy-time and path through
this multi-core fiber. We achieved visibilities as high as 95% in every DOF, far beyond
the limit of 81% needed for quantum key distribution protocols. By utilizing multi-
core fiber technology combined with multiple (continuous) DOFs the noise resilience
[45, 46, 47] as well as the obtainable secure key rate [58, 59, 60] is greatly improved.
Another advantage of using multiple DOFs simultaneously is that loss of entanglement
through decoherence in one DOF does consequently not hinder secure key creation in
another DOF. It is important to note that by using a micro-lens array [61] in front of
the MCF facet one can greatly increase the heralding efficiency, i.e. the ratio of coinci-
dences to singles, of our source. By optimizing the heralding efficiency the secure key
rate is directly increased as well. The used wavelength of 1560 nm lies in the C-band
(1530 nm to 1565 nm [62]) of state-of-the-art fiber telecommunication. This makes our
approach compatible with deployed fiber infrastructure, thus paving the way for future
high-capacity quantum communication networks.

In Publication 3.3 we investigate the continuous position-momentum DOF in the
way it was first proposed by Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen [16] in 1935. Here, the
entanglement witness as constructed in [55] is used for certification and we were able
to prove entanglement by over 45 standard deviations. The scanning procedure applied
within this publication is a useful tool to investigate the spatial spread of the entangled
photons. The applications for position-momentum entangled photons include quantum
key distribution (QKD) [63], continuous-variable quantum computation [64], ghost-
imaging applications [65] and dense-coding [66]. The wavelength of 1550 lies again
in the C-band, thus creating a pathway for incorporating those application ideas into
real-world scenarios.

To summarize, the publications within this thesis lead through the process of cre-
ating, distributing and certifying photonic entanglement in various degrees of freedom
with a range of different methods. The wavelength in all publications lies in the C-
band of modern telecommunication and thus the research conducted within this thesis
represents a stepping stone towards future quantum information networks.
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