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Université de Paris, Univ. Paris Saclay, CNRS UMR 7162, 75013 Paris, France
(Dated: March 17, 2022)

Encoding quantum information in continuous variables is intrinsically faulty. Nevertheless, re-
dundant qubits can be used for error correction, as proposed by Gottesman, Kitaev and Preskill in
Phys. Rev. A 64 012310, (2001). We show how to experimentally implement this encoding using
time-frequency continuous degrees of freedom of photon pairs produced by spontaneous parametric
down conversion. We experimentally illustrate our results using an integrated AlGaAs photon pairs
source. We show how single qubit gates can be implemented and finally propose a theoretical scheme
for correcting errors in a circuit-like and in a measurement-based architecture.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum information can be encoded in qubits corre-
sponding to discrete quantum states of physical systems,
such as atomic electronic states or the polarization of
single photons. The essence of quantum computation
(QC) is to manipulate qubits with a universal set of uni-
tary quantum gates [1, 2]. A fundamental ingredient for
QC, inherited from classical computation, is error cor-
rection. In the realm of quantum computing, quantum
error correction (QEC) [3, 4] fights against a fundamental
aspect of quantum systems: their fragility to keep quan-
tum properties at large scale and for a long time that,
usually, depends on the size of the system. Ingenious
solutions to this problem consist in encoding a qubit of
information in particular states composed of more than
one physical qubit. The resulting logical qubits enabling
QEC depend on the type of errors that are more likely
to affect the system. For instance, a code that corrects
for qubit flips, dephasing and all the errors composed by
the combination of these ones involves the creation of a
complex 5-qubit entangled state whose symmetries en-
able the detection and correction of the mentioned errors
[5].

If one considers harmonic oscillators or analogous sys-
tems, as for instance two quadratures of the electromag-
netic field, encoding quantum information in continuous
variable (CV) is in principle possible using any two or-
thogonal states of a given quadrature [6]. However, such
states are non-physical, and the closest one can get to
them is by considering squeezed states [7], which are sub
shot-noise states. As a matter of fact, squeezed states
can be considered as noisy quadrature eigenstates, where
noise is modeled by a product between displacements in
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phase space and a Gaussian function representing the
amplitude of probability distribution of displacements.
Physical states described by continuous variables are thus
intrinsically noisy and, within this picture, displacements
in phase space are the main source of noise for such en-
coding. Moreover, since all physical states are noisy, er-
rors propagate throughout quantum operations and must
be corrected regularly. This picture is particularly suit-
able to a number of relevant physical systems, as the
quantum state produced by optical parametric oscilla-
tors (OPO) [8–10] and continuous degrees of freedom of
photon pairs, as it is discussed in the present manuscript.
The problem of correction from displacement errors was
considered by Gottesman, Kitaev and Preskill (GKP),
who introduced what we refer now on as GKP states
[11], which are qubits defined in CV displaying a peri-
odic structure.

In spite of the importance of GKP states in quan-
tum information with CV [12–14], their experimental
engineering remains extremely difficult in quantum
optics [15–17]. They correspond to highly non-Gaussian
states composed of the coherent superposition of several
delocalized states. The engineering of non-Gaussian
states using OPOs is still challenging, and even if some
experiments have demonstrated it [18–20] they involve
single photons addition and/or subtraction through
post-selection. As a consequence, one of the major
advantages of using such systems, determinacy, is lost.
Also, the generated non-Gaussian states are still far
from the physical GKP states. Recently, such states
have been produced using the motional states of one
trapped ion [21], in superconducting qubits [22], and for
others platforms [23–25] have been developed.

In the present manuscript, we show that biphoton
frequency combs produced by intracavity Spontaneous
Parametric Down Conversion (SPDC) can be used to ex-
perimentally generate, manipulate and detect grid states
encoded in time (t) and frequency (ω). We propose a
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method to implement a fundamental operation of quan-
tum error correction. Our results rely on the analogy be-
tween quantum states composed of many photons in one
mode of the electromagnetic field and one photon that
can occupy a continuum of frequency modes, which is the
continuous degree of freedom we consider here. We show
that the time-frequency phase space at the single pho-
ton level has the same non-commutative structure than
the usual quadrature position-momentum phase space.
Our results are experimentally illustrated using an Al-
GaAs nonlinear cavity producing photon pairs by SPDC
at room temperature and telecom wavelengths and com-
pliant with electrical injection [26]. The proposed scheme
is not specific to the considered platform and it could be
implemented with other quantum-optical setups, such as
those in [27, 28].

This paper is organised as follows. We start in Sec.
II by describing the properties of the time-frequency
phase space of a single photon and describe its quan-
tum structure and properties. We use these results to
properly introduce the Chronocyclic Wigner distribution.
In Sec. III, we define the time-frequency GKP states,
or more generally the time-frequency grid states [29],
which are fully analogous to the ones made from position-
momentum quadrature states [11]. Following the formal-
ism developed, we mathematically introduce the 2D time-
frequency GKP state. In Sec. IV A, we present an experi-
mental implementation of our results in a chip-integrated
source consisting of a AlGaAs Bragg reflector waveguide
generating a 2D time-frequency grid state and in Sec.
IV B how such states can be used for correcting time-
frequency shift errors. This state can be experimentally
manipulated and characterised using HOM interferome-
try, as shown in Sec. IV C. Finally in Sec. IV D, we theo-
retically propose a simple experimental scheme based on
photon detection to implement quantum error correction
for time-frequency GKP states.

II. TIME-FREQUENCY PHASE SPACE OF A
SINGLE PHOTON

In this section, we introduce the time-frequency phase
space of a single photon, following the construction of the
usual non-relativistic phase space in quadrature position-
momentum variable.

A. Time-frequency phase space description

In order to fix the notation, the photon creation oper-
ator at frequency ω acts on the vacuum |0〉 as:

â†(ω) |0〉 = |1ω〉 = |ω〉 , (1)

We thus have that |1ω〉 and |ω〉 are equivalent nota-
tions for a single photon at frequency ω. In the present
manuscript, we will be mostly interested in the single
photon subspace we will use the simplified notation |ω〉.

We can also define an annihilation operator fore the mode
ω as â(ω) |ω〉 = |0〉. If we consider only the frequency de-
gree of freedom, the creation and annihilation operators
obey the bosonic commutation relation:

[â(ω), â†(ω′)] = δ(ω − ω′)I, (2)

where I is the identity operator. Analogously, we define
the creation operator for a single photon at time t, â†(t),
where t is the time interval elapsed from the photon’s
creation at the source and its arrival at the detector. The
creation operator â†(t) can be obtained from a Fourier
transform of â†(ω):

â†(t) =
1√
2π

∫

R
dωeiωtâ†(ω). (3)

And we have that: |t〉 = |1t〉 = â†(t) |0〉 =
1√
2π

∫
R dωeiωt |ω〉.

Since {|ω〉} is an orthogonal basis, we can expand a
pure single photon state |Ψ〉 in this basis:

|Ψ〉 =

∫

R
S(ω)dω |ω〉 , (4)

where S(ω) is the amplitude spectrum of the single pho-

ton, with the normalization condition
∫
R
|S(ω)|2dω = 1.

We also consider single photons with a temporal struc-
ture, described by the state:

|Ψ〉 =

∫

R
S̃(t)dt |t〉 . (5)

where S̃(t) is the Fourier transform of the amplitude
spectrum S(ω) of the source. Free space propagation
for a time t leads to the evolution of the creation opera-

tor: â†t(ω) = e−iωtâ†(ω), and the wave function at time
t reads:

|Ψ(t)〉 =

∫

R

S(ω)e−iωtdω |ω〉 . (6)

Rigorously, the integration range in Eq. (6) and Eq. (4)
should be R+. We have extended it to R as we con-
sider experiments where the amplitude spectrum fulfills
S(ω ≤ 0) = 0. In the experimental setup we implement
in this paper, S(ω) is typically non-zero only in the tele-
com wavelength.

We now define the time-frequency Wigner distribution.
The Wigner distribution in phase space can be seen as the
expectation value of the parity operator [30] or, equiva-
lently, as the inverse Fourier transform of a characteristic
function. The latter is constructed using a symmetric or-
dering of bosonic operators. We will proceed analogously,
by introducing the displacement frequency mode opera-
tor in the single photon subspace.

1. Frequency-time Wigner distribution for a single photon

Using the previously introduced bosonic operators, we
can define the displacement mode operator in frequency
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as:

D̂(µ) =

∫
â†(ω + µ)â(ω)dω, (7)

Analogously, for the displacement in time we can write

D̂(τ) =

∫
â†(t+ τ)â(t)dt, (8)

As for Eq. (6), we have extended the range of integration
from R+ to R. Indeed, for the envisaged application, µ
will be small enough so that the resulting displaced state
amplitude spectrum S(ω) will have its support in R+.

We have that D̂(µ) |ω〉 = |ω + µ〉 and D̂(µ) |t〉 = eiµt |t〉.
As in the usual phase space case, displacement opera-

tors do not commute, and we obtain the Weyl relation,

D̂(µ)D̂(τ) = eiµτ D̂(τ)D̂(µ). (9)

Using the commutation relations, in analogy to the
quadrature position-momentum phase space case, we can
identify different possible orderings of the operators: the
normal order D̂n(µ, τ) = D̂(µ)D̂(τ), the anti-normal or-

der D̂an(µ, τ) = D̂(τ)D̂(µ) and the symmetric order,

D̂s(µ, τ) = D̂(µ)D̂(τ)e−iτµ/2. The unitary displacement

operators D̂ξ, irrespectively of the ordering, ξ = s, an, n,
obey the following orthogonality relation:

Tr[D̂†ξ(µ, τ)D̂ξ(µ
′, τ ′)] = δ(τ ′ − τ)δ(µ′ − µ), (10)

and the completeness relation:
∫∫

dµdτD̂ξ(µ, τ)D̂†ξ(µ, τ) = I. (11)

Using Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) we can expand all Hermitian
matrices in this orthogonal basis, thus the density matrix
reads:

ρ̂ =

∫∫
χρ,ξ(µ, τ)D̂ξ(µ, τ)dµdτ. (12)

The coordinate function χρ,ξ(µ, τ) = Tr(ρ̂D̂†ξ(µ, τ)) is
called the characteristic function, and it can be normal,
anti-normal or symmetric depending on the ordering of
the displacement operator. The Fourier transform of the
characteristic function leads to a quasi-probability distri-
bution. In particular, using the symmetric characteristic
distribution, one can obtain the chronocyclic Wigner dis-
tribution,

W (ω, t) =
1√
2π

∫
dω′e2iω′t 〈ω − ω′| ρ̂ |ω + ω′〉 . (13)

The chronocyclic Wigner distribution gives the same in-
formation than the associated density matrix, following
the completeness property. This distribution is also nor-
malised:

∫∫
dtdωW (ω, t) = Tr(ρ̂) = 1. In the case of

a pure state ρ̂ = |ψ〉 〈ψ| characterised by its amplitude
spectrum S(ω) Eq. (4), the chronocylic Wigner distribu-
tion can be written as:

W (ω, t) =
1√
2π

∫
dω′e2iω′tS(ω − ω′)S∗(ω + ω′). (14)

The marginals of the Wigner distribution lead to different
physically measurable quantities such as the spectrum of
the source:

∫
W (ω, t)dt = |S(ω)|2, (15)

and the distribution of the arrival time of the photon of
the source (using a fixed origin of time):

∫
W (ω, t)dω =

∣∣∣S̃(t)
∣∣∣
2

. (16)

We can also see the chronocyclic Wigner distribution here
as the expectation value of the displaced parity operator
by applying the same methods as in [30] using the sym-

metric displacement operator D̂s:

W (ω, t) = Tr(ρ̂D̂s(ω, t)Π̂D̂
†
s(ω, t)), (17)

where Π̂ is the parity operator which acts on a frequency
state as Π̂ |ω〉 = |−ω〉. Consequently, measuring the
chronocyclic Wigner distribution at the origin is a
measurement of the average value of the parity operator.

Finally, it can be shown that the chronocyclic Wigner
distribution obeys the Stratonovich-Weyl rules [31, 32].

Owing to the non-commutativity of the bosonic oper-
ator Eq. (2) and, consequently, the non-commutativity
of the displacement operators (see Eq. (9)), the time-
frequency phase space of a single photon is non-
commutative, as the quadrature position-momentum
phase space. It leads to the analogy between one sin-
gle photon in many frequency modes and many photons
in one frequency mode.

The introduced Wigner distribution can be generalized
to the situation where more than one photon occupy dif-
ferent frequency modes. We will describe in details the
two photon case in the next section.

2. Wigner distribution of two photons and associated
marginals

For a two photon state, the wave function can be writ-
ten as:

|ψ〉 =

∫∫
dωsdωiJSA(ωs, ωi) |ωs, ωi〉 , (18)

where the JSA denotes the Joint Spectral Amplitude and
ωs(ωi) is the frequency of the signal (idler) photon. The
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Wigner distribution of a pure state |ψ〉 is:

W (ωs, ωi, ts, ti) =

∫∫
dω′dω′′e2iω′tse2iω′′ti

〈ωs − ω′, ωi − ω′′|ψ〉 〈ψ|ωs + ω′, ωi + ω′′〉 , (19)

with marginals:

∫∫
W (ωs, ωi, ts, ti)dtsdti = JSI(ωs, ωi), (20)

where JSI(ωs, ωi) = |JSA(ωs, ωi)|2 is the Joint Spectral
Intensity. We also have

∫∫
W (ωs, ωi, ts, ti)dωsdωi = JTI(ts, ti), (21)

where JTI is the Joint Temporal Intensity, which is the
probability to measure a photon at an arrival time ts
in one detector and a photon at an arrival time ti in
another detector. We can also define two other “crossed”
marginals: the probability to detect one photon at the
arrival time ts (resp. ti) and the other at the frequency
ωi (resp. ωs). The measurement of the four marginals
and the reconstruction of the JSA has been performed
in [34], however this technique cannot be applied to all
optical systems and depend on the spectral width of the
considered JSA.

In the next section, we use the formalism presented
here to analyse the phase space distribution and repre-
sentation for some relevant quantum states. As a first
example, we will describe coherent-like state in time-
frequency variables. Then, we will address grid and GKP
state formed with single and two-photons.

III. TIME-FREQUENCY GRID STATES

Before introducing grid states, we describe coherent-
like states in time-frequency phase space.

A. Coherent-like state in time-frequency variables

We define the coherent-like state |α〉 in time-frequency
variable as a single photon state with a Gaussian ampli-
tude spectrum:

|α〉 =

∫
dωe−(ω−ω1)2/(2∆ω2)eiωτ |ω〉 (22)

where Re(α) = ω1

∆ω and Im(α) = τ are two parameters
representing the average value of the chronocyclic Wigner
distribution and ∆ω is the spectral width of the Gaussian
spectrum. As in the usual phase-space representation,
the coherent-like state also forms an overcomplete basis.

B. Grid states

We now use the formalism developed in the previous
section to introduce the time-frequency grid state and,
more specifically, the time-frequency GKP state. We
also show their application for time-frequency quantum
error correction.

Grid states were first defined using quadrature
position-momentum continuous variables [11, 35] and
correspond to a two dimensional lattice in phase space
where the area of the unit cell is a multiple of 2π. Time-
frequency grid states also verify the following property:
they are periodic structures formed by the superposi-
tion of many modes of single photon. Such states are
mathematically equivalent to the quadrature position-
momentum ones due to the non-commutative algebra of
the time-frequency displacement operators.

More precisely, the time-frequency grid state is defined
as a common eigenstate with the eigenvalue +1 of the two
commuting operators D̂(ω) and D̂(t) when the product
of the two parameters verify ωt = 0 mod 2π. This prop-
erty allows to measure both the time and the frequency
modulo 2π. The wave function of a general grid state can
be written as:

|ψ〉 =
∑

n∈Z

∣∣∣nα
√

2π
〉
ω
, (23)

where α is an integer. The +1 eigenspace of the displace-
ment operators is two dimensional and allows to define
a qubit. It is developed in more details in the following
paragraph.

C. Frequency-time GKP state

1. Definition and notation

We start by providing the general framework to define
single photon GKP states with many frequency modes.
The two possible states of the qubit are the eigenstates
of the displacement operators D̂(2ω), D̂( 2π

2ω ), also called
the stabilizer of the code (see Fig.1):

∣∣0
〉
ω

=
∑

n∈Z

∣∣∣ωp
2

+ 2nω
〉
, (24)

∣∣1
〉
ω

=
∑

n∈Z

∣∣∣ωp
2

+ (2n+ 1)ω
〉
. (25)

In the above, 2ω is the periodicity of the state and ωp/2
is a constant that will be later associated to a physical
parameter. These states are called frequency-time square
GKP states, because their frequency-time phase space
representation is squared [36]. For simplicity, we will call
them simply time-frequency GKP states.
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FIG. 1: Frequency-time GKP state in the frequency and time
basis.

Alternatively, as we show in Fig. 1, we can use the time
representation of the GKP states (up to normalization):

∣∣0
〉
ω

= τrt
∑

n∈Z
ei
ωp
2
nτrt

2

∣∣∣nτrt
2

〉
= |+〉t , (26)

∣∣1
〉
ω

= τrt
∑

n∈Z
ei
ωp
2
nτrt

2 (−1)n
∣∣∣nτrt

2

〉
= |−〉t , (27)

where τrt = 2π
ω . Here we have used that∑

n∈Z e
2inπt/τrt = τrt

∑
n∈Z δ(t − nτrt). If we have the

equality exp(i
ωp
2
nτrt

2 ) = 1, which corresponds to the con-
dition that ωp is a multiple of ω, we can define a qubit. It
will be the case in the experimental configuration speci-
fied in the next section. For the sake of simplicity, we will
now set ωp = 0. The

∣∣0
〉
t
,
∣∣1
〉
t

logical time GKP state

(the eigenstates of the stabilizer D̂(τrt) are then (up to
normalization):

∣∣0
〉
t

= τrt
∑

n∈Z

∣∣∣∣
2nτrt

2

〉
= |+〉ω ,

∣∣1
〉
t

= τrt
∑

n∈Z

∣∣∣∣
(2n+ 1)τrt

2

〉
= |−〉ω ,

(28)

where we have introduced |±〉t = 1√
2
(
∣∣0
〉
t
±
∣∣1
〉
t
) and

analogously for |+〉ω.

The frequency-time phase space representation of the
frequency-time GKP state is analogous to the GKP state
in the (x, p) phase plane [11]. The wave function of the
coherent superposition |+〉ω, with the amplitude spec-
trum S(ω) =

∑
n∈Z 〈ω|nω〉 =

∑
n∈Z δ(ω − nω) has the

following chronocyclic Wigner distribution:

W (ω, t) =

∫

R
dω′e2iω′tS(ω − ω′)S∗(ω + ω′)

=
∑

n,m∈Z2

(−1)nmδ(t− π

ω
n)δ(ω − ωp

2
− ω

2
m). (29)

This shows that the chronocyclic Wigner distribution
is negative when n,m are both odd. Also, such states are
not physical since we are summing over an infinite num-
ber of perfectly well defined frequency (or time) modes.

2. Physical frequency-time GKP state

In this section, we will see how to formally describe
physical (intrinsically noisy) GKP states and how to
physically interpret their number of peaks and the uncer-
tainty of each mode. For that, we apply the formalism
introduced in [37].

Physical GKP states are constructed by applying a

Kraus operator ξ̂ to the ideal GKP state:

∣∣0̃
〉
ω

= ξ̂
∣∣0
〉
ω

=

∫∫
dωdtξ(ω, t)D̂(t)D̂(ω)

∣∣0
〉
ω
. (30)

If we suppose that frequency and time noise are un-
correlated Gaussian distribution, we have that: ξ(ω, t) =

Gδω(ω)Gκ(t) = e−ω
2/2δω2

e−t
2/2κ2

. The physical inter-
pretation of these two Gaussian noises becomes clearer
after performing the time integral in Eq. (30), which
leads to:

∣∣0̃
〉
ω

=
∑

n∈Z

∫
T2n(ω)e−ω

2κ2/2 |ω〉dω, (31)

with Tn(ω) = exp(−(ω − nω)2/(2δω2)). Time noise cre-
ates an envelope, limiting the number of relevant fre-
quency modes while frequency noise introduces an in-
trinsic width to each peak. Alternatively, we can con-
struct the physical GKP state by permuting the time
and frequency displacement operators. Since they are
non-commuting operators, the state obtained by this pro-
cedure is not the same as Eq. (31).

The physical origin of the finite width of the time and
frequency distribution are errors that can be due to the
propagation of single photons in a dispersive medium, as
an optical fiber. They can also be related to time and
frequency uncertainties inherent to the state preparation
process, as is the case of the set-up presented in Sec. IV.

D. 2D entangled time-frequency GKP state: some
useful mathematical tools

We now move to the two-qubit case and show how
two GKP states can be entangled in time and frequency
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degrees of freedom. We start by considering an ideal sep-
arable two photon state, a two dimensional GKP state,
that can be written as:

|+〉ωs |+〉ωi =
1

2
(
∣∣0〉

ωs

∣∣0〉
ωi

+
∣∣0〉

ωs

∣∣1〉
ωi

+
∣∣1〉

ωs

∣∣0〉
ωi

+
∣∣1〉

ωs

∣∣1〉
ωi

), (32)

As in the one qubit case, physical qubits can be con-
structed from (32) using the noise model introduced pre-
viously, based on the application of Kraus operators:

∣∣+̃
〉
ωs

∣∣+̃
〉
ωi

=

∫∫
dtdt′D̂s(t)D̂i(t

′)G1/∆ωp(t)G1/∆ω−(t′)

×
∫∫

D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω
′)Gδωs(ω)Gδωi(ω

′)dωdω′ |+〉ωs |+〉ωi .
(33)

The functions Gα(x) are gaussians of width α corre-
sponding to the noise distribution on variables x. Fre-
quency (or time) entanglement can be created by the

application of a symmetric CNOT operator Ĉ ′ that per-
forms the following operation:

Ĉ ′ |ts, ti〉 = |ts + ti〉 |ts − ti〉 . (34)

Equivalently, Ĉ ′ |ω, ω′〉 =
∣∣∣ω+ω′

2 , ω−ω
′

2

〉
. This gate oper-

ates in an analogous way to a balanced beam-splitter that
acts on the frequency or time degree of freedom instead
of the field’s quadratures.

The entangling gate Ĉ ′ tranforms displacement oper-
ators as follows:

Ĉ ′D̂s(t)D̂i(t
′)Ĉ ′

−1
= D̂s

(
t+ t′

2

)
D̂i

(
t− t′

2

)
. (35)

Using these definitions, we can now interpret the state
produced from a by a nonlinear cavity producing photon
pairs via SPDC in terms of GKP states and study its
application to measurement based error correction.

IV. PRODUCTION AND MANIPULATION OF
TIME-FREQUENCY GRID STATE

We are now ready to apply the previous definitions
to describe the spectrum of a photon pair generated by
SPDC in a nonlinear optical cavity. We will focus on
a specific platform in order to perform both a detailed
numerical study and the experimental illustration of our
results.

A. Presentation of the integrated device for the
generation of time-frequency GKP state

The device we consider here consists of an AlGaAs
Bragg reflector waveguide emitting pairs of orthogonally

polarised photons in the telecom band by type II SPDC.
The working principle of the device is sketched in Fig.2
(a) [38]. The device is pumped with a continuous wave
laser at λp = 765 nm having a linewidth ∆ωp = 2π×100
kHz, much smaller than the phase matching bandwidth
and the free spectral range. This leads to the generation
of strongly anticorrelated photon pairs over a spectral
band of 2π×10.9 THz centered around the frequency de-
generacy as shown in the numerical simulations reported
in Fig.2 (b). Moreover, the refractive index contrast be-
tween the semiconductor non-linear medium and the air
induces a Fabry-Perot effect resulting in a built-in cav-
ity. The free spectral range of the cavity is ω = 2π×19.2
GHz, yielding a comb like spectrum with approximatively
570 peaks. Fig.2 (c) shows the measurement of a portion
of the Joint Spectral Intensity via Stimulated Emission
Tomography [39] evidencing a frequency comb structure.

195 200 205

195

200

205

194.1
194.15

194.2 204.35

204.4

204.45

204.5

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

0

(a
.u

.)

GaAs substrate

AlGaAs core

(THz)

(T
H

z)

(THz)

(THz)

FIG. 2: (a) A pump beam illuminates an AlGaAs waveguide
where photon pairs are generated by SPDC. The refractive in-
dex contrast between AlGaAs and air creates a cavity around
the nonlinear medium, as the waveguide’s facets play the role
of mirrors. (b) Simulated JSI of the state emitted by the non-
linear cavity, using the nominal structure of the device. (c)
Experimental JSI (detail).

The generated two-photon state can be written as :

|ψ〉 =

∫∫
dωsdωiJSA(ωs, ωi) |ωs〉 |ωi〉 , (36)

where the JSA is the product of four terms:

JSA(ωs, ωi) = f+(ω+)f−(ω−)fcav(ωs)fcav(ωi). (37)

We have defind ω± = ωs±ωi
2 .The function f+ is related

to the conservation of the energy, while f− is related to
the phase matching condition. Both functions can be
modeled as Gaussian functions. The effect of the cavity
on each mode (signal and idler), is taken into account by
the cavity functions fcav(ωs(i)) that act as an imperfect
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frequency filter. We will assume that the cavity function
is a sum of Gaussians, which is a good approximation in
the limit of a high finesse cavity:

fcav(ω) =
∑

n∈Z
Tn(ω), (38)

where again Tn(ω) = exp(−(ω − nω)2/(2δω2)). The fre-
quency width δω depends on the finesse of the cavity.
For a high finesse cavity, we have ω � δω, and the two
photon state can be written as:

|ψ〉 =
∑
n,m

∫∫
dωsdωif+(ω+)f−(ω−)Tn(ωs)Tm(ωi) |ωs〉 |ωi〉 .

(39)

The resulting state is analogous to a grid state because
of the cavity functions. We can identify

∑

n,m

∫∫
dωsdωiTn(ωs)Tm(ωi) |ωs〉 |ωi〉 = (40)

∫∫
D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω

′)Gδω(ω)Gδω(ω′)dωdω′ |+〉ωs |+〉ωi ,

which, as mentioned before, represents GKP states af-
fected by frequency noise. Completing the description
of state (39) requires considering also time displacement
operators representing noise in the time variables as fol-
lows:

|ψ〉 =

∫∫
D̂s

(
t+ t′

2

)
D̂i

(
t− t′

2

)
G1/∆ωp(t)G1/∆ω−(t′)dtdt′

×
∫∫

D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω
′)Gδω(ω)Gδω(ω′)dωdω′ |+〉ωs |+〉ωi . (41)

In this expression, we considered the possibility of having
different widths in the time noise distribution, given by
∆ω− and ∆ωp. Indeed such widths are related to the
phase matching condition and to energy conservation,
respectively, creating envelopes in the axis ω− and ω+,
limiting the dimension of the produced grid.

Applying the displacement operators in (41) leads to:

|ψ〉 =

∫∫
dtdt′dωdω′G1/∆ωp(t)G1/∆ω−(t′)Gδω(ω)Gδω(ω′)

×
∑
n,m

ei(nω+ω)
(t+t′)

2 ei(mω+ω′) (t−t′)
2 |nω + ω〉

∣∣mω + ω′
〉
,

(42)

and, by integrating over time and performing a change
of variable, we obtain:

|ψ〉 =
∑

n,m∈Z2

∫∫
dωsdωiG∆ωp(ω+)G∆ω−(ω−)

× Tn(ωs)Tm(ωi) |ωs〉 |ωi〉 , (43)

which has exactly the same form as Eq. (36) and Eq.
(39), justifying the interpretation in terms of GKP states
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FIG. 3: Numerical simulation of the Joint Spectral Inten-
sity for a two photon source in an optical cavity with arbi-
trary units. The size of the ellipse is delimited by the energy
conservation (with a frequency width 1/∆ωp) and the phase
matching condition (with a frequency width of 1/∆ω−). The
center of the ellipse corresponds to the frequency degeneracy.
Here the state is said to be anti-correlated since ∆ω− > ∆ωp.

as depicted in Fig. 3. On Fig. 4, we recap in a quantum
circuit representation all the time-frequency gates which
act on the initial ideal GKP state.

The states described by Eq. (43) are a noisy fre-
quency entangled states, displaying an elliptical JSI in
the in the (ω+, ω−) basis. The ellipticity R of the JSI
determines how entangled the state is. It is defined as

R =
1/∆ω2

−−1/∆ω2
p

1/∆ω2
−+1/∆ω2

p
, and the time noise in axis ω− and

ω+ plays a role in the correlation/anti-correlation of the
photons. A state with an arbitrary positive ellipticity is
represented on the numerical simulation Fig. 3. Note
that such biphoton state can be produced with an inte-
grated chip in a transverse pump configuration [39, 40].

Thus, we can define |ψ〉 = ˜|+̄〉 |+̄〉, since state |ψ〉 can be
interpreted as two GKP states entangled by noise.

It is interesting to notice that in the case where
G∆ωp(ω+) = δ(ω+) and ω/δω � 1, we can approxi-

mate |ψ〉 = ˜|+̄〉 |+̄〉 ' Ĉ ′
∣∣+̃
〉 ∣∣+̃

〉
where we used Eq.

(33) and (34). In this case, |ψ〉 is anti-correlated, and
∆ωp � ∆ω−. The JSI is shown in Fig. 2(b) and it is
close to a line along the ω− direction. We thus have that
JSA(ωs, ωi) ' δ(ω+−ωp)f−(ω−)fcav(ωs)fcav(ωi) and in-
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tegration over ω+ in Eq. (39) leads to :

|ψ〉 =

∫
dω−f−(ω−)fcav

(
ωp + ω−

2

)
fcav

(
ωp − ω−

2

)

×
∣∣∣∣
ωp + ω−

2
,
ωp − ω−

2

〉
. (44)

and this state is the one produced experimentally whose
JSI is represented on Fig. 2.
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FIG. 4: Quantum circuit representing the generation of en-
tangled 2D time-frequency GKP state.

B. Applications

The previously described 2D entangled time-frequency
GKP state can be used to implement a measurement-
based error correction protocol, which was previously
defined for quadrature position-momentum continuous
variable [41].

In this scenario, the result of a measurement performed
on one qubit (say, B, encoded in the idler photon, also
called the ancilla) is used to correct the error on the other
qubit (A, encoded in the signal photon, also called the
data qubit).

We will consider the effect of a time measurement on
the ancilla qubit of state Eq. (43). Since both qubits are
entangled, measuring the ancilla qubit (B) has an effect
on the data qubit (A), as shown in Fig. 5 [4]. The op-
eration realized in qubit B is teleported to qubit A, up
to a known displacement on qubit A, which is given by
the result of the measurement performed in qubit B. In
the spirit of QEC, the interest of this approach is that,
if noise corresponds to displacements in conjugate vari-
ables, as it is the case in the GKP code, one can show
that, if qubit B is measured in one variable (time or fre-
quency), its error in the measured variable is teleported
to qubit A’s error in the same variable. Thus, if qubit
B’s error is smaller than A’s, this scheme can be used to
decrease the noise in physical GKP states of A [41, 42].

An interesting aspect of using measurement-based
techniques is that they provide an alternative to a deter-
ministic two-qubit gate in single photon-based devices.
As a matter of fact, implementing deterministic gates
is a challenge in such set-ups, and starting from useful
entangled resources can help achieving determinacy in
different protocols. Possible ways to scale up the gen-
eration of time-frequency GKP states would be using
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FIG. 5: The data qubit (signal) in arm A and the an-
cilla one (idler) in arm B are prepared in state |+̄〉ωs |+̄〉ωi =∣∣0〉

ts

∣∣0〉
ti

. After displacements and the Ĉ′ gate, we perform

a time measurement on the ancilla.

on-demand production of pure single photon states, re-
viewed in [43] for instance. Such ideas can be combined to
implement efficient frequency gates, which are currently
realised with electro-optic modulators and pulse-shapers
[44, 45].

We expect that the fast technological evolution of the
integrated circuits physics will enable effective photon-
photon interaction with higher probability in the near
future.

C. Experimental manipulation of time-frequency
grid state and state detection

In this section, we study the implementation of a single
qubit gate Ẑts on state Eq. (44).

A possibility to manipulate frequency states is using
electro-optical modulation (EOM) [28] for frequency-bin
encoded qubits. Such techniques can also be used in
the present context, with the difference that while in
Ref.[28] each frequency is manipulated independently, in
the present encoding redundancy is a key aspect, and
qubit manipulation requires acting on the whole fre-
quency comb. It must then be manipulated as a whole, a
situation that does not add any experimental complexity
to the techniques considered in [28].

Interestingly, using EOM is not strictly necessary to
manipulate time-frequency GKP states. We demonstrate
here an experimentally simpler way to implement a quan-
tum gate Ẑts for time-frequency GKP states and obtain
a signature of the manipulation using a Hong-Ou-Mandel
(HOM) interferometer [46, 47], that can be used for state
measurement, as detailed in the following. The HOM
setup is sketched in Fig. 6 (a): signal and idler photons
are sent to different arms of an interferometer, A and B.
We consider to be in the limit ∆ωp � ∆ω− for simplic-
ity. Introducing a time delay τ between the two arms,
the two photons acquire a phase difference such that the
biphoton state arriving in the recombining beam-splitter
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FIG. 6: (a) Hong-Ou-Mandel experiment enabling state ma-
nipulation and measurement. After being generated, signal
and idler photons are separated and sent into two different
arms of a HOM interferometer with a polarizing beam-splitter
(PBS). Time delay (τ) in one arm performs a Ẑts gate for
τ = −τrt/2. In order to have the same polarization for the
photons, a half-wave plate is added. State measurement can
be done by recombining both photons in a second beam split-
ter and performing coincidence measurements for different
values of τ . (b) Experimental coincidence measurements cor-

responding to the state ˜|+̄〉 |+̄〉. (c) Experimental coincidence

measurements corresponding to the state ˜|−̄〉 |+̄〉. The contin-
uous lines are the result of numerical calculations taking into
account the effects of birefringence, reflectivity and chromatic
dispersion in the AlGaAs chip.

is given by:

|ψ(τ)〉 =

∫
dω−e

−i(ω−+ωp)τ/2f−(ω−)fcav

(
ωp + ω−

2

)

× fcav

(
ωp − ω−

2

) ∣∣∣∣
ωp + ω−

2
,
ωp − ω−

2

〉
. (45)

Without loss of generality for the present purposes, we
consider g(ω−) = f−(ω−)fcav(

ωp+ω−
2 )fcav(

ωp−ω−
2 ) to be

real. This function is also symmetric with respect to
ω− = 0. The phase e−iω−τ corresponds to a displacement
of τ in time, the conjugate variable to ω−, as shown in

Sec. III. It corresponds to the application of the D̂s(τ)
operator to the signal photon before the entangling oper-
ation.

By choosing τ = −τrt/2 the n-th peaks of g(ω−)
with n even, remain unchanged, while for n odd, they
gain a π phase and change signs, implementing the gate
Ẑts |+̄〉ωs = |−̄〉ωs with a simple interferometric config-
uration and coincidence detection. Consequently, before
its arrival on the HOM recombining beam-splitter, the

two-photon state can be written as |ψ′〉 = ˜|−̄〉 |+̄〉.

The signature of time displacement operator and the
orthogonality of the two states can be detected by mea-
suring temporal correlations with a HOM interferometer.
As shown in [48, 49], the HOM experiment is a direct
measurement of the chronocyclic Wigner distribution of
the phase-matching part of the JSA. The first experimen-
tal demonstration of these ideas can be found in [50]. In
the experimental context discussed here, it gives access
to a cut in the time-frequency phase space of the Wigner
function associated to the global variable ω−, W (µ, τ),
where µ is the amplitude of displacement of ω− and τ
the amplitude of displacement in time. The HOM ex-
periment corresponds thus to a cut along the µ = 0 line,
where τ is varied. The partial information obtained is
enough to distinguish between the two orthogonal states.

We have implemented the setup of Fig. 6 (a) on the
state produced by our AlGaAs device presented in IV A.
For τ = 0, we expect a coincidence dip with a visibility
fixed by the degree of indistinguishability between the
signal and idler photons: this corresponds to the state
Ĉ ′
∣∣+̃
〉
ωs

∣∣+̃
〉
ωi

. For τ = −τrt/2, we expect to observe

a replica of the previous dip whose visibility is related
to a combination of facets reflectivity, birefringence
and chromatic dispersion: this corresponds to the state
Ĉ ′Ẑts

∣∣+̃
〉
ωs

∣∣+̃
〉
ωi

. The results of the corresponding

measurements are shown respectively in Fig. 6 (b) and
(c). In the first (Fig. 6 (b), in the vicinity τ = 0) the
visibility is 86%, while in the second case (Fig. 6 (c),
around τ = −τrt/2) we obtain a visibility of 12%, making
these two states well distinguishable. We perform in
Fig. 7 numerical simulations of the visibility of the
second dip of the HOM experiment as a function of the
cavity reflectivity and for different bandwidths of the
filters placed before the beam-splitter. The intersection
of the dashed lines indicates the conditions in which the
experiment has been performed: a modal reflectivity of
the facets of 0.3 without frequency filters, which leads
to a theoretical prediction of 15% of visibility, which
is in good agreement with the experimentally observed
result of 12%, see Fig.6 (c). Such visibility is enough
to distinguish both possible GKP states. Note that
the visibility of the second dip can be increased by
depositing a reflective coating on the facets, but this
solution would equally enhance the detrimental effect of
the cavity birefringence by making peaks corresponding
to different polarizations more and more distinguishable.
In addition to coating, a potential strategy to improve
the visibility is to add frequency filters in order to
select the central part of the spectrum and reduce the
effect of birefringence and chromatic dispersion. For
instance, the total frequency bandwidth for about 500
peaks is 70 nm as shown in Fig. 7. For each curve in
Fig. 7, we note that the visibility reaches a maximum
and then decreases when increasing the reflectivity, well
illustrating our discussion on the antagonist roles of
the reflectivity and the birefringence. It shows that a
visibility of the order of 80 % is well on reach. Numerical
and analytical results are presented in the Appendix A
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for such values of reflectivity.

In summary, a visibility higher than 80% for the
adjacent dips from the central dip can be obtained by
improving the reflectivity of the facets and filtering the
produced spectrum, which would decrease the number
of exploitable peaks and reduce the detection rate but
would still keep them of the order of a hundred.

Further possible manipulation of the time-frequency
grid state has been proposed in [38], where tuning the
pump frequency allows to engineer the JSA symmetry.
Compared to other schemes where each comb line is ma-
nipulated individually [45, 51], this technique enables to
address the odd and the even peaks individually with
low optical losses. In the formalism developed in Sec.
II, the pump tuning corresponds to a frequency displace-
ment operation on the signal and idler photon, see Fig. 2
of Ref. [38], namely to non-linear operation without the
need to introduce a non-linear material or EOM after the
generation of the two-photon state.

FIG. 7: Numerical simulation of the visibility of the sec-
ondary peaks, nearest to the central dip, as a function of
the reflectivity of the facets for different bandwidth of the
frequency filters placed before the beam-splitter. The bire-
fringence and the chromatic dispersion are here taken into
account. The intersection of the two dashed lines indicates
the conditions of the realized experiment whose coincidence
measurement is presented in Fig 6.(c).

D. Experimental proposal for quantum error
correction in time-frequency variable

We now discuss the experimental feasibility of the time
quantum error correction. The Joint Temporal Intensity
of the state given by Eq. (39) is represented in Fig. 8.
The state is periodic, with periodicity of 2π/ω = 50
ps using the parameters of the above described source,
along the two orthogonal directions t±. But since the
inverse of the energy conservation width 1/∆ω+ is much
larger than the cavity round trip time τrt, the periodicity

along the t+ is not visible. A time measurement of the
idler photon leads to a random temporal distribution
which corresponds to the different peaks along the
t− axis. A single photon detector should have 50 ps
temporal resolution to distinguish these peaks, which
is possible with nowadays technology. It corresponds
to what is commonly designated as photon heralding.
Once the state is measured, further time or frequency
correction operators could be applied on the data [37].

Time measurement
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FIG. 8: Numerical Simulation of the Joint Temporal
Intensity of the time-frequency GKP state in the case
∆ω− � ∆ωp with a 50 ps periodicity. It corresponds to the
Fourier transform of the state shown in Fig. 2.(b). The state
is periodic in both directions, but since the 1/∆ωp � 2π/ω,
we can not see the periodicity in the t+ direction since the
data qubit is very noisy.

Error correction is also possible in frequency de-
grees of freedom, and it requires measuring one of the
photons in the ω± variables. This operation could be
performed with non-linear devices implementing a con-
trolled quantum gate in the frequency degrees of freedom.

V. CONCLUSION

As a conclusion, we detailed a formalism establishing
the analogy between continuous variables consisting of
many modes of single photons and those associated to
a single mode field’s quadratures. We introduced a rig-
orous construction and provided a physical and math-
ematical meaning to the chronocyclic Wigner distribu-
tion in a quantum optics experiment. Using the intro-
duced formal analogies, we showed that experimental se-
tups consisting of a SPDC source and a filtering cavity
can be a natural source of time-frequency GKP states,
which are time-frequency non-Gaussian states useful for
fault-tolerant quantum protocols manipulating continu-
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ous variables. Qubits can be encoded in frequency and
time degrees of freedom of photons and entangled GKP
states can be generated and manipulated. We have ex-
perimentally illustrated these results in an integrated op-
tical platform. Finally, we have shown that the produced
state is a resource for MBQC and error correction, and
both can be implemented through time or frequency mea-
surement of one photon of the pair. A natural perspective
is to combine our results with already existing technolo-
gies for quantum photonic circuits for further applica-
tions and scaling [52–55]. Using the measurement based
principle, other protocols involving quadrature position-
momentum GKP state could be generalised to time-
frequency variables such as the correction of Gaussian
errors using GKP state as a non-Gaussian ressource with
the two-mode GKP repetition code [56, 57].
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Appendix A: IMPLEMENTING GATES USING
THE HONG-OU-MANDEL EXPERIMENT

In this section, we detail how to implement the sin-
gle qubit gate Ẑ for the frequency-time GKP state. The
frequency ωp is taken different from zero. For simplic-
ity, we will describe the principle of the gate for an ideal
GKP state. Starting from the Eq. (44) and supposing
that each photon goes to one arm of a Hong-Ou-Mandel
(HOM) interferometer where a linear medium was in-
serted in one of the arms (see Fig. 6), the wave function
can be written, after the beam-splitter, taking into ac-
count only the coincidence terms as,

|ψ〉τ =
1

2

∫
dω−f−(ω−)fcav(

ωp + ω−
2

)fcav(
ωp − ω−

2
)

×e−i
(ωp+ω−)τ

2 (
∣∣∣ωp + ω−

2
,
ωp − ω−

2

〉
−
∣∣∣ωp − ω−

2
,
ωp + ω−

2

〉
),

(A1)

where τ is the temporal delay introduced by the linear
medium in the upper path. After performing a change of
variable, we obtain:

|ψ〉τ =
1

2

∫
dω−(f−(ω−)e−i

ω−τ
2 − f−(−ω−)e+i

ω−τ
2 )

fcav(
ωp + ω−

2
)fcav(

ωp − ω−
2

)
∣∣∣ωp + ω−

2
,
ωp − ω−

2

〉
. (A2)

In the last equation, we discard an unimportant
global phase. The coincidence probability I(τ) =∫∫

dωsdωi|〈ωs, ωi|ψ〉τ |
2

reads:

I(τ) =
1

2
[1− 1

N
Re(

∫ ∣∣∣∣fcav(
ωp + ω−

2
)fcav(

ωp − ω−
2

)

∣∣∣∣
2

× f−(ω−)f∗−(−ω−)e−iω−τ/2dω−)], (A3)

where N =
∫ ∣∣∣fcav(

ωp+ω−
2 )fcav(

ωp−ω−
2 )

∣∣∣
2

f−(ω−) ×
f∗−(−ω−)dω−. In [58], it was shown that the coincidence
probability is proportional to a cut of the chronocyclic
Wigner distribution at ω− = 0. We can then only par-
tially characterise the state, but the information obtained
is enough to analyse different time-frequency GKP states.

Experimentally we realize the HOM experiment hav-
ing as initial state (44), so that we can observe the effect

of the gate Ẑts . For τ = −τrt/2, the odd peaks of state

(44) gain a negative amplitude, which means that a Ẑts

gate was implemented. This corresponds to the transfor-
mation Ẑts |+̄〉ωs applied to the ideal GKP state, which
means that the physical state is transformed according

to ˜|+̄〉 |+̄〉 → ˜|−̄〉 |+̄〉.
Here, we perform the analytical calculation for the co-

incidence probability of the state, for a high reflectivity
of the cavity and without taking into account the bire-
fringence and the chromatic dispersion. Assuming that
ω/δω � 1, we have:

I(2τ) =
1

2
[1− e−τ

2δω2/2
d∑

n=−d

αncos(nωτ)], (A4)

where d is the number of peaks, 1
N = 1∑d

n=−d αn
and

αn = e−(
ωp
2 −nω)2/δω2

. In Fig. 9 (a), (b), we show the
plot of the coincidence probability with arbitrary units
for a cavity with a reflectivity of r = 0.9. The HOM
interference exhibits replica [47], and depending on the
time displacement we perform, we obtain for the signal
photon, the state

∣∣+̃
〉
ωs

or
∣∣−̃
〉
ωs

. The visibility of the

central dip and the nearest replica are too close to dis-
tinguish the two states, contrary to the experimentally
studied case where low reflectivity and chromatic dis-
persion increase the coincidence probability of the state∣∣−̃
〉
ωs

. For a high reflectivity of the cavity, to distinguish

the two orthogonal states, we then have to choose two
replicas away from the central dip.

Appendix B: QUANTUM ERROR CORRECTION

We now consider the situation where the widths of the
phase matching and energy conservation conditions are
finite and the state obtained corresponds to an ellipse in
the JSI plane, as discussed in Section IV. As mentioned,
in this situation we have an entangled GKP state in time.
We can consider that one of the photons, say, idler, plays
the role of the ancilla while the signal one is the data
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FIG. 9: (a) Numerical simulation of the HOM experiment
for the two photon state for a highly reflective cavity without
taking into account the birefringence and the chromatic dis-
persion. Coincidence probability as a function of the delay in
units of τrt. Selecting τ = ±τrt/2 performs a Ẑts gate. (b)
Detail of (a).

qubit in a measurement-based circuit as in Fig. 5. We
will thus perform a measurement in the ancilla (frequency
or time measurement) and use the measurement result to
correct the data qubit, as in [4, 42].

1. Correction against temporal shift (MBQC)

The principle of the MBQC is the following: we pre-
pare an entangled GKP state, noisy in time and fre-
quency (Eq. (39)), which can be prepared with a SPDC
source in an optical cavity as shown in the main text.
Then we perform a time or frequency measurement on
the qubit ancilla in a particular basis. Since only the
time noise are entangled (see Eq. (35)), the time mea-
surement provides the information about this displace-
ment see (Fig. 5) .

We then report the same procedures as in [4], assuming
a Dirac distribution for the time and frequency noise and
investigate the influence of the time measurement of the
ancilla on the time noise of the signal.

We start from a separable state, the data (signal)

and the ancilla (idler) are initialized in the frequency
|+〉ωs |+〉ωi state:

|ψ〉 = |+〉ωs |+〉ωi =
∣∣0
〉
ts

∣∣0
〉
ti

=
∑

n,m∈Z
|nT 〉 |mT 〉 ,

(B1)
with T = 2πτrt. Frequency and time Dirac distribution
noises is assumed for both qubits:

∣∣0
〉
ts

∣∣0
〉
ti
→ D̂s(t)D̂i(t′)D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω

′)
∣∣0
〉
ts

∣∣0
〉
ti
, (B2)

then time noises are entangled with the Ĉ ′ operation:

Ĉ ′D̂s(t)D̂i(t′)Ĉ ′
−1
D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω

′)
∣∣0
〉
ts

∣∣0
〉
ti

= D̂s(
t+ t′

2
)D̂i(

t− t′
2

)D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω
′)
∣∣0
〉
ts

∣∣0
〉
ti

=
∑

n,m

einωT eimω
′T

∣∣∣∣nT +
t+ t′

2

〉 ∣∣∣∣mT +
t− t′

2

〉
. (B3)

We realize a time measurement on the ancilla (the idler),
let us consider that the detector clicks at time τ , which

can take only the values τ = t−t′
2 +mT . The initial state

is projected into:

∣∣0
〉
ts
→ eiω

′(τ− t+t′2 )D̂s(
t+ t′

2
)D̂s(ω)

∣∣0
〉
ts
. (B4)

The temporal shift of the data qubit is entirely deter-
mined by the noise (shift) of the ancilla. The probability
of success is given by |t− t′| < π

2ω , which means the
probability to avoid to fall in another π

2ω time window.

2. Gaussian distribution of the noise

Now we consider that the time and frequency noises
obey a Gaussian distribution. We thus have the state, as
written before Eq. (33):

|ψ〉 = [

∫∫ ∫∫
Gδω(ω)Gδω(ω′)G1/∆ω−(t)G1/∆ωp(t′)

×D̂s(
t+ t′

2
)D̂i(

t− t′

2
)D̂s(ω)D̂i(ω

′)dtdt′dωdω′]
∣∣0〉

ts

∣∣0〉
ti
.

(B5)

We then apply the time and frequency displacement op-
erators on the GKP state:

|ψ〉 =

∫∫ ∫∫
Gδω(ω)Gδω(ω′)G1/∆ω−(t)G1/∆ωp(t′)∑

n,m∈Z

einωT eimωT
∣∣∣∣nT +

t+ t′

2

〉 ∣∣∣∣mT +
t− t′

2

〉
dtdt′dωdω′.

(B6)

The Joint Temporal Amplitude of the state 〈ts, ti|ψ〉 =
JTA(ts, ti) is a circle whose radius is the frequency width
ω, with elliptical peaks whose half axis are equal to ∆ω−
and ∆ωp, see Fig. 8. In the case where ∆ω− � ∆ωp, the
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JTA associated is a periodic (along t−) set of lines along
t+.

We then perform a time measurement on the ancilla,
a click is detected at time τ that can take the value
τ = mT + t−t′

2 . The new wavefunction |ψ′〉τ = 〈τ |ψ〉
is, after performing an integration over t and after nor-
malization:

∣∣ψ′〉
τ

=

∫
(

∫∫ ∑
n,m∈Z

eiωnT
G∆ω−(t′ + 2(τ −mT ))G∆ωp(t′)

G√
∆ω2
−+∆ω2

p
(2(τ −mT ))

×Gδω(ω′)Gδω(ω)eiω
′mT ∣∣(n−m)T + τ + t′)

〉
dωdt′)dω′.

(B7)

After the time measurement of the ancilla (idler), the
state is projected into a one dimensional GKP state. The
time noise distribution of the signal is updated,

G∆ω−(t′ + 2(τ −mT ))G∆ωp(t′)

G√
∆ω2
−+∆ω2

p
(2(τ −mT ))

= Gδ(t
′ − tm). (B8)

It is a normal distribution with variance δ2 =
∆ω2
−∆ω2

p

∆ω2
−+∆ω2

p

and mean value tm =
∆ω2
−

∆ω2
−+∆ω2

p
(τ+mT ). The time noise

of the data depends on both the noises of the ancilla and
the data.

Hence the state can be written as:

|ψ′〉τ =
∑

m∈Z

∫ ∫∫
dωdt′dω′Gδω(ω)Gδ(t

′−tm)Gδω(ω′)

× eiω
′mT D̂s(−mT + τ + t′)D̂s(ω) |+〉ts . (B9)

We point out that for time correlated photons with high
noise in time variables ∆ω− � ∆ωp, the time distribu-
tion of the signal only depends on the noise of the idler,
since δ ∼ ∆ω− and tm = τ +mT . Therefore the analysis
is the same than the previous section. We can under-
stand this noise reduction on Fig.8 as follows: when we
perform a measurement on the t− axis, the signal is pro-
jected into a less noisy state since the updated time dis-
tribution of the signal depends on the time distribution
of the idler. As a consequence, according to (B8), the
state becomes periodic along the t+ direction, since the
time width of each peak becomes ∆ωp (instead of ∆ω−)
which is smaller than 2π/ω.

Note that, if we had considered an anti-correlated ini-
tial state, error correction would be effective if the signal
photon were detected, instead of the idler one.
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