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Although the group delay of classical pulses through a barrier may suggest superluminality, the
information transfer is limited by the precursor which propagates at the vacuum light speed. Single
photons, however, have infinite tails, and the question of causality becomes meaningless. We solve
this problem by introducing strictly localized states close to single photons, which are examples of
optical states produced by on-demand single-photon sources. These states can be arbitrarily close
to single photons while demonstrating causality for their leading edge.

INTRODUCTION

For classical pulses, it is well known that the group
velocity may be larger than the vacuum light speed c
and that the group delay through a barrier may indi-
cate superluminality. Nevertheless, the initial informa-
tion about the source being switched on is carried by the
pulse’s precursor, which propagates with speed c because
it contains high frequencies not affected by the system.

When the pulse contains only a single photon, however,
things become more complicated. Tunneling times for
single particles has been much debated (see, e.g., review
articles [1, 2] and references therein), especially since the
measurements by Steinberg, Kwiat, and Chiao [3]. The
issue with single photons is that they have infinite tails
falling off almost exponentially or more slowly [4], which
means that they do not have a leading edge. The question
of causality for single photons is therefore in principle
meaningless.

On the other hand, there clearly exist on-demand pho-
ton sources [5–9]. The states produced by such sources
must be strictly localized, meaning that any local mea-
surement before the leading edge gives the same statis-
tics as for vacuum. Strict localization was introduced
in quantum field theory in the 1960s by Knight [10]
and Licht [11]. We have recently shown that there ex-
ist strictly localized states that approach a single pho-
ton when the pulse envelope is slowly varying, and we
have estimated the optimal fidelity of near-single-photon
states from on-demand sources [12].

We take the view that sharp conditions for causality
are most easily formulated by having an on-demand pho-
ton source and considering local observables as the opti-
cal signal propagates through the system. In the Heisen-
berg picture, it has been shown that photonic pulses from
on-demand sources propagate in a causal way [13], but
it is then difficult to evaluate the photon number of the
pulse. In this work, we use the interaction picture and
let the optical signal produced by the source be a strictly
localized near-single-photon state with an explicit repre-
sentation from [12]. By considering how this state propa-
gates through an optical system, we can establish causal-
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FIG. 1. A source is located in the region x < −cT , and we
consider field observables at the observation point x = 0 on
the other side of a barrier or an optical filter. The source is
turned on at t = −T . By causality, the measurement statistics
for t < 0 must be equal to those for vacuum.

ity and tunneling times for states arbitrarily close to sin-
gle photons.

The analysis is done in the framework of quantum op-
tics, i.e., with the full, quantized electromagnetic field
and with the interacting matter treated as macroscopic
averages. There have also been other methods used
to understand photon causality, tunneling, and local-
ization, particularly within quantum electrodynamics
[4, 10, 11, 13–17].

The setup in our analysis (see Fig. 1) consists of a
plane-wave (1D) source located in the region x < −cT ,
where T > 0 is a constant. For time t < −T , the electro-
magnetic field is assumed to be in the vacuum state |0〉.
The source is turned on at t = −T and off at t = −T/2,
producing a state |η〉. We consider field observables at
the observation point x = 0 on the other side of a barrier
or an optical filter. Since we assume the source is oper-
ated on demand, the state |η〉 must be strictly localized
to x ≤ ct, and at the observation point it is therefore
localized in time to t ≥ 0.

STRICT VS. WEAK LOCALIZATION

To clarify the goal of this work, it is helpful to have
an early, qualitative look at one of the results, shown in
Fig. 2. The definitions and precise methods for calculat-
ing the various quantities will be presented later in the
manuscript. The figure shows numerical plots of the en-
ergy density as a function of time at the observation point
when the optical filter is a Fabry-Perot interferometer.
The energy is calculated for 3 different representations of
the state produced by an ultrafast single-photon source.
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The conventional representation of the state is simply
a pure single-photon pulse. For a 1D, single-polarization
source located to the left of the observation point, we can
assume that the pulse contains only one mode (wave vec-
tor) per frequency [18]. By noting that a quantum parti-
cle’s frequency (energy) is always positive, it follows that
the single-photon energy density as a function of time is
expressed by a function with only positive frequencies,
meaning that it must decay slower than exponentially
by the Paley-Wiener criterion [4, 19]. Therefore, as illus-
trated by the solid line in Fig. 2, the single-photon energy
density takes nonzero values for t < 0, giving a violation
of causal signal propagation that is, however slight, in
principle always present.

This does not contradict the well-studied topic of
highly localized optical pulses. There is a large amount
of known solutions of electromagnetic waves with strong
localization properties, also in the case of single photons
[4, 17, 20–25]. It is even known that for a 3D single pho-
ton, one may obtain a localization that is stronger than
exponential in one direction [17], but at the expense of
weaker localization along another directions. However,
these are all examples of weakly localized solutions, where
the energy density falls off rapidly but never reaching ex-
actly zero. In particular, for a 1D, single-polarization
single photon, the limitations of the Paley-Wiener crite-
rion cannot be avoided.

One method suggested to remedy this problem has
been to extend the spectral integral from the single-
photon expression to include negative frequencies as well
(see, e.g., [26], Ch. 6.2). By Fourier transforming the
single-photon spectrum, truncating for negative t, and
transforming back, we obtain a spectrum containing all
frequencies. The energy density as a function of time for
such a state is then identically 0 for t < 0 (dashed line in
Fig. 2), consistent with causality. However, even though
this method is a good approximation when the pulses are
slowly varying, it is not really physical; negative frequen-
cies of a single quantum particle are not real.

Thus, there is an issue with how to describe single-
photon states produced by on-demand sources. First,
it is clear that such states in fact cannot only contain
exactly one photon. Nevertheless, as evidenced by re-
ported experimental realizations (e.g., [5]), we expect
that on-demand sources can produce states close to sin-
gle photons. As such, we consider states close to exact
single photons as representing the true emitted signal by
single-photon sources. Second, if the goal is instead to
simply find an expression for the energy density of the
output state that is “good enough”, there are no candi-
dates that convincingly give the correct behavior around
t = 0, which is needed to analyze questions of causality.

We address both of these problems in this work. Based
on our earlier result [12], we describe the construction
of a state |η1,2〉 that is very close to a single photon as
measured by the fidelity. At the same time, we show
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FIG. 2. Energy density (arb. units) as a function of time at
the output of a Fabry-Perot interferometer when the incident
state is produced by a very fast single-photon source. The
definitions of the various quantities are made precise later in
the manuscript. The curves show the calculation for 3 dif-
ferent representations of the incident pulse: The black solid
line represents an incident pulse containing exactly one pho-
ton, where the energy density is given by the conventional
spectral integral over only positive frequencies. The dashed
blue line represents an incident single photon where the en-
ergy integral is extended to negative frequencies as well. The
dotted red line is the expected energy density of an incident
near-single-photon state |η1,2〉 presented in this work. The
time t = 0 corresponds to when an input signal propagating
freely at speed c reaches the output.

that this state can be produced by an on-demand source
since it is indistinguishable from vacuum for all t < 0.
We then find an exact expression for the time depen-
dence of the expected energy density of this state, as
shown with the dotted line in Fig. 2. This curve closely
matches the expected energy density for a pure single
photon for large t > 0 but deviates around t = 0, in-
stead exhibiting the appropriate, causal behavior. We
emphasize that the state |η1,2〉 is not constructed to rep-
resent some novel photonic source but rather is suggested
to be a better representation of the true state produced
by any on-demand single-photon source. Once a proper
representation of the state is found, we proceed with the
main goal of rigorously establishing strict causality for
single-photon tunneling.

LOCAL OBSERVABLES

The key requirement for any strictly localized state
|η〉 is that it must be indistinguishable from vacuum for
t < 0, meaning that any observable local to t < 0 must
give the same expectation value for |η〉 as for vacuum. Lo-
cal observables were categorized by Knight [10] as those
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obtained by sums and products of the field operator eval-
uated in the measurement region (as well as constants).
For example, defining E(t) as the interaction-picture elec-
tric field operator at the observation point x = 0, we may
consider the local observable E2(t) or :E2(t):, where : :
denotes normal order. The latter is proportional to the
energy density (minus the vacuum contribution, which is
a constant) and is local to the time t of the measurement.
This observable was also used by Bialynicki-Birula in his
discussion of near-exponential photon localization [4]. A
necessary requirement for |η〉 is thus

〈η| :E2(t): |η〉 = 〈0| :E2(t): |0〉 = 0, t < 0. (1)

It is important to note that in principle, the traditional
intensity operator E−(t)E+(t) in quantum optics ([26],
Ch. 4.11) is not a local observable [13, 27], since E±(t)
are not locally related to the electric field. Here, E±(t)
are the positive- and negative-frequency components of
E(t). Thus, the intensity operator can give tails even for
strictly localized states. This artifact is a consequence of
applying the rotating-wave approximation in Glauber’s
detection theory [13], which is not warranted when dis-
cussing causality and precursors [28]. For another dis-
cussion of local observables in quantum optics, see the
Supplemental Material in [12].

These considerations must be taken into account even
if they happen to be practically out of reach with today’s
technology. The regime in which Glauber’s intensity op-
erator E−(t)E+(t) gives an appreciable error is of course
rather extreme: the optical pulse length must be on the
order of a single cycle. Detecting the rapid changes in
such a wide-spectrum signal would require a photodetec-
tor with a similarly broad bandwidth, something which
seems not yet attainable with current detection methods.
However, these are purely technological limitations that
will surely improve over time, and proposals for single-
photon sources with a pulse length as short as a single
cycle are appearing [29]. For a sufficiently fast pulse and
detector, the measurement outcome will no longer be ac-
curately described by Glauber’s intensity operator, and
it must instead be characterized by an appropriate local
observable.

PULSE MODES

It turns out to be useful to introduce a complete, or-
thonormal set of pulse modes {ξn(ω)}n, supported for
frequencies ω ≥ 0. We can then define corresponding
pulse-mode ladder operators

a†n =

∫ ∞
0

dωξn(ω)a†(ω), (2)

where a†(ω) is the usual continuous-mode creation op-
erator ([26], Ch. 6.2). The pulse-mode ladder operators
satisfy

[
an, a

†
m

]
= δnm.

We consider a plane-wave source of a single polariza-
tion which is located to the left of the observation point.
This means that we can assume that the state produced
by the source only contains rightward-moving wave vec-
tors in 1D [18], i.e., one wave vector per frequency ω.
Thus, we can write the interaction-picture electric field
operator at x = 0 as an integral over the positive fre-
quencies (see also [26], Ch. 6.2),

E(t) =

∫ ∞
0

dωE(ω)a(ω)e−iωt + H.c., (3)

where we for later convenience write E(ω) = K
√
−iω

with a constant K > 0, absorbing the additional phase
factor into a(ω). Using (2), we can rewrite the electric
field operator in the pulse-mode basis,

E(t) =
∑
n

En(t)an + H.c., (4)

with associated functions

En(t) =

∫ ∞
0

dωE(ω)ξn(ω)e−iωt. (5)

Note that according to the Paley-Wiener criterion [19],
the functions En(t) must be nonzero (almost) everywhere
since they contain only positive frequencies. In particu-
lar, they have infinite tails for t < 0.

STRICTLY LOCALIZED STATE
NEAR SINGLE PHOTON

Ref. [12] gives the following algorithm for constructing
a state |η1,2〉 that is strictly localized to t ≥ 0 while also
being close to a single photon:

1. Pick a complex-valued, square-integrable function
g(t) with g(t) = 0 for t < 0, and calculate its
Fourier transform G(ω). We will refer to g(t) as
the seed function for the state.

2. Modify G(ω) 7→ G̃(ω) as follows:

G̃(ω) = G(ω)− βG∗(−ω), (6)

where

β =
1

2I∗

(
1−

√
1− 4|I|2

)
, (7)

I =

∫∞
0
dωG(ω)G(−ω)∫∞
−∞ dω|G(ω)|2

. (8)

3. Normalize G̃(ω) such that
∫∞
0
dω|G̃(ω)|

2
= 1.

Identify two pulse-mode spectra ξ1(ω) and ξ2(ω)
using

ξ1(ω) = G̃(ω), ω > 0, (9a)

ξ2(ω) =

√
1− η
η

G̃(−ω), ω > 0. (9b)
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The constant η > 0 is picked such that ξ2(ω) gets
normalized. The two pulse modes are orthogonal
because of step 2 and can therefore be chosen as
two modes in the basis {ξn(ω)}n.

4. Define operators

A†1 = a†1
1√
a1a
†
1

=
∑
n

|n+ 11〉 〈n1| , (10)

S = eγa1a2−γa
†
1a

†
2 , (11)

where |nk〉 = a†k
n
|0k〉 /

√
n!, |0k〉 is the vacuum

state of pulse mode k, and tanh γ =
√
η/(1− η).

Our strictly localized state is

|η1,2〉 ≡ S†A†1S |0〉 . (12)

By expanding the exponentials of S and S†, we find
that the state |η1,2〉 is of the form

|η1,2〉 = c1 |11 02〉+ c2 |21 12〉+ c3 |31 22〉+ · · · , (13)

for coefficients c1, c2, . . . Its fidelity with the single-
photon state |11 02〉 is given by the first coefficient,

F ≡ |〈11 02|η1,2〉| = |c1|

= 1−
(

3

2
−
√

2

)
η +O

(
η2
)
≈ 1− 0.09η,

(14)

where the approximation is valid for small η.
We see that the parameter η is determined by the

choice of seed function g(t) of the localized state and
that it is given by the fraction of the squared norm of
G̃(ω) for negative frequencies,

η =

∫ 0

−∞ dω|G̃(ω)|
2∫∞

−∞ dω|G̃(ω)|
2 . (15)

The value of η quantifies the state’s similarity with a
single photon; as η → 0, the state |η1,2〉 tends to a sin-
gle photon in pulse mode ξ1(ω) according to (14). Note
also that according to (6), the inverse Fourier transform

of G̃(ω) must vanish for t < 0. In light of the Paley-
Wiener criterion [19], it is impossible for a function and
its Fourier transform both to be supported for positive
arguments only, meaning that η = 0 (a strictly localized
single photon) is impossible.

As an example, let g(t) be a truncated Gaussian with
carrier frequency ω0, duration σ, and delay τ :

g(t) ∝ u(t)e−(t−τ)
2/2σ2

e−iω0t. (16)

Here, u(t) is the Heaviside function but with a linearly
increasing onset in the interval 0 ≤ t ≤ 0.1σ in order to
make it continuous. With a numerical Fourier-transform

2 4 6
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ω0σ
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τ = 2σ

τ = 3σ

coh. state

FIG. 3. 1−F for the state |η1,2〉 as a function of pulse duration
calculated with (14) for a truncated Gaussian seed function

(16): g(t) ∝ u(t)e−(t−τ)2/2σ2

e−iω0t. The pulse delays are τ =
2σ (blue dashed line) and τ = 3σ (blue solid line). The red
dotted line shows 1− fidelity = 1− 1/

√
e between a coherent

state with parameter α = 1 and its single-photon part. Note
that in the regime ω0σ & 1, the carrier frequency of the single-
photon pulse |11 02〉 is approximately equal to ω0; however,
for ω0σ . 1, this interpretation is not valid.

routine, we perform the steps of the algorithm for con-
structing the state |η1,2〉 to determine G̃(ω) and η for
various values of the seed-function parameters. Using
(14), we can then calculate the single-photon fidelity F
of the state, which is plotted against the seed parame-
ters in Fig. 3. We see that the fidelity increases rapidly
with the pulse duration σ but saturates depending on the
pulse delay τ . The reason is that a longer pulse contains
less negative frequencies, giving a smaller η, until a point
where the truncation dominates the negative-frequency
content. For a sufficiently long Gaussian pulse with a
sufficiently large delay, η can be arbitrarily close to 0,
and the state is then near a single photon.

EXPECTED ENERGY

The strictly localized state |η1,2〉 is defined on the pulse
modes ξ1(ω) and ξ2(ω), with associated functions E1(t)
and E2(t) from (5). Define

f0(t) =
C√

C2 − 1

(
E∗1 (t)− E2(t)

C

)
, (17a)

f1(t) =
C√

C2 − 1

(
E1(t) +

E∗2 (t)

C

)
, (17b)

f2(t) =
C√

C2 − 1

(
E2(t) +

E∗1 (t)

C

)
, (17c)

where C2 = (1 − η)/η. Since g(t) vanishes for negative
times, it can be shown [30] that f1(t) = 0 for t < 0
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(arb. units) as a function of time for the state |η1,2〉, cal-
culated with (20). We have used a truncated Gaussian seed
function (16), as in Fig. 3, with duration ω0σ = 3 and delay
τ = 2σ. Note that there is no reason to expect this curve to
have the same form as the seed function g(t), but it is clearly
0 for t < 0 as required by (1).

as well. The other two functions do not have the same
property and can be nonzero for any t.

The operator S from (11) is the two-mode squeeze op-
erator [31], with properties

S |0〉 =
1

cosh γ

∞∑
n=0

(− tanh γ)n |n1 n2〉 , (18)

Sa1S
† = a1 cosh γ + a†2 sinh γ, (19)

and similar for a2. By (18), (19), and some tedious alge-
bra, we can calculate the expectation value of the normal-
ordered product

〈η1,2| :E(t1)E(t2): |η1,2〉

= Re

{
4C2

C2 − 1
f1(t1)f∗1 (t2)− f1(t1)

(
f0(t2) + 2Mf2(t2)

)
− f1(t2)

(
f0(t1) + 2Mf2(t1)

)}
,

(20)
where we have defined the constant

M =
C2 − 1

C2

∞∑
n=0

C−2n+1
√
n(n+ 1). (21)

Since every term contains a factor f1(t), it is easily seen
that the expectation value (20) vanishes for negative
times.

By setting t1 = t2 in (20), we find the expected normal-
ordered energy density of the strictly localized state |η1,2〉
as a function of time. In Fig. 4, we plot this expectation
value for the truncated Gaussian seed function (16) with

κ(ω)

ρ(ω)

a(ω)
|η〉

a′(ω)

b(ω)

|0〉

b′(ω)

FIG. 5. The optical barrier or filter is modeled as a frequency-
dependent, lossless beamsplitter, with signal mode input and
output a(ω) and a′(ω) respectively, and auxiliary mode input
and output b(ω) and b′(ω). The reflection coefficient from the
right is ρ(ω), and the transmission coefficient from the left
is κ(ω). The auxiliary input is in the vacuum state, and the
signal input is some strictly localized state |η〉 incident on the
barrier/filter.

the same method as in Fig. 3. The plots clearly indicate
that the state is strictly localized to t ≥ 0 while having
a high fidelity with a single photon.

PROPAGATION THROUGH BARRIER/FILTER

We now insert a barrier or an optical filter, such as
a double prism arrangement [2, 16, 32], prism coupler
[33], waveguide coupler [33], waveguide below cutoff [2],
Fabry-Perot interferometer [33, 34], photonic bandgap
structure [2, 33], fiber Bragg grating [33], etc. We let
the barrier or filter be described as an arbitrary linear
system with two interacting modes. The argument can
clearly be generalized to any number of modes.

Linear two-mode interaction can be modeled with a
frequency-dependent, lossless beamsplitter, with vacuum
incident at the auxiliary input (see Fig. 5). We let a(ω)
and a′(ω) denote the input and output in the signal
mode, while b(ω) and b′(ω) denote the input and output
in the auxiliary mode. A beamsplitter is conveniently
described in the Heisenberg picture:

a′(ω) = κ(ω)a(ω) + ρ(ω)b(ω), (22)

for ω ≥ 0. Here, ρ(ω) and κ(ω) are the classical reflection
and transmission coefficients, which are defined for all ω
and satisfy |ρ(ω)| 2 + |κ(ω)| 2 = 1.

Due to causality of the beamsplitter, the inverse
Fourier transform of the reflection coefficient, ρ(t), and of
the transmission coefficient, κ(t), must vanish for t < 0.
Here we have chosen the time reference such that an input
signal incident at t = 0 will reach the output at t = 0; i.e.,
the reference planes for the input and output modes coin-
cide. The reflection and transmission coefficients also sat-
isfy complex-conjugated symmetry ρ∗(−ω) = ρ(ω) and
κ∗(−ω) = κ(ω) because the inverse Fourier transforms
are real.
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To make use of the beamsplitter relation (22), we for-
mulate the problem in the Heisenberg picture, with refer-
ence after the source has produced some strictly localized
state |η〉. The electric fields in the input modes are given
by (3), and we label them Ea(t) and Eb(t) for the sig-
nal and auxiliary modes respectively. We then let Ea′(t)
and Eb′(t) be the Heisenberg fields at the output, given
by Ea′(t) = U†Ea(t)U and similar for Eb′(t). Here, U
is the time-evolution operator of the beamsplitter, such
that a′(ω) = U†a(ω)U in (22).

We can decompose the output fields into positive and
negative frequencies in the same way as the input fields
(3):

Ea′(t) = E+
a′(t) + E−a′(t), (23)

E+
a′(t) =

∫ ∞
0

dωE(ω)a′(ω)e−iωt, (24)

and similar for Eb′(t). From (22), we also see that a′(ω)
contains only annihilation operators, meaning that nor-
mal ordering of Ea′(t) and Eb′(t) is calculated as usual;
e.g.,

:E2
a′(t): = E+

a′(t)
2

+ E−a′(t)
2

+ 2E−a′(t)E
+
a′(t). (25)

The local observable we are interested in is the normal-
ordered energy density in the signal mode after the action
of the beamsplitter U . That is, we want to calculate the
expectation value

〈
U†:E2

a(t):U
〉
. We can connect this

to the Heisenberg fields by noting that the beamsplitter
has the property that it leaves the field commutator un-
changed:

[
E+
a′(t), E

−
a′(t)

]
= [E+

a (t), E−a (t)]. This means
that the above expectation value can be found directly
by the corresponding normal-ordered Heisenberg-picture
observable,〈

U†:E2
a(t):U

〉
=
〈
U†E2

a(t)U
〉
−
[
E+
a (t), E−a (t)

]
=
〈
E2
a′(t)

〉
−
[
E+
a′(t), E

−
a′(t)

]
=
〈
:E2

a′(t):
〉
.

(26)

The source produces a strictly localized state |η〉 inci-
dent on the barrier/filter, which corresponds to the signal
input of the beamsplitter. The auxiliary input is in the
vacuum state |0〉. It is useful to define operators

c(ω) =

{
a(ω), ω > 0,

a†(−ω), ω < 0,
(27a)

d(ω) =

{
b(ω), ω > 0,

b†(−ω), ω < 0.
(27b)

The operators satisfy c†(−ω) = c(ω) and d†(−ω) = d(ω),
and obey the same input-output relations (22) as a(ω)
and b(ω). To see this, define c′(ω) and d′(ω) as the cor-
responding output modes, and we get from (22) and (27)

that

c′(ω) = κ(ω)c(ω) + ρ(ω)d(ω), (28)

which is now valid for all ω. We can then write the
electric field operators at the input as

Ea(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dωE(ω)c(ω)e−iωt, (29a)

Eb(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dωE(ω)d(ω)e−iωt, (29b)

and at the signal output as

Ea′(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dωE(ω)c′(ω)e−iωt

=

∫ ∞
−∞

dωE(ω)κ(ω)c(ω)e−iωt

+

∫ ∞
−∞

dωE(ω)ρ(ω)d(ω)e−iωt

= (Ea ∗ κ) (t) + (Eb ∗ ρ) (t).

(30)

Recall that ρ(t) = 0 and κ(t) = 0 for t < 0, so the
convolutions in (30) mean that E′a(t) is a superposition
of the input fields Ea(τ) and Eb(τ) for times τ ≤ t. For
the state vector |η〉 |0〉, we therefore see that any local
observable will give the vacuum result for t < 0. In other
words, physical filters preserve causality for any input
state strictly localized to t ≥ 0, including the |η1,2〉 states
that are close to single photons. For example, for the
|η1,2〉 state, the expected normal-ordered energy density
(26) becomes

〈η1,2 0| :E2
a′(t): |η1,2 0〉

=

∫ ∞
0

dτ1κ(τ1)

∫ ∞
0

dτ2κ(τ2)

· 〈η1,2| :Ea(t− τ1)Ea(t− τ2): |η1,2〉 ,

(31)

since the auxiliary mode is in the vacuum state so the
terms with Eb(t) vanish. Eq. (31) is clearly 0 for t < 0
because of the strictly localized property of |η1,2〉.

NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

Fabry-Perot interferometer

We would now like to evaluate the full time depen-
dence of (31) for some specific examples of optical filters
or barriers. Our first example is a Fabry-Perot interfer-
ometer consisting of two identical, lossless reflectors with
equal power reflection coefficients R and with a spacing
d between them (see Fig. 6). We assume that there is no
phase shift in the reflection as seen from the interior of
the interferometer. We also choose the reference planes
of the input and output modes to coincide, so that there
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would be no time delay if the reflectors were absent. By
summing multiple reflections, one obtains the following
coefficient for transmission through the interferometer:

κ(ω) = (1−R)(1 +Reiϕ(ω) +R2e2iϕ(ω) + · · · )

=
1−R

1−Reiϕ(ω)
,

(32)

where ϕ(ω) = 2ωd/c is the round-trip phase, assuming
vacuum between the reflectors. Writing κ(ω) = |κ| eϕκ ,
the group delay is

τg =
dϕκ
dω

=
2R(cosϕ(ω)−R)

R2 − 2R cosϕ(ω) + 1
· d
c
. (33)

Transforming the reference planes to the physical separa-
tion d, we get that the group delay in this case is τg+d/c.
If we interpret this group delay as the distance d divided
by a group velocity, we get a group velocity given by

vg =
R2 − 2R cosϕ(ω) + 1

1−R2
· c. (34)

We see that vg is superluminal when τg < 0, which hap-
pens off resonance for cosϕ(ω) < R, e.g., for frequencies
with ϕ(ω) close to π.

Similar to in Fig. 4, we use a numerical routine to cal-
culate the expected normal-ordered energy density before
and after the interferometer for the state |η1,2〉 with the
truncated Gaussian seed function (16). We also use that
κ(t) is in this case a delta-function train (see the series
in (32)) to rewrite the interferometer output expectation
value (31) as

〈
:E2

a′(t):
〉

= (1−R)2
∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=0

Rn+m

· 〈η1,2| :Ea(t− 2nd/c)Ea(t− 2md/c): |η1,2〉 .
(35)

In the numerical example, we further choose R = 0.9
and d such that ϕ(ω0) = π, which means that a pulse
with a sufficiently narrow bandwidth around ω0 is mostly
reflected by the interferometer. For the little light that
is transmitted, we expect a superluminal group velocity
since τg is negative around ω0.

The input and output expectation values are plotted in
Fig. 7. Since the input/output reference planes coincide,
the plotted output at t = 0 corresponds to the output
signal emitted from the interferometer at time d/c. The
figure clearly shows that the output pulse form is shifted
to the left of the input pulse form, meaning that the main
weight of the pulse arrives at the output before a time d/c
has passed, which we interpret as a superluminal group
velocity. At the same time, the output plot still starts at
t = 0, so the leading edge of the signal arrives at the out-
put after time d/c, demonstrating that the signal transfer
is strictly causal. This is of course similar to the prop-
agation of a classical pulse through the interferometer,

d

√
R

√
R

a(ω) a′(ω)

FIG. 6. A Fabry-Perot interferometer consisting of two re-
flectors, both with power reflection coefficients R = 0.9, sepa-
rated by a distance d. There is no phase shift in the reflection
off the interior of the reflectors.

0 10 20

0.5

1

ω0t

〈
:E2(t) :

〉

〈:E2
a(t) :〉

〈:E2
a′ (t) :〉

0

0 1

5

0

·10−3

FIG. 7. Expected normal-ordered energy density (arb. units)
as a function of time, before (blue solid line) and after (red
dotted line) the interferometer. The state is |η1,2〉 with a
truncated Gaussian seed function (16) with ω0σ = 3 and τ =
3σ. The expectation value is given at the input by (20) and
at the output by (35). Both pulse forms are normalized to
have a maximum value of 1; the expected value at the output
is actually much smaller than that at the input (since most of
the light is reflected). The reference planes of the input and
output modes coincide, meaning that the expectation value
at the output at t = 0 corresponds to an actual delay of time
d/c, implying a causal propagation of the signal.

but the state here is extremely close to a single photon,
as evident from Fig. 3.

We can also compare how the expected energy density
behaves differently as the incident state is changed. In
Fig. 2, which was presented in the beginning, we have
used the numerical routine to plot the expected normal-
ordered energy density at the output of the interferom-
eter for 3 different input states. The interferometer pa-
rameters and reference planes are as in Fig. 7, and all the
plotted expressions are calculated by the same method as
(35). The dotted line is the expected energy density at
the output for the state |η1,2〉 with a truncated Gaussian
seed function (16) with ω0σ = 2.1 and τ = 2.6σ. The
curve clearly shows the same causal signal propagation
as in Fig. 7.

The solid line in Fig. 2 is the expected energy density
for a single-photon state with a positive-frequency spec-
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· · ·
n1 n2

a(ω) a′(ω)

N

FIG. 8. The photonic bandgap structure consists of N = 10
layers with refractive indices n1 = 1 and n2 = 2 (5 pairs of
n1-n2 layers). All layers have quarter-wave optical thicknesses
for the carrier frequency ω0.
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0.5
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|κ
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)|2
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−10
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10

20

ω
0
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FIG. 9. The power transmission and group delay spectrum of
the photonic bandgap structure. The group delay has been
subtracted the delay associated with pure, forward propaga-
tion through the structure. The plots show that for frequen-
cies near Bragg reflection resonance, the little light that is
transmitted has a negative group delay.

trum given by identifying ξ1(ω) from the state |η1,2〉. The
single-photon curve matches the curve for |η1,2〉 for large
t > 0, but as expected, it exhibits a small tail for t < 0.
We therefore conclude that it cannot be a good represen-
tation of the state produced by an on-demand source. Fi-
nally, the dashed line in Fig. 2 represents an approxima-
tion where we extend the spectrum of the single-photon
pulse to negative frequencies as well. In this approxi-
mation, we can avoid the tail for negative t by taking
the inverse Fourier transform of the single-photon spec-
trum, truncating for t < 0, and Fourier transforming
back again. The plotted curve shows that this method
indeed avoids the acausal tail, but the approximation
clearly adds significant distortion for large t > 0.

0 40 80

0.5

1

ω0t

〈
:E2(t) :

〉

〈:E2
a(t) :〉

〈:E2
a′ (t) :〉

0

0 5

0.02

0.00

FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 7 but for the photonic bandgap struc-
ture and with ω0σ = 12 and τ = 3σ. The expectation value
at the output is calculated directly with (31).

Photonic bandgap structure

We now consider a photonic bandgap structure con-
sisting of N layers with refractive indices n1 and n2 (see
Fig. 8). All layers have quarter-wave thicknesses for the
carrier frequency ω0. The power transmission and group
delay spectrums (see Fig. 9) are calculated with explicit
expressions involving Chebyshev polynomials (see [34],
Ch. 1.6). The input/output reference planes are cho-
sen to coincide, so the group delay is subtracted the de-
lay Nπ/(2ω0) of pure, forward propagation through the
structure. For frequencies close to Bragg reflection reso-
nance, very little light is transmitted and the group delay
is negative, meaning that the group velocity is superlu-
minal.

As in Fig. 7, we use a numerical routine to find the
expected normal-ordered energy density before and after
the bandgap structure. The expression for the expecta-
tion value at the output (31) is simplified to a discrete
sum by noting that the bandgap structure has a response
that is periodic in frequency with a period of 2ω0. In
the calculations, we set N = 10, n1 = 1, and n2 = 2.
A nondispersive refractive index n2 is, strictly speaking,
not compatible with causality in general. Nevertheless,
one may obtain a constant value > 1 to any precision
with a Lorentzian medium with resonance much larger
than the observation frequencies.

The expectation values are plotted in Fig. 10 and show
a similar behavior as in Fig. 7: The main weight of the
output pulse is shifted left relative the input pulse, im-
plying a superluminal group velocity. At the same time,
as expected from (31), the behavior at the leading edge
of the pulse is strictly causal.
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CONCLUSION

For classical waves, it is well known that information
transfer happens at nonanalytic signal points that prop-
agate causally through the system. Single photons, how-
ever, have infinite tails and therefore no leading edge,
meaning that the question of causality for single photons
is problematic. Nevertheless, we can analyze information
transfer in the quantum regime by using an on-demand
photon source, which produces so-called strictly local-
ized states. Since these states can be very close to single
photons while having a leading edge, we can use them for
treating questions about causality in optical systems. We
demonstrate analytically and numerically that the prop-
agation of single photons in tunneling processes is strictly
causal while allowing for superluminal group velocities.
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