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Bell states are a fundamental resource in photonic quantum information processing. These states
have been generated successfully in many photonic degrees of freedom. Their manipulation, how-
ever, in the momentum space remains challenging. Here, we present a scheme for engineering the
symmetry of two-photon states entangled in the transverse momentum degree of freedom through
the use of a spatially variable phase object. We demonstrate how a Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer
must be constructed to verify the symmetry in momentum entanglement via photon “bunching/anti-
bunching” observation. We also show how this approach allows generating states that acquire an
arbitrary phase under the exchange operation.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement, considered one of the most
counterintuitive features of quantum mechanics [1], is
now one of the most important resources for quantum in-
formation tasks. In quantum optics it has been used as a
fundamental tool in quantum cryptography [2], quantum
dense coding [3], quantum teleportation [4], and quan-
tum computation [5]. A great number of experiments
have investigated the production of photonic entangled
states, which have played a critical role in many im-
portant applications in quantum information processing.
Photon pair generation through Spontaneous Paramet-
ric Down Conversion (SPDC) has been used to demon-
strate entanglement in polarization [6], path [7], spatial
modes (e.g., Hermite-Gauss modes [8, 9], Laguerre-Gauss
modes [10, 11]), energy-time [12] and time-bin [13] de-
grees of freedom, and some of them simultaneously [14–
17]. The SPDC state can also provide a good approxima-
tion of a momentum-position Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen
(EPR) state when looking at the transverse momentum
decomposition [15].

Momentum entanglement, as a continuous degree of
freedom, can allow, in principle, to reach the ultimate
limits of high-dimensional entanglement [15]. In addi-
tion, high-dimensional quantum systems can allow entan-
glement to have high complexity and can be exploited for
various quantum information tasks [18–20]. The momen-
tum entangled state that naturally arises from SPDC is
symmetric [21], i.e., the same state is obtained under the
exchange of idler and signal photon. However, it is more
challenging to generate antisymmetric momentum entan-
glement. One possible approach that exploits the pump
symmetry has been explored in Ref. [8]. The competi-
tion between the symmetry of polarization entanglement
and pump shaping was shown to affect the two-photon
interference behavior.
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Here, we demonstrate an approach to freely manipu-
late the relative phase defining the two-photon entangled
state by introducing a spatially dependent phase distri-
bution on one of the photons in the pair (namely, the
idler) path. A phase jump applied between opposite val-
ues of the idler photon’s transverse momentum affects the
exchange symmetry. A π-phase jump allows conversion
of the symmetric SPDC state into an antisymmetric one.
Intermediate phase jumps will generate antisymmetric
states, which gain a general phase factor under exchange
operation. We also demonstrate how a two-photon in-
terference setup needs to be constructed in order to ver-
ify the symmetry of such a momentum entangled state.
This work provides a new method for quantum state engi-
neering and entanglement verification in the momentum
degree of freedom, which may be exploited in quantum
imaging protocols, high-dimensional quantum communi-
cations, quantum information processing, and quantum
simulations.

SCHEME

The scheme we propose is based on a Type-II SPDC
source of photon pairs. Exploiting the fact that idler and
signal photons are orthogonally polarized, we can spa-
tially separate the two photons with a polarizing beam-
splitter (PBS). The vertically polarized photons are then
converted to horizontally polarized by a half-wave-plate,
therefore the resulting two-photon state (in the trans-
verse momentum degree of freedom) can be written as
|Ψ〉 = 1√

2

∫
d2k(|k〉s |−k〉i + |−k〉s |k〉i). Note that we

have assumed here a perfectly collimated pump in the
thin-crystal limit. A phase object in the far-field of the
crystal, placed in the idler path, implements the trans-
formation |k〉i → eφ(k) |k〉i. When post-selecting on cor-
related pairs of momentum values (i.e., k0 and −k0), we
obtain the state:

|Ψϕ〉 =
1√
2

(|k0〉s |−k0〉i + eiϕ(k0) |−k0〉s |k0〉i), (1)
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup for generating momentum entanglement by quantum interference. A horizontally
polarized continuous-wave pump beam (405 nm, waist diameter 3.8 mm) induces polarization-based SPDC in a Type-II peri-
odically poled potassium titanyl phosphate (ppKTP) crystal (5 mm thick). A lens is used to map the collinear SPDC state
in the transverse momentum degree of freedom. Correlated photons with orthogonal polarizations are then separated into
different optical paths with a polarizing beamsplitter (PBS) after a longpass filter and 3 nm bandpass filter. A half-wave plate
(HWP) oriented at 45◦ rotates the vertically-linear polarization (V) of the signal photon to horizontal polarization (H). The
two photons are then made to interfere at a 50:50 beamsplitter (BS). A delay line on the idler path allows for adjustments of
the optical path difference ∆L between the two photons. A spatial light modulator (SLM) is placed in the idler photon path
before the BS to allow manipulation of the phase between the momentum entangled state. The number of mirror reflections at
the BS exit must have the same parity to have the two photons maintain momentum anti-correlated. Photons from opposite
sides of the SPDC beam are collected by two single-mode fibers (SMFs) connected to avalanche photodiodes. Hong-Ou-Mandel
interference can be observed after a coincidence measurement. The insets show the beam projections (beam coming out of the
page) at the plane before the PBS (1) and the four numbered planes surrounding the 50:50 BS. (2,3) Before the BS with a
phase applied in half of the beam (blue color) in (3). (4,5) After the BS showing how the two beams are overlapped and the
region collected by the SMFs. Locations that are momentum correlated are marked with the same symbol (+ and ×).

where ϕ(k0) = φ(k0) − φ(−k0), and we ignore a global
phase factor.

The state symmetry can be analyzed through Hong-
Ou-Mandel (HOM) interference. When the two photons
are incident on a beamsplitter (BS), with the important
requirement that the number of reflections up to the exit
port of the BS has the same parity for both photons,
they exit from the same output port if the relative phase
is ϕ = 0 (bunching), while they always exit from different
ports if ϕ = π (anti-bunching). This can be immediately
seen when measuring the coincidence counts between the
two output paths a and b of the BS. More generally, for
arbitrary phases ϕ, the (normalized) coincidence count
rate is

C(ϕ) = 1− cos(ϕ), (2)

which can be inverted to obtain ϕ (modulo π) that char-
acterizes the state completely.

RESULTS

To experimentally test our scheme, we generated mo-
mentum entangled photon pairs in SPDC using a 5mm
thick type-II PPKTP crystal pumped by a 405 nm con-
tinuous wave laser (the detailed experimental setup is
illustrated in Fig. 1). The frequency-degenerate photon
pairs are split in idler and signal path by a polarizing
beamsplitter (PBS). A reconfigurable liquid crystal spa-
tial light modulator (SLM) allows us to apply different
phase patterns on the idler path. In particular, we im-
plemented phase jumps along a vertical line centered on
the SPDC cone. Idler and signal photons are then made
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FIG. 2. Two-fold normalized coincidence counts for different phase jumps. The different colored data points and
Gaussian fits correspond to phase (ϕ) changes every π/6 from 0 to 2π. ∆L is the path length difference between the two
photons before the BS. The coincidences are normalized by dividing the coincidence rate at ∆L = 0 by that when ∆L is outside
the HOM dip/peak. Error bars are smaller than the point markers and therefore not visible in the plot.

FIG. 3. Coincidence counts as a function ϕ. Plot show-
ing the variation of coincidence counts as a function of the
applied phase ϕ when the path length difference ∆L be-
tween the two photons is 0. The equation of the fitted curve
is C(ϕ) = α (1 − cos(ϕ)) + β, where α = 0.89 ± 0.02 and
β = 0.12± 0.03. The coincidences are normalized by dividing
the coincidence rate at ∆L = 0 by that when ∆L is outside
the HOM dip/peak. Error bars are not visible, being smaller
than the size of the data point circle.

to interfere at a 50:50 BS (after the signal polarization
has been rotated to horizontal). The number of mirrors
in the two paths was chosen in order to keep momen-

tum anti-correlation at the BS output ports, i.e., ensur-
ing that both photons are subject to the same number of
reflections. The two output modes (paths a and b) were
then coupled to single-mode fibers in such a way that, on
each path, opposite values of the transverse momentum
were selected.

One thing to note is that this scheme requires pho-
tons with momentum k and −k to be present in both
arms of the interferometer. Therefore, one cannot use a
knife-edge prism or a D-shaped mirror to split the pho-
tons into two paths. This makes momentum entangle-
ment manipulation using Type-I or Type-0 SPDC, where
the photon pairs have the same polarization, much more
difficult. The same technique can also be used for ma-
nipulating the transverse position entanglement between
SPDC photons. This will require the parity of the num-
ber of reflections to be unequal in order to convert from a
symmetric to an anti-symmetric position entangled state.

We recorded coincidence counts as a function of the
path length difference ∆L between the two paths in the
interferometer and for different phase jumps. The results
are shown in Fig. 2, illustrating how applying a phase
jump allows one to switch from two-photon bunching to
two-photon anti-bunching, a clear indicator that the mo-
mentum entanglement has been converted from symmet-
ric to anti-symmetric. The visibilities v of the HOM dip
in photon bunching and of the coalescence peak are de-
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fined as vpeak = (Cmax−C)/C and vdip = (C−Cmin)/C,
where Cmax and Cmin are the maximum and minimum
coincidence counts at the peak and dip, respectively. C
is the coincidence count outside the dip/peak where the
difference in the two path lengths is much larger than the
coherence length of the SPDC photons.

In Fig. 3, we verify that the coincidences at ∆L = 0 fol-
low Eq. (2). The visibilities for ϕ = 0 and π give a direct
estimate of the fidelity between the realized state and the
expected symmetric/antisymmetric entangled state. We
obtained v ∼ 88% and v ∼ 97%, for ϕ = 0 and π, respec-
tively. Intermediate cases correspond to the creation of
entangled states which mimic two-particle states obeying
anyonic statistics [22].

The visibilities do not quite reach 1 at ϕ = 0 and π,
which is due to the imperfections in the alignment and
the BS not being exactly 50:50. We have found the align-
ment which gave the highest visibility in the peak often
deviated slightly from the alignment which gave the high-
est visibility in the HOM dip; this can be a result of small
imperfections in the alignment and SLM calibration. We
have aligned the setup by maximizing the HOM peak,
thus resulting in the visibility at ϕ = π being higher
than ϕ = 0. Non-uniformity in the SLM will have only a
small affect in our experiment as we are collecting pho-
tons from two small regions on the SLM. If photons were
collected from larger regions by using multi-mode fibers
or camera, then the SLM uniformity would need to be
considered.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Measurement of state symmetry using HOM interfer-
ence has been demonstrated in various degrees of free-
dom, such as polarization [23], frequency [24–26], and
Orbital Angular Momentum [11]. Here, we introduced
and demonstrated a new method that allows, for the first
time, the manipulation of transverse momentum entan-
glement between SPDC photon pairs through the use of
a reconfigurable phase object (SLM), which allows to lo-
cally tune the state symmetry. We also demonstrated
how a HOM interferometer must be constructed in order
to verify the momentum entanglement symmetry. Simul-

taneously generating a state with spatially variable sym-
metry with thousands of momentum entangled modes
can be performed in the near future and directly observed
with recently developed time-tagging camera technolo-
gies [27, 28]. This ability to manipulate and measure
thousands of entangled modes would be greatly benefi-
cial in quantum imaging protocols as well as in high-
dimensional quantum communications, quantum infor-
mation processing, and quantum simulations. However,
this will require a high visibility multimode HOM inter-
ference in the spatial domain, a task that necessitates a
careful engineering of SPDC spatial correlations, which
requires the generation of a SPDC state with very high
spatial correlation and compensation for the different
SPDC cone sizes associated to the orthogonal polariza-
tions.
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Richard Jozsa, Asher Peres, and William K. Wootters,
Teleporting an unknown quantum state via dual classical

and einstein-podolsky-rosen channels, Phys. Rev. Lett.
70, 1895 (1993).

[5] Robert Raussendorf and Hans J. Briegel, A one-way
quantum computer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5188 (2001).

[6] Paul G. Kwiat, Aephraim M. Steinberg, and Ray-
mond Y. Chiao, Observation of a “quantum eraser”: A
revival of coherence in a two-photon interference experi-
ment, Phys. Rev. A 45, 7729 (1992).

[7] T. B. Pittman, D. V. Strekalov, A. Migdall, M. H. Rubin,
A. V. Sergienko, and Y. H. Shih, Can two-photon in-
terference be considered the interference of two photons?

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.47.777
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.1895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.1895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.5188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.45.7729


5

Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1917 (1996).
[8] S. P. Walborn, A. N. de Oliveira, S. Pádua, and C. H.
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