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Low loss and high speed processing of photons is central to architectures for photonic quantum
information. High speed switching enables non-deterministic photon sources and logic gates to be
made deterministic, while the speed with which quantum light sources can be turned on and off
impacts the clock rate of photonic computers and the data rate of quantum communication. Here we
use lossy carrier depletion modulators in a silicon waveguide nonlinear interferometer to modulate
photon pair generation at 1 GHz without exposing the generated photons to the phase dependent
parasitic loss of the modulators. The super sensitivity of nonlinear interferometers reduces power
consumption compared to modulating the driving laser. This can be a building block component
for high speed programmabile, generalised nonlinear waveguide networks.

Networks of linear interferometers form universal lin-
ear optics [1] for a range of photonic quantum informa-
tion applications [2]. Silicon’s optical nonlinearity enable
photon pair sources [3] that have been integrated at the
input of programmable photonic networks [4], and inte-
grating reconfigurable nonlineartity throughout optical
networks would further enhance capability and reconfig-
urability [5]. Nonlinear intereferometers (NLI) provide
reconfigurable nonlinearity. They were first described [6]
for phase sensitivity below the standard quantum limit
and have since been explored in many contexts including
imaging [7], generalised nonlinear networks [8], photon
source engineering [9, 10], tests of nonlocality [11], mid-
infrared (mid-IR) greenhouse gas sensing without mid-
IR detectors [12], in silicon photonics [13], and in graph
quantum photonics [4].

Silicon-on-insulator (SOI) photonics is an attractive
platform for quantum technology [14] due to its high re-
fractive index contrast enabling high component density,
a strong χ3 non-linearity, monolithic integration with
electronics [15] and for scalable manufacture. Key com-
ponents realised include high quality photon sources [16]
and low propagation loss ∼ 100 kHz bandwidth thermo-
optic phase shifters (TPS) [17]. However, because TPS
rely on local heating, thermal crosstalk results in un-
wanted phase shifts in nearby waveguides [18] and the
total heat dissipation of larger photonic circuits limits in-
tegration with cryogenically cooled superconducting sin-
gle photon detectors [19].

Simultaneously fast and low-loss phase modulators re-
main an outstanding challenge in SOI quantum photon-
ics. They are needed to multiplex non-deterministic pho-
ton sources to increase photon generation rates [20], for
feedforward [21] and adaptive state processing [22]. High
speed modulation is implemented in silicon photonics

with carrier depletion modulators (CDM) [23] that use
the plasma dispersion effect. Free carriers made available
by doping are swept from the waveguide with a biasing
electric field. This yields changes to both real and imagi-
nary parts of the refractive index and hence parasitic loss
in conjunction with the phase shift [24]. The presence of
free carriers in the waveguide core and cladding also con-
tribute to excess loss with typical values of 1−8 dB/mm.
This is problematic for quantum technologies because op-
tical loss is catastrophic for key quantum effects such
as squeezing and entanglement. However the benefit of
CDMs are their speed — tens of gigahertz are acheived
in classical applications [25] and as such they have been
used in high speed quantum key distribution [26].

Here we present a GHz-reconfigurable photon pair
source that uses the high bandwidth of a CDM in
conjunction with a non-linear interferometer to avoid
the deleterious loss of CDMs. We use gated detec-
tion from superconducting nanowire single photon detec-
tors (SNSPDs) to verify modulation speed. The super-
sensitive nonlinear interference effect intrinsically reduces
power consumption by a factor of four compared to mod-
ulating a classical laser pump on chip with a CDM. This
method avoids the need for direct modulation on gener-
ated photons, thereby guarding delicate quantum state
generation from loss induced by high-speed modulators.

A nonlinear interferometer consisting of two identical
photon pair sources in series generates the state,

|ψ⟩ = P (1 + expiϕp) |1⟩s |1⟩i (1)

where ϕp is the relative phase between pump beams in
each source, P is the pump power and subscripts on kets
label signal and idler modes. We assume P is set suf-
ficiently low that higher order Fock terms are negligible
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FIG. 1. The GHz non-linear interference experiment.
(a) Schematic of the experiment, as described in the main
text. TPS (gold) are used to reconfigure the circuit and off-
set the CDM phase to minimise the modulation depth re-
quired for nonlinear interference. The CDM is depicted by
the red/blue box in the lower arm of the interferometer. The
reconfigurability of AMZI1 and AMZI2 allows for comparison
between nonlinear interference between sources and classical
interference in a Mach-Zehnder. (b) Microscope image the
photonic integrated circuit used in the experiment.

at measurement. Nonlinear interference between four-
wave mixing sources [13] outputs a coincidence detection
described by the fringe,

f(ϕp) =
1

2
(1 + v(R) cos(nϕp +Φ0)) (2)

where n = 2, and Φ0 captures all other phase terms.
v(R) = 2R/(1 + R2) represents the visibility in terms of
the ratio R = P2/P1 of the probabilities of pair produc-
tion in each source. The fringe expected from a Mach-
Zehnder interferometer is of the same form, but n = 1.
This difference in fringe frequency is from the SFWM
phasematching condition for degenerate pump photons,

ϕ = 2ϕp + ϕi + ϕs. (3)

Therefore, the signature of nonlinear interference be-
tween SFWM sources is the doubling of fringe period,
compared to a classical linear interferometer fringe.

The photonic integrated circuit used is shown in Fig. 1.
It is of in-house design and fabricated by commercially
outsourcing to IMEC using their ISIPP50G silicon pho-
tonic platform [27]. The photonic circuit is mounted on
an in-house designed printed circuit board (PCB) that

carries signals for TPS and the CDM. Temperature sta-
bility is maintained using a Peltier element and PID con-
troller (Arroyo 5240).

To operate the chip as a nonlinear interferometer,
a continuous wave (CW) laser (Rio Orion), tuned to
1544.61 nm and amplified with an erbium doped-fiber
amplifier (Pritel), is coupled to the photonic chip via a
fibre polarisation controller (PC), a v-groove fibre array
and grating coupler. On chip, the pump is split into
two paths with a Mach-Zehnder interferometer (MZI1),
tuned to 50:50 beamsplitting to balance power between
sources. Asymmetric Mach-Zehnder interferometers with
path length difference ∆L = 90µm are used as add-
drop filters with a free-spectral range of ∼ 6.4 nm to
discard the pump after first source (AMZI-1), and mul-
tiplex photon pairs into the second source (AMZI-2).
Each photon pair source is a ∼1.1 cm spiral of single
waveguide [28]. Photons are coupled off-chip via a grat-
ing coupler and separated into signal and idler channels
using fibre based dense-wavelength-division multiplexers
(DWDM). Superconducting nanowire single photon de-
tectors (SNSPD, Photonspot, ∼85% system efficiency)
detect the photons. All TPS are driven by commercial
multichannel voltage sources (Qontrol Q8iv). The CDM
is driven with signals from an arbitrary waveform gen-
erator (AWG, Tektronix 70001A), amplified through an
RF voltage voltage amplifier (SHF 810). A bias tee (SHF
BT45) is used to combine the RF signal and a DC bias
from a benchtop power supply. A TPS in the upper de-
picted path (without the CDM) is used to minimise co-
incidences when no RF signal is applied to the CDM.

We verified non-linear interference occurs by compari-
son with a classical interference fringe on the same device.
The chip is configured for classical interference by setting
AMZI-1 to perform the identity operation and AMZI-2
to act as a 50:50 beamsplitter. For simplicity, the classi-
cal interference is measured by monitoring pump power
at the device output. Fig 2 shows raw and fitted data for
classical linear interference and for coincidences output
from the NLI configuration, in both cases scanning only
the TPS in the upper arm.

We demonstrated quantum interference modulated by
the CDM. With the chip in its NLI configuration, the
CDM is driven with a square wave generated by AWG
at 10 MHz and 1 GHz. The driving signal and CDM
are impedance matched with a 50 Ω termination (Smiths
Interconnect) wirebonded directly to the photonic chip.
The heat dissipated by this termination prevents direct
characterisation of the modulator Vπ due to thermal
crosstalk. We therefore apply a small RF signal (300 mV
at 100 kHz) to the modulator while the chip is configured
for classical interference and extrapolate Vπ assuming a
linear voltage-phase relationship. This provides a small-
signal estimate of Vπ = 7.99± 0.02 V.

We observe coincidence rates from the device of ∼ 100
counts per second. The probability of observing a co-
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FIG. 2. Linear and nonlinear interference with TPS. Purple
data and line of fit from Eq. 2 (n = 1) correspond to classical
characterisation on right axis. Quantum interference data is
plotted in green, with a line of fit from Eq. 2 (n = 2). Classi-
cal and background subtracted quantum interference display
visibilities of 99% and (96± 1)% respectively.

incidence within any given interval is given by ⟨n⟩e−n,
where ⟨n⟩ is the average coincidence rate in the same
interval. Therefore, the probability of observing a coin-
cidence within any given cycle of the modulation is very
small, precluding a direct measurement of the interfer-
ence with GHz driving signals. We therefore attempt to
correlate the driving signal with the distribution of coin-
cidences in time by analysing timetags modulo the period
of the driving signal. Fig. 3 depicts this analysis.

We synchronise the SNSPD timing logic (Swabian In-
struments) with the AWG using a common 10 MHz clock.
We note that while the AWG and timetagger clock are
synchronised, there is an unknown offset of up to 1

2Ω be-
tween the driving signal and the coincidence data, where
Ω is the driving frequency. To account for this we offset
the photon time tags over a range of ∆t = ± 1

4Ω = ± 1
4T ,

which is half the period of the drive waveform. We expect
a square wave modulation in the coincidence data, and
therefore as this offset is swept we expect the convolu-
tion of two square wave, which is a triangle wave peaked
at the maximum coincidence visibility. Fig. 4 shows the
correlation between the modulation signal and the co-
incidence data where we have normalised the timetags
to zero offset. We compute the interference visibility
by summing coincidence counts from the high and low
modulator states. We observe (Fig. 4) a raw visibility
of (78 ± 1)% and (74 ± 2)% at 10 MHz and 1 GHz.
We estimate the accidental coincidence rates by sum-
ming counts outside the histogram peak and dividing
by the number of bins. This gives corrected visibilities
of (90 ± 1)% and (89 ± 1)%. The single photon counts
also vary with ϕp, although the fringe visibility is limited
by detector dark counts, any distinguishing information
between sources such as loss and other photon genera-
tion not contained within spiral waveguide arms of the
NLI [13]. The maximum observed single photon fringe
visibility of 4.41±0.07% implies a total loss ≈ −13.5 dB.
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FIG. 3. Coincidence counting of photon pairs. (a) Simulated
data illustrating photon coincidences identified between 2 de-
tection channels. Signal and idler pairs (green and purple)
are recorded as a coincidences (red) when the delay between
channels is less than a predetermined threshold. A square
wave driving signal of period T that modulates coincidence
rates is overlaid in grey. (b) Coincidences are recorded as a
histogram showing the delay between channels with a sign
given by the order of timetag events. The absolute timing
reference of each timetag is typically discarded. (c) Coinci-
dences may also be located in time by taking the midpoint of
timetags from corresponding channels. This data can then be
processed modulo T (up to some constant delay) to correlate
with the periodic signal used to drive the CDM. (d, e) Coin-
cidence visibility with 10 MHz (d) and 1 GHz (e) modulation
as the offset ∆t is applied to the time series of coincidence
data, divided modulo the waveform period (see main text).
Raw data is purple. Background-subtracted data is green.
Maximum visibility corresponds to data displayed in Fig. 4.

We measure 6.5 dB loss in each spiral, and attribute the
remaining ∼ 0.5 dB loss to waveguide and AMZI trans-
mission.

We attribute the limited coincidence visibility to a
number of causes. The low-frequency, small-signal value
of the voltage for π-phase, Vπ, only gives an estimate as
the phase shifting efficiency rolls off with frequency due
to impedance mismatch with the modulator electrodes,
or velocity mismatch to the optical signal. The values we
used were determined empirically by halving Vπ and then
scanning in steps of 50 mV to maximise fringe visibility.
A more accurate estimate of Vπ/2 would improve fringe
visibility. Additionally, thermal cross-talk from the mod-
ulator termination reduces fringe visibility by changing
the heat distribution across the chip, despite the global
temperature set by the Peltier element and temperature
controller. Improved heat sinking or recalibration of TPS
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FIG. 4. Raw (purple) and background subtracted (green)
coincidence counts from 10 MHz (a) and 1 GHz (b) square
waves applied to the modulator (left axes). Timetag data
is collected for 30 s while the modulation is applied, before
postprocessing to identify coincidences. The peak to peak
voltage of the modulator has been set at 3.95 V and 4.0 V,
respectively, with a fixed DC bias of 2.1 V. The normalised
driving waveform is overlaid in grey for comparison (right
axes). Errors are calculated assuming Poissonian statistics.

while the CDM is operated could mitigate this effect.

In this work, we have demonstrated high speed mod-
ulation of nonlinear interferometry in silicon photonics
to modulate photon pair generation at GHz speed. This
does not expose the photon pairs generated to any par-
asitic loss of the CDM, and could allow for control over
generation of other delicate quantum resources, without
incurring insertion losses from high speed modulators.
Because of the super-sensitive interference frequency of
NLIs, the method enhances efficiency and reduces heat
dissipation compared to modulation on the pump laser
with a CDM at the input of the SOI chip. With the oper-
ation of silicon quantum photonics in the mid-IR [29], we
anticipate on-chip NLIs can be combined with degener-
ate four wave mixing and mid-IR spectroscopy to detect
greenhouse gas species on chip without needing mid-IR
detectors [12]. Fast modulation of the interference effect
could then be used to move the gas detection signal to
a side band away from electronic noise sources. We also
anticipate fast integrated NLIs to be a building block
of more general nonlinear interferometric networks with
increased capability for quantum applications over uni-
versal linear optics, such as scaling up large NLI super-

lattices [8], multiplexed sources [30] and quantum state
engineering [9].
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