
Electrically-programmable frequency comb for compact quantum photonic circuits

Shakir Ullah,1 Mehmet Emre Tasgin,1 Rasim Volga Ovali,2 and Mehmet Günay3

1Institute of Nuclear Sciences, Hacettepe University, 06800 Ankara, Turkey
2Department of Physics, Recep Tayyip Erdogan University, 53100 Rize, Turkey
3Department of Nanoscience and Nanotechnology, Faculty of Arts and Science,

Burdur Mehmet Akif Ersoy University, 15030 Burdur, Turkey
(Dated: August 2, 2023)

Recent efforts have demonstrated the first prototypes of compact and programmable photonic
quantum computers (PQCs). Utilization of time-bin encoding in loop-like architectures enabled
programmable generation of quantum states and execution of different (programmable) logic gates
on a single circuit. Actually, there is still space for better compactness and complexity of available
quantum states: photonic circuits (PCs) can function at different frequencies. This necessitates an
optical component which can make different frequencies talk with each other. This component should
be integrable into PCs and be controlled –preferably– by voltage for programmable generation of
multifrequency quantum states and PQCs. Here, we propose such a device which controls four-wave
mixing process, essential for frequency combs. We utilize nonlinear Fano resonances. Entanglement
generated by the device can be tuned continuously by the applied voltage which can be delivered
to the device via nm-thick wires. The device is integrable, CMOS-compatible, and operates within
a timescale of hundreds of femtoseconds.

I. INTRODUCTION

Demonstrations of quantum supremacy over classi-
cal computers [1, 2] intensified the research on inte-
grated quantum circuits (IQCs) where generation, pro-
cessing, and detection of quantum states can be carried
out on a single chip [3, 4]. This increased the demand
for scalable integration of nonlinear optical components,
such as squeezers [5, 6], frequency combs [7] and other
nonlinearity generators, into IQC chips. Though inte-
gration of various nonlinear components into IQCs are
demonstrated successfully [8], nonlinearity (for squeezing
and entanglement) generation in such devices are either
fixed [9] or cannot be tuned conveniently [10–13].

In order to achieve the quantum supremacy on a wider
range of computations, it is necessary to build pro-
grammable quantum computers (QCs) [14–20], in which
flexible quantum states can be generated [14, 18] and var-
ious logic gates can be implemented [16–18]. In state-of-
the-art PQCs, a given initial squeezing (nonclassicality)
is supplied to the circuit on the first module and dif-
ferent entangled states are produced via variable beam-
splitters (VBSs) and phase-shifters [14, 18]. In the cur-
rent PQCs, information is encoded in a pulse train where
each pulse corresponds to a mode within the time-domain
multiplexing [21]. The pulses (modes) are made interact
with each other in a loop-structure in order to obtain
several-dimensional entangled states. That is, tunability
of, for instance, squeezing is rather a new concept [22].
Computation can also be performed in similar loop-like
architectures where different logic gates can be imple-
mented using measurement-induced squeezing protocol
with VBSs [16–18]. A single circuit can execute a uni-
versal gate [23] by winding the input pulse in that pro-
grammable circuit.

Such a loop architecture provides extreme compactness
regarding both quantum state preparation and comput-

ing. Nevertheless, there is more to do with the com-
pactness and complexity of PQCs [24]. A given circuit
can function at different frequencies [7]. If one can en-
tangle (link) the pulses of different frequencies [25], the
functionality of the PQCs can be increased tremendously.
For this reason, a close attention is paid on scalable (in-
tegrated) frequency combs [7, 24–26]. While important
achievements are obtained, the fabricated combs are not
conveniently (electrically) programmable, yet.

A frequency comb employs, e.g., four-wave mix-
ing (FWM) process, where central (pump) pulse is split
into two side bands. The new side bands also yield
other side bands, resulting a comb of different frequen-
cies. Thus, if one can control the FWM process, she/he
can program the frequency comb.

Here, we propose a device where the FWM process
can be controlled (continuously tuned) by an applied
voltage [11, 27–29] which can be delivered through nm-
thick wires. The device is integrable into quantum pho-
tonic circuits and CMOS-compatible. A quantum emit-
ter (QE), located at the hot-spot of a plasmonic nanos-
tructure (PNS), introduces a Fano resonance in the non-
linear response [30, 31], see Figs. 1 and 3. Depending on
the QE’s resonance ΩQE, the FWM process (ω3 = 1.8ω1)
can either be turned off (at ΩQE = ω3 = 1.8000ω1) or
can be further enhanced (at ΩQE ≃ 1.8005ω1) on top of
the field-enhanced FWM of the bare nanostructure, see
Fig. 3. (Here, ω1 is the pump frequency used in scaling
and ω3 = 1.8ω1 corresponds to the FWM frequency.)

Fano resonances take place at sharp frequency inter-
vals [32, 33]. This may be disadvantageous for broadband
enhancement of nonlinearity. However, here it becomes
extremely useful for programming the FWM process via
a meV-tuning of the QE’s resonance [11, 27, 28]. One
should also note that while plasmonic excitations decay
in a few femtoseconds, quantum optics experiments with
plasmons [34–39] clearly show that they can handle quan-
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FIG. 1. Control mechanism of programmable frequency comb which introduces configurable links (entanglement) among
different frequency modes in an IQC. A PNS is placed in a photonic cavity. The resonance of the QE, positioned at the hotspot
of the PNS, is controlled electrically via a voltage applied over the PNS itself. The QE resonance controls the FWM process (see
Fig. 3) taking place within the device. Cyclic use of the FWM process generates a frequency comb [7]. Thus, the links among
different frequency components can be programmed electrically.

tum features, like squeezing and entanglement, as long as
0.1 nanoseconds. The latter is determined by noise fea-
tures [40].

In the proposed device, the QE resonance is
electrically-tuned by an applied voltage, which is deliv-
ered to the QE over the nanostructure itself. A few volts
is more than sufficient for the tuning ΩQE = 1.8000–
1.8005 × ω1. This corresponds to a continuous-control
over the FWM intensity, where modulation depths as
high as 5 orders of magnitude can be achieved, see Fig. 3.
That is, entanglement among the different frequency
modes can be continuously-tuned (programmed, linked)
in the same manner, see Fig. 4. Similarly, the single-
mode nonclassicalities (e.g., squeezing) of the modes can
be continuously-tuned, see Fig. 1 in the Supplementary
Material (SM) [41].

Therefore, the proposed device provides an electrically-
programmable frequency comb for quantum computers
and information processing. The programming abil-
ity (tunability) of the device is continuous. The device
provides a tremendous compactness and extremely en-
hanced complexity for the information processing due
to the existence of programmable links between differ-
ent frequency modes. The links among frequencies can
be implemented using the off-line measurement-induced
protocols [42] rather than directly coupling the fragile
quantum states to nonlinear media.

Below, we first describe the dynamics of the FWM pro-
cess taking place in the proposed device where a PNS-
QE coupled system is placed into a photonic cavity. (QE
can be a quantum dot, defect-center in a 2D material or
nanoparticle whose resonance can be electrically tuned.)
We obtain Langevin equations governing the dysnamics
of plasmon and cavity modes given in Fig. 2. Before cal-
culating the entanglement among different frequencies,
we demonstrate the enhancement of the FWM intensity

using c-numbers (semiclassical) at their steady-states, see
Fig. 3. Next, we calculate the entanglement (Fig. 4) and
squeezing using the noise operators [43–46].

Dynamics of the coupled system.— The scheme of
the device, dynamics of the FWM process and entan-
glement generation can be described as follows. The
PNS, e.g., a bow-tie antenna depicted in Fig. 1, is placed
into a photonic cavity which supports the three related
modes (ĉ1–3, resonances Ωc1–Ωc3) for the FWM process,
see Fig. 2. The ĉ1 and ĉ2 cavity modes are pumped with
two integrated lasers of frequencies ω1 and ω2, hamil-
tonian Ĥlas-cav. The cavity fields interact (strengths
g1–3) with the plasmon modes (â1–3) of the PNS, see
resonances Ωa1–Ωa3 in Fig. 2 respectively; hamiltonian

Ĥcav-pls. PNS localizes the cavity fields into hot-spots
which appears at the centre, e.g., for the bow-tie struc-
ture. Localization not only enhances the hot-spot field
intensities by orders of magnitude, but also increases the
overlap integrals for the nonlinear processes [30, 31, 47],
here for the FWM. Because of the notorious increase in
the overlap integral, nonlinear conversion takes place over
plasmons [48]. The FWM frequency is ω3 = 2ω1 − ω2.
That is, two plasmons in â1 is annihilated and one plas-
mon in â2 and one plasmon in â3 modes are generated,
hamiltonian ĤFWM.

The QE is positioned at the hot-spot of the PNS.
QE’s resonance, ΩQE, is chosen such that its cou-
pling (strength f) takes place mainly with the FWM

plasmon mode (Ωa3
), hamiltonian Ĥpls-QE. (Choice of

the values for ΩQE in Figs. 3 and 4 justifies this notion.)

Including also energies of the QE, plasmon and cavity
modes, hamiltonian Ĥ0, the total hamiltonian can be
written as

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥlas-cav + Ĥcav-pls + ĤFWM + Ĥpls-QE, (1)
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FIG. 2. Resonances of the cavity (ĉ1,2,3, Ωc1,2,3) and plasmon
(â1,2,3, Ωa1,2,3) modes. Resonance of the QE ΩQE is selected
around the Ωa3 plasmon mode into which FWM oscillations
ω3 = 2ω1 − ω2 take place.

where

Ĥ0 = ℏΩQE ρ̂ee + ℏ
3∑

i=1

(Ωai
â†i âi +Ωci ĉ

†
i ĉi), (2)

Ĥlas-cav = iℏ(ĉ†1ε
(1)
L e−iω1t + ĉ†2ε

(2)
L e−iω2t −H.c.), (3)

Ĥcav-pls = ℏ(g1ĉ1â†1 + g2ĉ2â
†
2 + g3ĉ3â

†
3 +H.c.), (4)

ĤFWM = ℏχFWM(â
†
3â

†
2â

2
1 + â†21 â2â3), (5)

Ĥpls-QE = ℏ(fâ†3ρ̂ge + fâ3ρ̂eg). (6)

Here, ρ̂ee = |e⟩⟨e|, ρ̂eg = |e⟩⟨g| and ρ̂ge = ρ̂†eg represent

the density matrices for the QE [46]. ε
(1)
L and ε

(2)
L are

the pump amplitudes/strengths. χFWM is the overlap in-
tegral [30, 31, 47] for the plasmon modes involving in the
FWM process.

Entanglement is originally created among the plasmon
modes in the first place. The plasmon modes inter-
act with the cavity modes via a beam-splitter interac-

tions (ĉ†i âi +H.c.). This transfers the squeezing [49] into
the cavity modes. Moreover, cavity modes are entan-
gled with each other due to entanglement swap mech-
anism [50]. That is, the entanglement among plasmon
modes is swapped into the entanglement among the cav-
ity modes. Cavity modes interact with the cavity output

modes ĉ
(1-3)
out in a similar manner. Thus, the produced

multimode entanglement finally swaps into the entangle-
ment among the cavity output modes of three different
frequencies.

We mention more about the calculation method of the
entanglement in the following paragraphs, but the basics
of the mechanism responsible for the entanglement gener-
ation is given in the above paragraph. By controlling the
QE resonance with an applied voltage, one can control
the FWM and the degree of entanglement (link) between
different frequencies.

Time-evolution of the modes and QE can be obtained
from the Heisenberg equations of motion, e.g., iℏ ˙̂a =
[â, Ĥ]. Including also the damping/decay rates for the

cavity fields (κ1–3 = 105 Hz), plasmon fields (γ1–3 = 1014

Hz) and the QE (γeg = 109 Hz), the Langevin equations
can be written as

˙̂c1 =− (κ1 + iΩc1)ĉ1 − ig∗1 â1 + ε
(1)
L e−iω1t, (7)

˙̂c2 =− (κ2 + iΩc2)ĉ2 − ig∗2 â2 + ε
(2)
L e−iω2t, (8)

˙̂c3 =− (κ3 + iΩc3)ĉ3 − ig∗3 â3, (9)

˙̂a1 =− (γ1 + iΩa1
)â1 − ig1ĉ1 − i2χFWMâ

†
1â2â3, (10)

˙̂a2 =− (γ2 + iΩa2
)â2 − ig2ĉ2 − iχFWMâ

†
3â

2
1, (11)

˙̂a3 =− (γ3 + iΩa3
)â3 − ig3ĉ3 − ifρge − iχFWMâ

†
2â

2
1,
(12)

˙̂ρge =− (γeg + iΩQE)ρ̂ge + if â3(ρ̂gg − ρ̂ee), (13)

˙̂ρee =− γeeρ̂ee + if â†3ρ̂ge − if â3ρ̂eg. (14)

Here, γee and γeg are the diagonal and off-diagonal ele-
ments decay rates of the QE.

Fano-control of the FWM process.— We calculate
the entanglement/squeezing by investigating the noise
features (e.g., δĉ) of the operators around their steady-
state values (c-numbers) αc = ⟨ĉ⟩ with ĉ = α+ δĉ. Thus,
we first calculate the expectations α for the modes and in-
vestigate the fluctuations δĉ about them. The calculation
of the expectations reveals also the Fano-control (sup-
pression and enhancement) mechanism as follows.

We replace the operators in the Langevin equations
(7)-(14) with their expectations. We determine their
steady-state values αc1–c3 and αa1–a3 , see Sec. 2 of
SM [41]. For instance, |αa3 |2 gives the number of gener-
ated FWM plasmons at the frequency ω3. As described
in Sec. 2 of the SM [41], an analytical expression for the
FWM plasmon amplitude can be obtained as

αa3
=

iχFWMα
∗
a2
α2
a1

|f |2y
i(ΩQE−ω3)+γeg

− (i(Ωa3 − ω3) + γ3)
, (15)

with y = ρee − ρgg and ω3 = 2ω1 − ω2. While we also
calculate the numerical values for αa3 in Fig. 3, this ex-
pression depicts the essential idea below the nonlinearity
control. An interference taking place in the denominator
of Eq. (15) is in charge for the enhancement of the FWM.
The resonance of the QE ΩQE can be arranged (tuned)

so that the imaginary part of the first term in the de-
nominator cancels the expression i(Ωa3

− ω3) in the sec-
ond term. This gives the peak in Fig. 3. We note that
enhancement factor (EF) given in Fig. 3 multiplies the
EFs originating due to the field localization enhance-
ments [30].
On the contrary, FWM process can be turned off for

the choice of ΩQE = ω3. In this case, the FWM fre-
quency ω3 production is suppressed. This can be ob-
served from Eq. (15) as follows. ΩQE = ω3, the first term
of the denominator becomes |f |2y/γeg which turns out to
be extremely large because of the small decay rate, e.g.,
γeg = 10−6ω1, of the QE [11]. We scale frequencies by
ω1. The second term of the denominator is below unity



4

1.798 1.799 1.8 1.801 1.802

0

5

10

15

20

25

F
W

M
 E

n
h
a
n
c
e
m

e
n
t

FIG. 3. Control of FWM process via the choice of the QE
resonance. Plotted enhancement factor (EF) multiplies the
EF due to local field enhancement [51]. FWM process can
be tuned continuously between 10−4 (ΩQE = ω3 = 1.8000ω1)
and 25 (ΩQE = ω3 = 1.8005ω1) via voltage applied on the
QE [11, 27–29].

and can be neglected besides |f |2y/γeg. Thus, the FWM
intensity |αa3

|2 is suppressed by orders of magnitude, see
the dip (10−4) in Fig. 3.

Control of entanglement and squeezing.— The links
among different frequency modes can also be controlled
by the applied voltage. Entanglement and squeezing fea-
tures are determined by the quantum fluctuations (quan-
tum noise δĉi) about the expectation values αci =
⟨ĉi⟩ [45]. We employ a standard method [43, 44] in our
calculations. Equations of motions for the noise opera-
tors are obtained by inserting, e.g., the expressions ĉi =
αi+δĉi, into the Langevin equations (7)-(14), and includ-

ing the noise operators δĉ
(i)
in (t) = −i

∑
k e

−iω
(i)
k t b̂

(i)
k (0),

see Sec. 3 of the SM [41]. (b̂k are vacuum modes, so

ĉ
(i)
in is the vacuum noise [45].) Ignoring the higher order
terms in the equations for the noise operators [43, 44],
one obtains

δ ˙̂c1 =− (κ1 + i∆c1)δĉ1 − ig∗1δâ1 + δĉ
(1)
in (t), (16)

δ ˙̂c2 =− (κ2 + i∆c2)δĉ2 − ig∗2δâ2 + δĉ
(2)
in (t), (17)

δ ˙̂c3 =− (κ3 + i∆c3)δĉ3 − ig∗3δâ3, (18)

δ ˙̂a1 =− (Γ1 + i∆a1)δâ1 − ig1δĉ1 − i2χFWM

× (α∗
a1
αa2

δâ3 + α∗
a1
δâ2αa3

+ δâ†1αa2
αa3

), (19)

δ ˙̂a2 =− (Γ2 + i∆a2
)δâ2 − ig2δĉ2 − iχFWM

× (2α∗
a3
αa1

δâ1 + δâ†3α
2
a1
), (20)

δ ˙̂a3 =− (Γ3 + i∆a3
)δâ3 − ig3δĉ3 − iχFWM

× (2α∗
a2
αa1δâ1 + δâ†2α

2
a1
). (21)

where ∆ci = ωci −ωi and ∆ai = ωai −ωi, with i = 1, 2, 3,
represent detuning of the cavity and plasmonic modes
from the laser fields.

We note that the damping rates Γ1–3 we use for the
plasmonic noise operators δâ1–3 are different than the
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FIG. 4. Entanglement in units of log-neg (EN ) [52–55] be-

tween different frequency output modes of the cavity: ĉ
(1)
out–

ĉ
(2)
out (solid black line), ĉ

(1)
out–ĉ

(3)
out (red dashed line) and ĉ

(2)
out–

ĉ
(3)
out (dotted green line). Entanglement can be continuously
tuned by applied voltage which is below a single volt.

ones γ1–3 we use in calculating the decay of plasmon ex-
citations. This is due to the following fact. The experi-
ments with PNSs clearly demonstrate [34–39] that plas-
mon excitations can handle nonclassicality features (en-
tanglement and squeezing), determined by the noise op-
erators [40], for times as long as 10−10 s. This is only
one order lower than, e.g., a quantum dot. We use
Γ1–3 = 1010 Hz in our calculation.
We calculate the entanglement among the three out-

put modes of the cavity ĉ
(1–3)
out each operating at differ-

ent frequencies ω1–3. The output modes are obtained

from ĉ
(i)
out = riĉi(t) + ĉ

(i)
in using the input-output for-

malism [45, 46], where ri are constants related with the
cavity-vacuum coupling rates. See Sec. 3 of the SM [41].
We use logarithmic negativity (log-neg, EN ) for quan-

tifying the entanglement [52–56]. Log-neg is a mea-
sure [55] of entanglement for Gaussian states. The lin-
earization treatment [43, 44], we employ here, leaves the
quantum states Gaussian, so that here we can use log-neg
as a measure. We also measure the nonclassicality (e.g.,
squeezing) of the output modes in units of log-neg. We
employ the concept of entanglement-potential [57], which
weighs the nonclassicality of a mode in terms of the en-
tanglement it generates after a beams-splitter [57, 58].
In Fig. 4, we present the log-neg entanglement among

the three output frequency modes of the cavity, i.e.,

ĉ
(1)
out-ĉ

(2)
out, ĉ

(2)
out-ĉ

(3)
out, and ĉ

(1)
out-ĉ

(3)
out. Tuning the QE reso-

nance between ΩQE = 1.8000ω1 and 1.8005ω1, one can
continuously control the entanglement (link) between
different frequencies. The interval 1.8005 − 1.8000 =
0.0005ω1 corresponds to sub-meV tuning for a typical
QE. For instance, in the experiment [27] 1 Volt can tune
a QD about 10 meV and much betters ones are avail-
able [11, 28, 29, 59, 60].

Summary and outlook.— Recent efforts seek pro-
grammable and compact QCs capable of generating and
executing configurable quantum states and logic gates.
An IQC can function at different frequencies. The recent
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compactness provided by the employment of time-bin en-
coding [16–18, 21] can be tremendously enhanced by en-
abling different frequency modes of the IQC to interact
with each other [7, 24–26]. Here, we demonstrate the
generation of programmable links among different fre-
quency modes, leading to ultra-compact programmable
QCs where links can be configured among time-bin en-
coded photons (modes) functioning at different frequen-
cies. Programmed links among different frequency oper-
ations can be established via measurement-induced pro-
tocol [42] without directly coupling the fragile quantum
states into nonlinear media. The device operates at sub-

picosecond frequencies and is CMOS-compatible. Thus,
the device provides a game-changing increase in the ca-
pacity, compactness, and controllability of QCs.
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[38] S. Varró, N. Kroó, D. Oszetzky, A. Nagy, and A. Cz-
itrovszky, Hanbury brown–twiss type correlations with
surface plasmon light, J. Mod. Opt. 58, 2049 (2011).

[39] G. Di Martino, Y. Sonnefraud, S. Kéna-Cohen, M. Tame,
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