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A wide variety of positioning and ranging pro-
cedures are based on repeatedly sending elec—
trom agnetic pulses through space and m easuring
their tim e ofarrival. Thispaper show s that quan—
tum entanglem ent and squeezing can be em ployed
to overcom e the classical pow er/bandw idth lim -
its on these procedures, enhancing their accu-
racy. Frequency entangled pulses could be used
to construct quantum positioning system s (QP S),
to perform clock synchronization, or to do rang-
ing (quantum radar): all of these technigques ex-
hibit a sim ilar enhancem ent com pared w ith anal-
ogous protocols that use classical light. Q uantum
entanglem ent and squeezing have been exploited
in the context of interferom etry {E], frequency
m easurem ents E], lithography ﬂ], and algorithm s
]. H ere, the problem ofpositioning a party (say
A lice) w ith respect to a xed array of reference
points w illbe analyzed.

A lice'’s position m ay be obtained sin ply by sending
pulses that originate from her position and m easuring
the tin e it takes for each pulse to reach the reference
points. The tine of ight, the speed of the pulses and
the arrangem ent of the reference points determ ine her
position. The accuracy of such a procedure depends on
the num ber ofpulses, their bandw idth and the num ber of
photons per pulse. T his paper show s that by m easuring
the correlationsbetween the tin es ofarrivalofM pulses
which are frequency-entangled, one can In principle in—
creaselghiaccuracy of such a positioning procedure by a
factor M ascom pared to positioning using unentangled
pulses w ith the sam e bandw idth. M oreover, if num ber-
squeezed pulses can be produced E], ]II'DJS possible to ob—
tain a further increase in accuracy of N by em ploying
squeezed pulses of N quanta, vs. em ploying \classical"
coherent states with N m ean num ber of quanta. Com —
bining entang?n m ent w ith squeezing gives an overall en—
hancem entof M N . In addition, the procedure exhibits
In proved securiy: because the tin ing nform ation re—
sides in the entanglem ent betw een pulses, it ispossble to
In plem ent E] quantum cryptographic schem es that do
not allow an eavesdropper to obtain inform ation on the
position ofA lice. T he prim ary draw backs of this schem e
are the di culty of creating the requisite entanglem ent
and the sensitivity to loss. O n the other hand, the fre—
quency entanglem ent allow s sin ilar schem es to be highly
robust against pulse broadening due to transit through
dispersive m edia fL]].

The clock synchronization problem can be treated
using the same method. In Refs. @] and E] two

novel technigques for clock synchronization using entan—
glkd states are presented. However, the authors of
Ref. @] them selves point out that the resources needed

by their schem e could be used to perform conventional
clock synchronization w ithout entanglem ent. Sim ilarly,

all the enhancem ent of [L3] ardses from em ploying high—
frequency atom swhich them selves could be used for clock

synchronization to the sam e degree of accuracy w thout

any entanglem ent. In neither case do these proposals

give an obvious enhancem ent over classical procedures

that use the sam e resources. Here, by contrast, i is

shown that quantum features such as entanglem ent and

squeezing can In principle be used to supply a signi cant
enhancem ent of the accuracy of clock synchronization as

com pared to classical protocols using light of the sam e

frequency and power. In fact, the clock synchronization

can be acocom plished by sending pulses back and forth

betw een the parties whose clocks are to be synchronized

and m easuring the tim es of arrival of the pulses E in-
stein’s protocol). In this way synchronization may be

treated on the sam e basis as positioning and the sam e

accuracy enhancem entsm ay be achieved through entan—
glem ent and squeezing. In thispaperonly the positioning

accuracy enhancem ent w illbe addressed in detail.

In order to Introduce the form alism , the simple case
of position m easurem ent w ith classical coherent pulses
is now presented. Since each dim ension can be treated
Independently, the analysis will be lim ited to the one-
din ensional case. For the sake of sin plicity, consider the
situation in which A lice wants to m easure her position
X by sending a pulse to each of M detectors placed in
a known posiion (refer to Fig. EI). This can be easily
generalized to di erent setups, such as the case in which
the detectors are not all in the sam e location, the case
In which only one detector is employed with M tine-
separated pulses, the case n which the pulses originate
from the reference points and are m easured by A lice @s
In GPS), etc. A lice’s estin ate of her position is given by
x= ¢ =,t,wheret; isthetraveltine ofthei th
pulse and c is the light speed. The variable t; has an in—
trinsic Indeterm inacy dependent on the spectral charac—
teristics and m ean num ber ofphotonsN ofthe i~th pulse.
For exam ple, given a G aussian pulse of frequency spread

!, according to the central lim it theorem , til[g:a_nnot be
m easured w ith an accuracy betterthan 1=( ! N ) sihce
it isestin ated atm ost from N data points (ie. thetines
of arrival of the single photons, each having an indeter—
m inacy 1= !). Thus, ifA liceusesM G aussian pulsesof
equal frequency sporead, the accuracy in them easurem ent
of the average tin e of arrival is
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Quantum M echanics allow s us to do much better. In
order to dem onstrate the gain in accuracy a orded by
Quantum M echanics, it is convenient to provide rst a
fully quantum analysis ofthe problem ofdeterm ining the
average tin e ofarrivalofa set ofM classicalpulses, each
having m ean number of photons N . Such a quantum
treatm ent for a classicalproblem m ay seem lke overkill,
but once the quantum form alisn is presented, the speed—
up attainable in the fully quantum case can be derived
directly. In addition, it is In portant to verify that no
inprovem ent over Eq. {]) is obtaiablk using classical
pulses. TheM ooherent pulses are descrlbbed by a state

ofthe radiation eld ofthe form
[CNe) P— E
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where | is the pulses’ spectral function, j ( ,)i; isa

coherent state ofam plitude ; In them ode at frequency
! directed tow ards the i-th detector, and N is the m ean
num ber of photons in each pulse. fhe pulse spectrum

j 1 ¥ has been nom alized so that d!j, % = 1. For
detectors w ith perfect tin e resolution, the pint proba—
bility for the i~th detector to detect N ; photons in the
i~th pulse at tin es tyy, is given by [14]
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where t;x is the tim e of arrival of the k-th photon in
the i~th pulse, shifted by the position of the detectors
ik ! G+ x=c. Thesignal eld at the position ofthe i-
th detectorattin etisgiven by E, ' () dra’(yett

y
andEiH) E.l() ,wherea; (! ) isthe eld annihilator

of a quantum of frequency ! at the i-th detector, which
satis esa(!);a) (191= 45 (¢ ). The estin ation of
the ensam ble average In Eq. ﬁ) on the state j i, usihg
theproperty a(!®) | 3 ( 1)i= o 3 (1), gives
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where g (t) is the Fourier transform of the soectral func—
tion , . Averaging overthe tim es ofarrivalt x and over
the num ber of photonsN ; detected In each pulse, one has
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yih approxinate equality for N 1. Here

dttg@F and 2 dt ¥ g®F 2 are inde-
pendent of i and k since all the photons have the sam e

spectrum . Eq. ﬁ) is the generalization of ) for non-
G aussian pulses.

Quantum light can exhibit phenom ena that are not
possible classically such as entanglem ent and squeezing,
which, aswillnow be seen, can give signi cant enhance-
m ent for detem Ining the average tin e of arrival. F irst
consider entanglem ent. The fram ework jist established
allow s the direct com parison between frequency entan—
glkd pulses and unentangled ones. For the sake of clarity,
consider initially single photon entangled pulses.

De ne the \frequency state" j i for the electrom ag-
netic el the state in which allm odes are in the vacuum
state, except for the m ode at frequencg ! which is pop-
ulated by one photon. Thus the state d! | ! i repre—
sents a single photon wave packet w ith spectrum 3 , F.
Consider the M -photon frequency entangled state given
by
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w here the ket subscripts indicate the detector each pho—

ton is traveling to. Inserting j i, h Eq. @),and soe—
cializing to the case N ; = 1, i follow s that
X
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That is, the entanglem ent In frequency translates into
the bunching ofthe tin es of arrival of the photons of dif-
ferent pulses: although their indiyidual tin es of arrival
are random , the average t Mi T: ; & of these tim es
is highly peaked. (The m easurem ent of t follow s from
the correlations in the tim es of arrival at the di erent
detectors) . Indeed, from Eq. ﬂ) it results that the prob—
ability distribution oft is Iy ™ t) ¥. This inm ediately
In plies that the average tin e of arrival is determm ined to
an accuracy

t= —; 8
v ®)
is the same of Eq. [$). This result shows a
M in provem ent over the classical case ﬁ) .
T o em phasize the in portance ofentanglem ent, Eq. )
should be com pared to the resul one would obtain from

nghere

an unentangled state analogous to j i, . To this end,
consider the state de ned as
e Z
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w hich describbesM uncorrelated single photon pulseseach
w ith spectral finction . By looking at the spectrum
of the state obtained by tracing away allbut one of the
m odes In @), each of the photons in @) can be shown
to have the sam e spectral characteristics as the photons
In the entangled state j i, . Now, usihg Eq. @) for the
uncorrelated M photon pulses j iy, , it follow s that
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which is the sam e result that was obtained for the clas-
sicalstate @). ThusEq. ) hods, with N = 1, also for
j iyn . From the com parison ofEgs. ﬁ) and E), one sees
that, em ploying ency-entangled pulses, an accuracy
Increaseby a factor M is obtained in the m easurem ent
of t with respect to the case of unentangled photons.

Sihce j i istailored asto give the least indeterm ina-—
tion in the quantity t, it is appropriate for the geom etry
ofthe case given In F ig. EI, w here the sum ofthe tin e of
arrival is needed. O ther entangled states can be tailored
for di erent geom etric dispositions of the detectors, as
w il be shown through som e exam ples.

How is i possbl to create the needed entangled
states? In the case M = 2, the twin beam state at the
output of a cw pum ped param etric dow nconverter w ill
be shown to be t. Igis a 2 photon frequency entan-—
gled state of the form a3 isdo i, where !,
is the pum p frequency and s and i refer to the signal
and idler m odes respectively. This state is sin iar to {§)
and it can be em ployed for position m easurem ents when
the two reference points are In opposite directions, eg.
one to the kft and one to the right of A lice. In fact,
it can be seen that pt;t) / &  &)F and hence
such a state is optin ized for tine of arrival di erence
m easuram ents, as experin entally reported In @]. In the
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case of M = 3, a suitable state can be obtained starting
from a 3-ghoton generation process that creates a state of
the orm  dA!A!Of£ (1 ;105 i %3, ! Pi, and then

perform ng a non-dem olition (or a post-selection) m ea—
surem ent of the frequency di erence of two of the pho-
tons. Thiswould create a m axin ally entangled 3-photon

state, tailored forthe case in w hich A lice has one detector
on one side and two detectors on the other side. How—
ever, forM > 2, the creation ofsuch frequency-entangled

states represents a continuous variable generalization of
the GHZ state, and, as such, is quite an experim ental
challenge.

Now tum to the use of num ber-squeezed states to en—
hance positioning. The N -th excitation of a quantum
system (ie. the state N iofexactly N quanta) hasa de
B roglie frequency N tim es the fundam ental frequency of
the state. Its shorter wavelength m akes such a state ap—
pealing forpositioning protocols. In this case, the needed
\frequency state" is given by N, i, de ned as the state
where allm odes are In the vacuum except for the m ode
at frequency ! ,which isin theFodk state N i. T he prob—
ability ofm easurem ent of N quanta In a single pulse at
timesty; y Isgivenby Eqg. G)wjthM = 1 detectors.
B is straightforward to see that, for a state of the form

d! | N, i, the tim e of arrival probability is given by
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Such a resul m ust be com pared to what one would ob—

tain em ploying a classicalpulse j i 0ofN m ean num ber
of photons, ie. the state E) with M = 1. Tts proba—
bility @) show s that em ployjng the N -photon Fock state
gives an accuracy increase of N vs. the coherent state
wih N mean number of photons. T he sin ilarity of this
result @) w ith the one obtained in Eqg. ﬂ) stem s from

the fact that the Fock state N, i can be Interpreted as
com posed by N one-photon pulses of identical frequency.
Hence, all the results and considerations obtained previ-
ously apply here. An experim ent which Involves such a
state HrN = 2 is reported in [L4].

Entangled pulses of num ber-squeezed states com bine
both these enhancem ents. By replacing ' i with the
num ber-squeezed states N, i in the M -old entangled

te @), one mm ediately obtains an in provem ent of

M N overthe accuracy obtainable by usihgM classical
pulses of N photons each.

T he enhanced accuracy achieved com es at the cost of
an enhanced sensitivity to loss. If one or m ore of the
photons fails to arrive, the tin e of arrival of the rem ain—
Ing photons do not convey any tin ing Inform ation. T he
sin plest way to solve this problem is to ignore all trials
w here one orm ore photons is lost. A m ore sophisticated
m ethod is to use partially entangled states: these states
provide a lower lkevel of accuracy than fully entangled
states, but are m ore tolrant to loss. As shown n g—
ure E, even the sin pl protocol of ignoring trials w ith
Joss still surpasses the unentangled state accuracy lin i
even for signi cant loss levels. The use of intrinsically
losstolerant, partially entangled states does even better

fq.

B efore closing, it is usefulto consider the ollow ing in—
tuitive picture of quantum m easurem ents of tim ing. A
quantum system such as a pulse of photons or a mea—
suring apparatus wih soread in energy E can evolve
from one state to an orthogonalstate In tine tno less
than ~=@2 E) E]. A coordingly, to m ake m ore accu—
rate tin iIngm easurem ents, one requires statesw ih sharp
tin edependence, and hence high spreads in energy. C las—
sically, combining M system s each with spread in en—

gy E results in a pint system with spread in energy

M E . Quantum -m echanically, however, M system s
can be put in entangled states in which the spread in en—
ergy is proportionaltoM E . Sim ilarly, N photons can
be pined In a squeezed statew ith spread n energyN  E .
The M argolus-Levitin theorem ]lin tsthetime ti
takes for a quantum system to evolve from one state to
an orthogonaloneby t 2~= E,whereE isthe aver-
age energy ofa system (taking the ground state energy to
be 0). This result in plies that the M N enhancem ent
presented here is the best one can do.

In conclusion, quantum entanglem ent and squeezing
have been shown to increase the accuracy of position
m easuram ents, and, as a consequence, they can also be
em ployed to im prove the accuracy in distant clock syn-—
chronization. Form axim ally entangled M -particle states



we have shown an accuracy increase / M vs. unen-
tangled states w Jthpld_entjcal spectral characteristics. A
further increase / N 1in accuracy in com parison w ith
classicalpulseswas also shown forthem easurem ent ofN
quanta states. At least for the sin ple casessofM = 2 or
N = 2, the descrbbed protocols are realizable In practice.
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FIG .1. Sketch of the idealized experin entalcon guration.
A lice sendsM light pulses to the M detectors. She averages
the tin es of arrival t; of the pulses to recover her unknow n
position x.
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FIG. 2. Sensitivity to loss. The quantum e ciency
needed for having an accuracy increase over the unentangled
state jiun is plotted vs. the number M of photons there
N = 1). The upper white region is where jie., does bet—
terthan j iun . The white and light grey regions are where a
partially entangled state, which exploitsa con guration where
one partially entangles subgroups of 2 m axin ally entangled
photons, does better than jiun. The lower dark region is
where j i,, does better.



