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A w ide variety ofpositioning and ranging pro-

cedures are based on repeatedly sending elec-

trom agnetic pulses through space and m easuring

theirtim e ofarrival. T hispapershow sthatquan-

tum entanglem entand 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 constructquantum positioning system s(Q P S),

to perform clock synchronization,or to do rang-

ing (quantum radar): allof these techniques ex-

hibit a sim ilar enhancem ent com pared w ith anal-

ogous protocolsthat use classicallight. Q uantum

entanglem ent and squeezing have been exploited

in the context ofinterferom etry [1{5],frequency

m easurem ents[6],lithography [7],and algorithm s

[8]. H ere,the problem ofpositioning a party (say

A lice) w ith respect to a �xed array of reference

points w illbe analyzed.

Alice’s position m ay be obtained sim ply by sending

pulses that originate from her position and m easuring

the tim e it takes for each pulse to reach the reference

points. The tim e of ight,the speed ofthe pulses and

the arrangem ent ofthe reference points determ ine her

position. The accuracy ofsuch a procedure depends on

thenum berofpulses,theirbandwidth and thenum berof

photonsperpulse.Thispapershowsthatby m easuring

thecorrelationsbetween thetim esofarrivalofM pulses

which are frequency-entangled,one can in principle in-

creasetheaccuracy ofsuch a positioning procedureby a

factor
p
M ascom pared topositioningusingunentangled

pulses with the sam e bandwidth. M oreover,ifnum ber-

squeezed pulsescan beproduced [9],itispossibleto ob-

tain a furtherincrease in accuracy of
p
N by em ploying

squeezed pulses ofN quanta,vs. em ploying \classical"

coherentstates with N m ean num ber ofquanta. Com -

bining entanglem entwith squeezing givesan overallen-

hancem entof
p
M N .In addition,theprocedureexhibits

im proved security: because the tim ing inform ation re-

sidesin theentanglem entbetween pulses,itispossibleto

im plem ent[10]quantum cryptographic schem esthatdo

notallow an eavesdropperto obtain inform ation on the

position ofAlice.Theprim ary drawbacksofthisschem e

are the di� culty ofcreating the requisite entanglem ent

and the sensitivity to loss. O n the other hand,the fre-

quency entanglem entallowssim ilarschem esto behighly

robust against pulse broadening due to transit through

dispersivem edia [11].

The clock synchronization problem can be treated

using the sam e m ethod. In Refs. [12] and [13] two

noveltechniques for clock synchronization using entan-

gled states are presented. However, the authors of

Ref.[12]them selvespointoutthatthe resourcesneeded

by their schem e could be used to perform conventional

clock synchronization without entanglem ent. Sim ilarly,

allthe enhancem entof[13]arisesfrom em ploying high-

frequencyatom swhich them selvescould beused forclock

synchronization to the sam e degree ofaccuracy without

any entanglem ent. In neither case do these proposals

give an obvious enhancem ent over classicalprocedures

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

shown thatquantum featuressuch asentanglem entand

squeezing can in principlebeused to supply a signi� cant

enhancem entoftheaccuracy ofclock synchronization as

com pared to classicalprotocols using light ofthe sam e

frequency and power. In fact,the clock synchronization

can be accom plished by sending pulses back and forth

between the partieswhoseclocksareto be synchronized

and m easuring the tim es ofarrivalofthe pulses (Ein-

stein’s protocol). In this way synchronization m ay be

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

accuracy enhancem entsm ay beachieved through entan-

glem entand squeezing.In thispaperonlythepositioning

accuracy enhancem entwillbe addressed in detail.

In order to introduce the form alism ,the sim ple case

ofposition m easurem ent with classicalcoherent pulses

is now presented. Since each dim ension can be treated

independently,the analysis willbe lim ited to the one-

dim ensionalcase.Forthesakeofsim plicity,considerthe

situation in which Alice wants to m easure her position

x by sending a pulse to each ofM detectors placed in

a known position (refer to Fig. 1). This can be easily

generalized to di� erentsetups,such asthecasein which

the detectors are not allin the sam e location,the case

in which only one detector is em ployed with M tim e-

separated pulses,the case in which the pulses originate

from the referencepointsand arem easured by Alice (as

in G PS),etc.Alice’sestim ateofherposition isgiven by

x = c 1

M

P M

i= 1
ti,where ti isthe traveltim e ofthe i� th

pulseand cisthe lightspeed.The variableti hasan in-

trinsic indeterm inacy dependenton the spectralcharac-

teristicsand m ean num berofphotonsN ofthei-th pulse.

Forexam ple,given a G aussian pulseoffrequency spread

� !,according to thecentrallim ittheorem ,ti cannotbe

m easured with an accuracy betterthan 1=(� !
p
N )since

itisestim ated atm ostfrom N datapoints(i.e.thetim es

ofarrivalofthe single photons,each having an indeter-

m inacy 1=� !).Thus,ifAliceusesM G aussian pulsesof

equalfrequency spread,theaccuracyin them easurem ent

ofthe averagetim e ofarrivalis
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� t=
1

� !
p
M N

: (1)

Q uantum M echanicsallowsusto do m uch better. In

order to dem onstrate the gain in accuracy a� orded by

Q uantum M echanics,it is convenient to provide � rst a

fully quantum analysisoftheproblem ofdeterm iningthe

averagetim eofarrivalofasetofM classicalpulses,each

having m ean num ber ofphotons N . Such a quantum

treatm entfora classicalproblem m ay seem likeoverkill,

butoncethequantum form alism ispresented,thespeed-

up attainable in the fully quantum case can be derived

directly. In addition,it is im portant to verify that no

im provem ent over Eq. (1) is obtainable using classical

pulses. The M coherentpulsesare described by a state

ofthe radiation � eld ofthe form

j	 icl�

MO

i= 1

O

!

�
�
��(�!

p
N )

E

i
; (2)

where �! is the pulses’spectralfunction,j�(�!)ii is a

coherentstateofam plitude�! in them odeatfrequency

! directed towardsthe i-th detector,and N isthe m ean

num ber ofphotons in each pulse. The pulse spectrum

j�!j
2 has been norm alized so that

R

d!j�!j
2 = 1. For

detectors with perfect tim e resolution,the joint proba-

bility for the i-th detector to detect N i photons in the

i-th pulse attim esti;k isgiven by [14]

p(fti;kg)/

*

:

MY

i= 1

N iY

k= 1

E
(�)

i (ti;k)E
(+ )

i (ti;k):

+

; (3)

where ti;k is the tim e ofarrivalofthe k-th photon in

the i-th pulse,shifted by the position ofthe detectors

ti;k ! ti;k + x=c.Thesignal� eld attheposition ofthei-

th detectorattim etisgivenbyE
(�)

i
(t)�

R

d! a
y

i
(!)ei!t

and E
(+ )

i
�

�

E
(�)

i

�y

,whereai(!)isthe� eld annihilator

ofa quantum offrequency ! atthe i-th detector,which

satis� es[ai(!);a
y

j(!
0)]= �ij�(! � !0).Theestim ation of

theensem bleaveragein Eq.(3)on thestatej	 icl,using

the property a(!0)
 ! j�(�! )i= �! 0 
 ! j�(�! )i,gives

p(fti;kg)/

MY

i= 1

N iY

k= 1

jg(ti;k)j
2
; (4)

where g(t)isthe Fouriertransform ofthe spectralfunc-

tion �!.Averagingoverthetim esofarrivalti;k and over

thenum berofphotonsN i detected in each pulse,onehas

hti= h
1

M

MX

i= 1

1

N i

N iX

k= 1

ti;ki= � ; � t&
� �

p
M N

; (5)

with approxim ate equality for N � 1. Here � �
R

dt tjg(t)j2 and � �2 �
R

dt t2 jg(t)j2 � �2 are inde-

pendent ofiand k since allthe photons have the sam e

spectrum . Eq. (5) is the generalization of(1) for non-

G aussian pulses.

Q uantum light can exhibit phenom ena that are not

possible classically such asentanglem entand squeezing,

which,aswillnow be seen,can givesigni� cantenhance-

m ent for determ ining the average tim e ofarrival. First

considerentanglem ent. The fram ework just established

allows the direct com parison between frequency entan-

gled pulsesand unentangled ones.Forthesakeofclarity,

considerinitially singlephoton entangled pulses.

De� ne the \frequency state" j!i for the electrom ag-

netic� eld thestatein which allm odesarein thevacuum

state,exceptforthe m ode atfrequency ! which ispop-

ulated by one photon.Thusthe state
R

d! �!j!irepre-

sentsa single photon wave packetwith spectrum j�!j
2.

Considerthe M -photon frequency entangled state given

by

j	 ien �

Z

d! �! j!i1j!i2 � � � j!iM ; (6)

wherethe ketsubscriptsindicate the detectoreach pho-

ton istraveling to. Inserting j	 ien in Eq. (3),and spe-

cializing to the caseN i = 1,itfollowsthat

p(t1;� � � ;tM )/ jg(

MX

i= 1

ti)j
2
: (7)

That is, the entanglem ent in frequency translates into

thebunching ofthetim esofarrivalofthephotonsofdif-

ferent pulses: although their individualtim es ofarrival

are random ,the average t � 1

M

P M

i= 1
ti ofthese tim es

is highly peaked. (The m easurem ent oft follows from

the correlations in the tim es ofarrivalat the di� erent

detectors).Indeed,from Eq.(7)itresultsthattheprob-

ability distribution oft is jg(M t)j2. This im m ediately

im pliesthatthe averagetim e ofarrivalisdeterm ined to

an accuracy

� t=
� �

M
; (8)

where � � is the sam e ofEq. (5). This result shows a
p
M im provem entoverthe classicalcase(5).

Toem phasizetheim portanceofentanglem ent,Eq.(8)

should becom pared to theresultonewould obtain from

an unentangled state analogous to j	 ien. To this end,

considerthe state de� ned as

j	 iun �

MO

i= 1

Z

d!i �!i
j!iii ; (9)

whichdescribesM uncorrelatedsinglephoton pulseseach

with spectralfunction �!. By looking at the spectrum

ofthe state obtained by tracing away allbutone ofthe

m odes in (6),each ofthe photons in (9) can be shown

to have the sam e spectralcharacteristicsasthe photons

in the entangled statej	 ien.Now,using Eq.(3)forthe

uncorrelated M photon pulsesj	 iun,itfollowsthat

2



p(t1;� � � ;tM )/

MY

i= 1

jg(ti)j
2
; (10)

which isthe sam e resultthatwasobtained forthe clas-

sicalstate (2).ThusEq.(5)holds,with N = 1,also for

j	 iun.From thecom parison ofEqs.(5)and (8),onesees

that,em ploying frequency-entangled pulses,an accuracy

increaseby a factor
p
M isobtained in them easurem ent

oftwith respectto the caseofunentangled photons.

Sincej	 ien istailored astogivetheleastindeterm ina-

tion in thequantity t,itisappropriateforthe geom etry

ofthecasegiven in Fig.1,wherethe sum ofthetim eof

arrivalisneeded.O therentangled statescan betailored

for di� erent geom etric dispositions ofthe detectors,as

willbe shown through som eexam ples.

How is it possible to create the needed entangled

states? In the case M = 2,the twin beam state atthe

output ofa cw pum ped param etric downconverter will

be shown to be � t. It is a 2 photon frequency entan-

gled state ofthe form
R

d! �!j!isj!0 � !ii,where !0
is the pum p frequency and s and i refer to the signal

and idlerm odesrespectively.Thisstateissim ilarto (6)

and itcan beem ployed forposition m easurem entswhen

the two reference points are in opposite directions,e.g.

one to the left and one to the right ofAlice. In fact,

it can be seen that p(t1;t2) / jg(t1 � t2)j
2 and hence

such a state is optim ized for tim e ofarrivaldi� erence

m easurem ents,asexperim entally reported in [15].In the

caseofM = 3,a suitable state can be obtained starting

from a3-photon generation processthatcreatesastateof

the form
R

d!d!0f(!;!0)j!ij!0ij!0 � ! � !0i,and then

perform ing a non-dem olition (or a post-selection) m ea-

surem ent ofthe frequency di� erence oftwo ofthe pho-

tons.Thiswould createa m axim ally entangled 3-photon

state,tailored forthecasein which Alicehasonedetector

on one side and two detectors on the other side. How-

ever,forM > 2,thecreation ofsuch frequency-entangled

statesrepresentsa continuousvariable generalization of

the G HZ state,and,as such,is quite an experim ental

challenge.

Now turn to the use ofnum ber-squeezed statesto en-

hance positioning. The N -th excitation ofa quantum

system (i.e.thestatejN iofexactly N quanta)hasa de

Brogliefrequency N tim esthefundam entalfrequency of

the state.Itsshorterwavelength m akessuch a state ap-

pealingforpositioningprotocols.In thiscase,theneeded

\frequency state" isgiven by jN !i,de� ned asthe state

where allm odesare in the vacuum exceptforthe m ode

atfrequency !,which isin theFock statejN i.Theprob-

ability ofm easurem entofN quanta in a single pulse at

tim est1;� � � ;tN isgivenbyEq.(3)with M = 1detectors.

Itis straightforward to see that,fora state ofthe form
R

d! �! jN !i,the tim e ofarrivalprobability isgiven by

p(t1;� � � ;tN )/ jg(

NX

k= 1

tk)j
2
: (11)

Such a resultm ustbe com pared to whatone would ob-

tain em ploying a classicalpulsej	 icl ofN m ean num ber

ofphotons,i.e. the state (2) with M = 1. Its proba-

bility (4)showsthatem ploying theN -photon Fock state

givesan accuracy increaseof
p
N vs. the coherentstate

with N m ean num berofphotons.The sim ilarity ofthis

result(11)with the one obtained in Eq.(7)stem sfrom

the factthat the Fock state jN !i can be interpreted as

com posed by N one-photon pulsesofidenticalfrequency.

Hence,alltheresultsand considerationsobtained previ-

ously apply here. An experim entwhich involvessuch a

stateforN = 2 isreported in [16].

Entangled pulses ofnum ber-squeezed states com bine

both these enhancem ents. By replacing j!i with the

num ber-squeezed states jN !i in the M -fold entangled

state (6), one im m ediately obtains an im provem ent of
p
M N overtheaccuracy obtainableby using M classical

pulsesofN photonseach.

The enhanced accuracy achieved com esatthe costof

an enhanced sensitivity to loss. Ifone or m ore ofthe

photonsfailsto arrive,thetim eofarrivaloftherem ain-

ing photonsdo notconvey any tim ing inform ation.The

sim plestway to solve thisproblem isto ignore alltrials

whereoneorm orephotonsislost.A m oresophisticated

m ethod isto use partially entangled states:these states

provide a lower levelof accuracy than fully entangled

states,but are m ore tolerant to loss. As shown in � g-

ure 2,even the sim ple protocolofignoring trials with

lossstillsurpassesthe unentangled state accuracy lim it

even for signi� cant loss levels. The use ofintrinsically

loss-tolerant,partially entangled statesdoeseven better

[10].

Beforeclosing,itisusefulto considerthefollowing in-

tuitive picture ofquantum m easurem ents oftim ing. A

quantum system such as a pulse ofphotons or a m ea-

suring apparatus with spread in energy � E can evolve

from onestate to an orthogonalstatein tim e � tno less

than �~=(2� E ) [17]. Accordingly,to m ake m ore accu-

ratetim ingm easurem ents,onerequiresstateswith sharp

tim edependence,and hencehigh spreadsin energy.Clas-

sically, com bining M system s each with spread in en-

ergy � E resultsin a jointsystem with spread in energyp
M � E . Q uantum -m echanically,however,M system s

can beputin entangled statesin which thespread in en-

ergy isproportionalto M � E .Sim ilarly,N photonscan

bejoined in asqueezed statewith spread in energyN � E .

TheM argolus-Levitin theorem [18]lim itsthe tim e � tit

takesfora quantum system to evolve from one state to

an orthogonaloneby � t� 2~=�E ,whereE isthe aver-

ageenergyofasystem (takingtheground stateenergyto

be 0). Thisresultim plies thatthe
p
M N enhancem ent

presented hereisthe bestone can do.

In conclusion,quantum entanglem ent and squeezing

have been shown to increase the accuracy of position

m easurem ents,and,as a consequence,they can also be

em ployed to im prove the accuracy in distantclock syn-

chronization.Form axim ally entangled M -particlestates
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we have shown an accuracy increase /
p
M vs. unen-

tangled states with identicalspectralcharacteristics. A

further increase /
p
N in accuracy in com parison with

classicalpulseswasalsoshown forthem easurem entofN

quanta states.Atleastforthe sim ple casesofM = 2 or

N = 2,thedescribed protocolsarerealizablein practice.
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FIG .1. Sketch oftheidealized experim entalcon�guration.

Alice sendsM lightpulsesto the M detectors. She averages

the tim es ofarrivalti ofthe pulses to recover her unknown

position x.

FIG .2. Sensitivity to loss. The quantum e�ciency �

needed forhaving an accuracy increase overthe unentangled

state j	iun is plotted vs. the num ber M ofphotons (here

N = 1). The upper white region is where j	ien does bet-

terthan j	iun.The whiteand lightgrey regionsare where a

partially entangled state,which exploitsacon�guration where

one partially entangles subgroups of2 m axim ally entangled

photons,does better than j	iun. The lower dark region is

where j	iun doesbetter.
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