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Theconceptofm odelocking in laserisapplied to a two-photon statewith frequency entanglem ent.

Cavity enhanced param etric down-conversion isfound to produce exactly such a state.The m ode-

locked two-photon stateexhibitsa com b-likecorrelation function.An unbalanced Hong-O u-M andel

typeinterferom eterisused to m easurethecorrelation function.A revivalofthetypicalinterference

dip isobserved.W e willdiscussschem esforengineering ofquantum statesin tim e dom ain.

Param etric down-conversion processis known to pro-

duce two-photon state with entanglem entin a variety of

degrees offreedom such as polarization [1],phases [2],

frequency [3],and angularm om entum [4].Becauseofits

relativeease ofproduction,polarization entanglem entis

m ostlyused in applicationsin quantum inform ation [5,6].

M orerecently,attention hasbeen focussed on thespatial

entanglem ent such as transverse m odes [7]. W ith new

degreesofentanglem entdiscovered,there are m ore pos-

sibilitiesforinform ation encoding.Am ong the entangle-

m entproperties,seldom discussed isthetem poralentan-

glem ent. This is not a surprise ifwe consider the fact

thatthe bandwidth (� 109 Hz)ofcurrentopticaldetec-

torscannotm atch that ofthe down-conversion (� 1012

Hz). Nevertheless,frequency (com plem entary to tim e)

entanglem entwasinvestigated recently forthe potential

nonlocaltem poralshaping [8]. A sim ilar investigation

was done earlier by Zou et al[9]. Entanglem entin the

frequency dom ain involvesin� nite dim ensionsofcontin-

uousHilbertspaceand thereforeshould exhibitfarricher

physicalphenom ena.In thisletter,wewillstudy directly

the tem poralentanglem entin a specialsituation sim ilar

to a m ode-locked laser and propose ways for quantum

state engineering in the tim e dom ain by two-photon in-

terference.

The concept ofm ode locking was � rst introduced to

produce shortpulses from a laser[10]. Norm ally a free

running laser em its optical � elds in continuous waves

(CW )which consistofm any independennt longitudinal

m odes ofdi� erent frequencies. W hen the m odes ofthe

laserarelocked in phase,theoutput� eld becom espulsed

in aquasi-CW m anner.Theem itted pulsesarespaced by

thecavity round trip tim e.Thetem poralbehaviorofthe

� eld issim ply a re
 ection ofthe Fouriertransform ation

ofthephase-locked frequency spectrum .Sim ilarly,ifthe

phasesofdi� erentfrequencycom ponentsofatwo-photon

state are locked,the resultisa m ode-locked two-photon

stateofthe form :

j	 iM L =

N
X

m = � N

Z

d
  (
 + m � 
 )

� ây(!p=2+ 
 )̂a
y
(!p=2� 
 )jvaci; (1)

tr

τ

g(τ)F(τ)

Γ(2)(τ)

FIG .1. Com b-like tim e correlation function of a m ode

locked two-photon state in analogy to a m ode locked laser.

whereN isthenum beroffrequency m odesofcorrelated

photons,� 
 isthe frequency spacing between the adja-

centm odes,and  (
 )givesthe spectraldistribution for

a single m ode. Di� erent m odes ofphoton pairs are in

superposition,which provides the m echanism for phase

locking.Photonsin each pairarecorrelated in frequency.

Such a state can be generated from a param etric down-

conversion � ltered by aFabry-Perotcavity.Thedi� erent

frequency com ponentscom efrom thelongitudinalm odes

ofthe cavity. � 
 is then the free spectralrange ofthe

cavity.Allthe pairshavea com m on origin (phase)from

the pum p � eld. The two-photon tim e correlation func-

tion can be calculated as

�
(2)
(�)= ĥE

(� )
(t)Ê

(� )
(t+ � )̂E

(+ )
(t+ � )̂E

(+ )
(t)i

=
�
�g(�)F (�)

�
�
2
; (2)

where

g(�)=

Z

d
  (
 )e
� i
 �

;F (�)=
sin[(2N + 1)� 
 �=2]

sin(� 
 �=2)
:

Since  (
 )isthe spectrum ofsingle m ode,ithasm uch

narrower bandwidth than the fullbandwith N � 
 . So

g(�) is a slowly varying function and �(2)(�) is m ainly

determ ined by the function F (�),which hasa com b-like

shape (Fig.1). The period ofF (�) is the cavity round

trip tim e tr = 1=� 
 . The physicsbehind Eq.(2)is the

following: when a pair ofphotons enter the � lter cav-

ity,the cavity m akesthem bounceback and forth.O nly
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FIG .2. Layoutofthe interferom eter. � is the tim e delay

between the two arm s.

when they hit the output coupler,is there som e � nite

probability ofescape and being detected. So the coinci-

denceonly occursata tim eintervalthatisa m ultipleof

the round trip tim e ofthe cavity.

The com b-like tim e correlation function in Eq.(2)

should bedirectly observablein a tim edelay distribution

m easurem ent,provided thattheresolutiontim eTR ofthe

detectors is sm aller than the tim e intervaltr = 1=� 
 .

O therwise,the result is an average over the resolution

tim e TR in m any periodsoftr:

�
(2)

av (�)= Ajg(�)j
2
; (3)

where A isa constant.So in the caseofa poordetector

resolution tim e,only the generalcontourof�(2)(�) can

be observed and the com b-likefeatureislost.

However,the com b-like feature in Eq.(2) can be in-

directly observed by the m ethod oftwo-photon interfer-

ence with a variation ofHong-O u-M andel(HO M )inter-

ferom eter [11]as shown in Fig.2. Fora collinear type-I

param etricdown-conversion,the two correlated photons

co-propagate and can be separated by a beam splitter

(BS1). The second beam splitter (BS2)recom binesthe

twophotonstoform theHO M interferom eter.Thewhole

setup isjusta M ach-Zehnderinterferom eter.W ith two-

photon detection at the outputs, it is also a Franson-

type interferom eterwhen the pathsofthe two arm sare

not balanced [12,13]. In a sim ple single m ode m odel,

the � rst beam splitter (BS1) transform sthe input two-

photon state into the following state:

j	 iB S1 = (j2;0i+ j0;2i+
p
2j1;1i)=2: (4)

The � rst two term s give the usual two-photon inter-

ference (interference between short-short and long-long

paths)whilethelastterm hasnointerferencee� ectwhen

the path di� erence is larger than the coherence length

and norm ally providesa constantbackground ifthe de-

tectorscannotresolvebetween theshortand long paths.

Thiswilllim itthem axim um visibility to 50% [13].W ith

m ode-locked two-photon input,however,the com b-like

correlation function indicates that the j1;1i state will

reappear at a path delay ofevery m ultiple ofctr, the

round trip distance ofthe � lter cavity. W hen this hap-

pens,the last term willexhibit Hong-O u-M andelinter-

ference dip [11]atnonzero delays. The revivalofHO M

interferencedipswas� rstpredicted by Shapiro [14].

The intuitive argum entabovecan be easily con� rm ed

by a calculation ofthe two-photon coincidence rate be-

tween thetwo detectorsattheoutputoftheunbalanced

M ach-Zehnderinterferom eterin Fig.2. W e use a m ulti-

m odestategiven in Eq.(1)astheinputstatetotheinter-

ferom eterand obtain theresultwith 50:50beam splitters

asfollows:

�
(2)

12
(�)= ĥE

(� )

1
(t)Ê

(� )

2
(t+ � )̂E

(+ )

2
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(+ )
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=
1

2

�
�g(�)F (�)

�
�
2
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�
�g(� + � )F (� + � )� g(� � � )F (� � � )

�
�
2

+ Re
�

isin(!p� =2)g(�)F (�)[g(� + � )�

� F (� + � )� g(� � � )F (� � � )]
	

: (5)

Thelastterm givesno contribution when itisintegrated

overthe detector’sresolving tim e TR thatislargerthan

the tim e delay � .So the two-photon coincidencerateis

proportionalto

R 2(� )=

Z

TR

d��
(2)

12
(�)

=
R 0

2
(1� cos!p� )+

R 0

2
[1� V (� )] (6)

where

R 0 =

Z

TR

d�
�
�g(�)F (�)

�
�
2

V (� )=

R

TR
d� g(� + � )F (� + � )g(� � � )F (� � � )

R

TR
d�
�
�g(�)F (�)

�
�
2

:

The� rstterm in Eq.(6)correspondstothe� rsttwoterm s

in Eq.(4)and producesa phase sensitive two-photon in-

terferencepattern.Thesecond term in Eq.(6)arisesfrom

the lastterm in Eq.(4)and givesriseto the HO M inter-

ference dip as� isscanned.Norm ally,there isonly one

dip around zerodelay(� � 0).Butform ode-locked two-

photon state,the reappearance ofthe coincidence peak

atnonzero delays(dueto thecom b-likecorrelation func-

tion)willrevivetheHO M dipsevery tim ewhen thetim e

delay � issuch thatF (� + � )overlapswith F (� � � ).

This corresponds to � = M tr=2 with M = interger.

A surprising result is that the period ofthe revivalof

HO M dip istr=2 ratherthan tr predicted from a previ-

oussim pleintuitiveargum entand Ref.[14].Theshorter

period can be understood ifwe take a detailed look at

thetim elineofphotodetection in Fig.3 ofan unbalanced

HO M interferom eter. The � gure showsthe interference

oftwopossibilities:both photonsaretransm itted orboth

are re
 ected. In each case,2(l1 � l2)is the path di� er-

encebetween thetwo arm softhe interferom eter.Fig.3a

correspondsto the intuitive argum ent:the two photons

com e from adjacentcoincidence peaks with � = tr. In

Fig.3b,photodetections ofthe two photons are not si-

m ultaneousbuthave a tim e di� erence oftc=2 [15]. The
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FIG .3. Tim eline for photodetection oftwo photons in an

unbalanced HO M interferom eter.See textfordetails.

two overlappingpossibilitiesarefrom two di� erentcases:

two photonsareseparated by a delay oftr orthey aresi-

m ultaneous.Becauseofm odelock natureoftheprocess,

the two possibilitiesare coherentto each otherand will

produce interference. In this case,we only need a tim e

delay � to be tr=2.

Although � ltering after the generation ofparam etric

down-converted photonswillproducetherequired m ode-

locked two-photon state,it is at the expense ofsignal

level,forthe down-converted lightsignalisproportional

to the detection bandwidth. Recently we have success-

fully im plem ented a type-Iopticalparam etric oscillator

(O PO )farbelow threshold forthe generation ofnarrow

bandtwo-photonstatewithoutthereductionofthesignal

level[16]. M ulti-m ode operation ofthe device produces

naturally a m ode locked two-photon state. The cavity

round trip tim e of the device is of the order of 1 ps,

which prevents us from directobservation ofthe com b-

like correlation function in Eq.(2). Nevertheless,we did

observethetim eaveragebehaviorpredicted in Eq.(3)in

a tim e delay distribution m easurem ent.

To indirectly show the m ode locking e� ect,we input

thestateinto an unbalanced M ach-Zehnderinterferom e-

terassketched in Fig.2and observethecoincidencecount

between the two outputs as the m irror M 1 is scanned.

Them irrorM 1 ism ounted on a piezo-electrictransducer

for phase scan and a m icrom eter for large range loca-

tion scan. The coincidence window is m easured to be

10ns. Under this condition (TR = 10 ns > > � ),The

coincidence rate is given by Eq.(6). The � rst term of

Eq.(6) is a phase dependent term that is always there.

In orderto concentrateon the second term in Eq.(6)for

unbalanced HO M interferencee� ect,weditherthephase

.
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FIG .5. Coincidence as wellas single counts asa function

ofthevoltage ofpiezoelectric transducer.M icrom eterforM 1

issetat(a)5.7 m m and (b)11.5 m m .

(piezoelectricctransducer)so thatthecontribution from

the� rstterm ism erely a constantbaselinethatwilllim it

the HO M interference visibility to a m axim um of50% .

In Fig.4,we plot the corrected coincidence counts as a

function ofthe position ofM 1 (m icrom eter). The reap-

pearance of the HO M dip at nonzero delays in Fig.4

im plies a two-photon correlation function as in Eq.(2)

[14].Thedata wascollected in separateexperim entsbe-

causetheinterferom eterneedsto berealigned aftersom e

largedisplacem entofM 1(thevisibility oftheinterferom -

eter,which is independently m onitored by an auxiliary

laser,dropssigni� cantly afterabout6 m m displacem ent

ofM 1).So thecoincidencedata hasto benorm alized to

an average ofthe points at the wings ofthe dips. The

spacing between dips is 5.75 m m corresponding to one

halfcavity round trip distanceofthe O PO cavity.

Nextwe� x them icrom eterposition ofM 1 atthebot-

tom ofthetwo dipswith nonzero path di� erenceswhich

correspond to onehalfand onefullcavity round trip dis-

tance,respectively.W ethen scan thephaseviathepiezo-

electric transducer. Fig.5 showsthe coincidence aswell

asthesingledetectorcountsasafunction ofelectricvolt-

ageatthe two m icrom eterpositionsofM 1.Coincidence

3



countsatboth positionsshow thesinusoidalinterference

patternwith visibilitieslargerthan 50% .Thesolid curves

isaleastsquare� ttoaSINE function with 68% and 62%

visibility,respectively.Thelow visibility isattributed to

poor m ode m atch at large path delays. A surpise from

Fig.5b shows that the single detector counts also vary

sinusoidally with the phase change and the countsfrom

the two detectorsare 180 degree outofphase (The un-

expected dropsin single countsare due to instability of

theO PO cavity and arecorrected in coincidencecounts).

So theinterferencepattern in coincidenceissim ply from

the anti-correlation ofsingle counts. Thisisnotfourth-

order but second-order interference. The reappearance

ofsecond-ordercoherenceatnonzero delay can beeasily

understood by calculating thesecond-order� eld correla-

tion function:


(�)= h	 ĵE
(� )

(t+ � )̂E
(+ )

(t)j	 i

= e
i!p�=2G (�)F (�) (7)

with G (�) =
R

d!j (!)j2ei!�. j
(� )jgives the visibil-

ity ofinterferencepatternsin singledetectorcountsand

it has sim ilar com b-like shape as �(2)(�). So the single

countinterferencepattern revivesatvariousm ultiplesof

tr,justlikea m odelocked laser.In contrast,interference

pattern in coincidence occurswith a period oftr=2.For

thosem icrom eterpositionsofM 1 thatarenotinsideany

ofthe dipsin Fig.4,no interference arisesfrom the sec-

ond term ofEq.(6).Thisterm sim ply addsa constantto

the baseline to reduce the vibility to m axim um of50% .

Thiscorrespondsto the sim ple schem eofFranson inter-

ferom eter[12].W eobserved a visibilty ofaround 35% at

thoselocations.

The interesting com b-like correlation function can be

used for quantum state engineering. Here we propose

to use two-photon interference to take out one of the

spikesin thecorrelation function (Fig.1).To do that,we

considera wideband two-photon state described by

j� iW B =

Z

d
 �(
 )e
i(!p=2� 
 )�t

� b̂y (!p=2+ 
 )̂b
y
(!p=2� 
 )jvaci; (8)

where �(
 )givesthe wide spectrum ofdown-conversion

and �tsetsa relativedelay betwen thetwo photons.The

two-photon correlation function issim ply

�
(2)
(�)=

�
�f(� � �t)j

2
with f(�)=

Z

d
 �(
 )e
� i
 �

:

Thisisa singlepeaked function centered at�t.

W e m ix this state with the m ode-locked two-photon

statein Eq.(1).Theactualstate ofthe system is

j�i= (jvaci+ �j	 iM L)
 (jvaci+ �j� iW B ): (9)

Hereweadd in thevacuum stateto writethetruestates

from param etric down-conversion and the coe� cients �

and � arerelated to acom m on pum p � eld.W ecan easily

calculate the tim e correlation function ofthe com bined

� eld as

�
(2)
(�)=

�
��g(�)F (�)+ �f(� � �t)

�
�
2

(10)

Iff(� � �t)overlapswith one ofthe peaksofF (�),de-

structiveinterferencewilltakeoutthatpeak with proper

adjustm entof� and �.By changing thedelay �t,wecan

m anageto takeany one outforinform ation coding.

In conclusion,we have applied the concept ofm ode

locking to entangled two-photon state and observed its

e� ectsin an unbalanced HO M interferom eter.Q uantum

interferencecan beused to m anipulatetheentanglem ent

in tim e dom ain.
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