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Interference of photons em erging from independent sources is essential for m odem quantum in-
form ation processing schem es, above all quantum repeaters and linear-optics quantum com puters.
W e report an observation of non-classical interference of two single photons orighating from two
Independent, separated sources, which were actively synchronized with an rm s. tin ing Jitter of
260 fs. The resulting (two-photon) interference visbility was 83 4 % .

Is it possible to observe fully destructive interference
of photons if they all origihate from separate, indepen-—
dent sources? Yes, according to quantum theory i_]:, -'_2, ::J"].
T he perfect interference of photons em erging from in-—
dependent sources cannot be understood by the classi-
calcoconcept of the superposition of electrom agnetic elds
but only by the interference of probability am plitudes
of m ultiparticle detection events. A s stressed by M an—
del \this prediction has no classical analogue, and is
con m ation would represent an interesting test of the
quantum theory of the electrom agnetic eld" [L?.'].

M astering the techniques involving independent sour—
ces of single photons and entangled pairs of photons has
becom e vital for im plem entations of quantum networks
and quantum com puting schem es Eﬂ,:_ﬂ]. Forthese devices
to work i is often tacitly assum ed that stable interfer-
ence between system s from ndependent sources is feasi-
ble. The generic exam pl is that of quantum repeaters
i@'], which by de nition involve entanglem ent swapping
and distillation between spatially separated, indepen-
dent nodes requiring lndependent sources. Teleportation
of states of particles em itted by sources com pletely de-
tached from the sources of the entangled pairs of the
quantum channel could becom e feasible. O ther applica—
tions are linear optics quantum com puting schem esofthe
K1LM -type f_'/:], In which ancilla qubits need to becom e en—
tangled to other, independent optical qubits during the
process of the com putation.

To dem onstrate that two independently em itted pho—
tons do interfere, it is im portant to assure that there
exists no possbility whatsoever for the coherence prop—
erties of the light em itted by either source to be In u-
enced by the other. Therefore, the operation of one
source must not In any way rely on the working of the
other source. Such a con guration addresses exactly the
needs for practical quantum com m unication and com pu—
tation schemes. In the case of long-distance quantum

com m unication any com m on optical elem ents shared by
the sources and thus any dependence would in pede the
working of the schem e over large distances due to disper—
sion or losses. O ur experin ent fi1l 1Is these requirem ents
for independent quantum sources. At the same time it
serves as a prototype solution for a variety of quantum
Inform ation processing devices.

F irst, consider two independent classical sources. Any
correlation betw een intensities at tw o detectorsplaced In
the pint far- eld ofthe sources isam anifestation ofstan—
dard interference of classical waves and show s at m ost
50 & visbility Ej]. This is only cbservable if the detec—
tor Integration tin es are below the coherence tin es of
the two elds. A weltknown exam ple is the stellar in—
terferom etry m ethod introduced by H anbury-B rown and
Twiss f].

The situation becom es findam entally di erent for
quantum states of light, eg. in the case oftwo separate
spontaneously decaying atom s. W hile one photon can be
detected practically anyw here, there are points for w hich
detection of the second photon is then strictly forbid—
den. T he resulting correlation pattem has 100% visbil-
iy, com pletely unexplainable by interference of classical
waves. This is due to destructive interference of two In—
distinguishable processes: (a) the photon registered in
the rstdetector cam e from source 1 and the photon reg—
istered in the second detector from source 2, and () the
photon registered In the st detector cam e from source
2 and the photon registered in the second detector from
source 1.

Quantum interference of two fiillly independent pho—
tons has thus far never been observed. Since the 1960s,
how ever, interference of light from independent sources
has been addressed in m any experin ents. In E_Q] two In-
dependent HeNe lasers were used to observe the beat—
Ing of their superposed outputs. Later f_l-(_i], transient
spatial interference fringes betw een beam s from indepen—


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603048v2

dent ruby lasers were reported. In both cases the inter—
ference was classically explainable. Partly m otivated by
the often overinterpreted quotation from D irac that each
photon interferes only with itself f_l-]_;], follow -up experi-
m ents {_1-2::, :_l-é] nvestigated the question whether one can
observe Interference of tw o photons if each one was gen—
erated by a di erent source. This was done by sinply
attenuating the laser beam s. H ow ever, attenuation does
not a ect the statistical nature of laser light. The only
quantum aspect was that the detection involved clicks
due to photon registrations. C onsequently, the observed
e ects could \not readily be describbed in temn s of one
photon from one source interfering wih one from the
other" LLZ_i]

A1l ollow ng experim ents nvolving the interference
between single photons em ployed the welkknown Hong—
OuM andel HOM ) interference e ect, which utilizes the
bosonic nature of photons: two indistinguishable pho—
tons that enter a 50:50 beam splitter via di erent input
ports w ill alw ays be detected In one output port. Such
tw o-photon interference was st reported t_l-4_:] for pho-
ton pairsem erging from a spontaneous param etric dow n—
conversion (SPDC) source.

The st interference of separately generated pho-—
tons was observed by Rarity et al [_I!_i] (see also f_l-é]) .
They m easured Hong-O u-M andelttype HOM ) interfer-
ence [_l-é_I] ofan SPDC photon and an attenuated part of
the very sam e laser beam pum ping the SPDC process.
Further related experin ents, provided gradual progress
w ith respect to the independence of the utilized sources.
A rst step was the Interference of two triggered single
photons created via SPD C by the sam e pum p pu]se pass—
Ing tw ice through the very sam e SPD C crystal I17 Fur-
ther contributions used photons generated by two m utu—
ally coherent tin e-separated pulses from the sam em ode~
locked laser in one SPDC crystal 18] and, Jter, gen—
erated in one quantum dot [_1§5] Another step was to
create interfering photons in tw o sgparate SPD C crystals
pum ped by the sam e laser [‘_2-(_)'] T he m ost recent exper—
In ent along that lne used pulses from two intersecting
laser cavities sharing the sam e K err m edium I_Z-J_;]

H ow ever, as has been pointed out in one ofthose prior
works, \truly independent sources require the use of in-
dependent but synchronized fs laser(s]" l_2(_]'] O ur exper—
In ent em ploys this technigque and realizes a schem e in—
volving two independent quantum sources which can in
principle be separated by large distances.

T he photons em itted from a quantum source are typ—
ically generated by the interaction ofan (optical) pum p

eld wih a nonlinear mediim . The mediim and the
pump eld are ntegralconstiuents ofthe source. In our
experim ent, each of the two sources consists ofan SPD C
crystalpum ped optically by a pulsed fs laser.

Tobe abl to ocbserve interference w e have tom ake sure
that the two photons registered behind the beam split—
ter cannot be distinguished in any way. W e use SPDC

to generate pairs of correlated photons. T he detection
event of one of the photons (trigger) of each pair is used
to operationally de ne the presence of the other one on
tsway to the beam sgplitter (in this way we assure that
the observed interference is due to tw o photons only, each
from a di erent source). In such a casew ithout frequency

Yering, the iniial sharp tin e correlation of photons of
an SPD C pairposes a problem : the tin es of registration
of the trigger photons provide tem poral distinguishabil-
ity ofthe photon registrationsbehind the beam splitter.
Short pum p pulses and spectral ltersnarrowerthan the
bandw idth of these pulses In the paths of the photons
give the desired indistinguishability ﬁZZ]
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FIG .1: (a) A phaselocked loop (PLL) synchronizesa voltage
controlled oscillator (VCO ) relative to another oscillator O ).
The frequency of they CO is adjusted by the feedback signal
of a phase detector (), which is fod through a low pass =
ter F) and an amplier A) (see eg, R3]). (o) The pump
lasers are tin esynchronized by a Coherent Synchrolock™™
using two PLLs. O ne operates at the repetition frequency of
the Jasers (76 M H z) for a coarse tim e-synchronization. T hen,
thisPLL is switched o and the second P LL operating at the
lasers’ 9% ham onic (684 M H z) takes over. Both PLLs ad-
Just the \slave" laser’s repetition frequency via cavity m irrors
driven by piezo actuators. The PLLs are fed by fast photo
diodes PD; and PDy) Ytered by bandwidth Iers BF;
and BF,) to get the fundam ental and 9" ham onic signals.
T he perform ance of the synchronization is observed via an
autocorrelator AC).
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A dditionaltin Ing nform ation is contained in the tim e
di erence between the Independent pulses pum ping the
two SPDC crystals. In principle, one could com pensate
thisagain by Xering. Forpulsesw ithout any tin e corre—
lation this would, however, require extrem ely narrow 1-
tersand eventually result in prohbitively low count rates.
Synchronizing the pulses of the two independent pum ps
Increases the probability of pint em ission events (see g.
-:I:b) and hence the count rates. The fact that one nesds
to actively synchronize the sources is a direct unavoid-
abk consequence of their independence. T he active syn—
chronization m ethod we use involves only electronic com —
munication (10 kH z bandw idth) about the relative pulse
tin ing between the independently running fem tosecond
lasers (see g. f_ﬁb) . No optical elem ents whatsoever are
shared by the pum ps.



Our two SPDC crystals were pum ped by UV pulses
w ith centre wavelengthsof39425 020nm and 39425
020 nm and rm s. bandwidths of 0:7 01 nm and
0:9 01 nm . Thesebeam swere produced via frequency
doubling of IR pulses from two independent T i:Sa fem —
tosecond lasers (m aster and shve, see g. Q). One of
these m ode-locked lasers was driven by an A r-Ion gas
laser, the other by a solidstate NAYAG laser. They
produced pulses at approx. 76 M H z repetition rate w ith
centre w avelengthsof788:5 04 nm and 7885 04 nm,
rm s.bandwidthso0f2:9 01 nm and 32 0:1 nm and
rm s. pulse widths of 493 03 fs and 468 03 fs.
The laser pulses were synchronized via electronic feed-
back loops up to a relative tim ing jitter of 260 30 5
using the comm ercially available Synchrolock™ system
from Coherent Inc. (see g. -1:b
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FIG.2: Pulsed IR laser beam s, which were electronically
synchronized ES, see g. IL), were frequency-doubled (one
in a Lithiuum -Trborate (LBO ), the other n a -Barum Bo-—
rate BBO ) crystal). The resulting UV beam spum ped type-II
BBO —crystals for SPD C .Re ecting prism s (RP ) and m irrors
M ) guided the SPD C photons through halfwave plates and
BBO crystals (CO) to com pensate variouswalk-o e ects. A1l
photons were coupled Into single m ode bers (SM F) to guar-
antee optin al spatialm ode overlap . P olarizers P; P4, narrow
bandw iddth IlersF;-F, and ber squeezers (SQ ) ensured the
indistinguishability of the photons at the single-m ode ber
beam splitter. Coincidences C between the detectors D ; and
D , could be triggered on detection eventsin both D 3 and D 4.

To observe the Interference of two independent pho—
tons, we varied the tin e delay between the two lasers in
300 fs steps with an accuracy better than 100 fs. The
m easuram ent tin e for each data point was 900 s. Long-
tin e drifts of the relative delay between the lasers were
com pensated by m easuring in blocks of 60 s and by au—
tom atical readjistm ent of the delay between these m ea—

surem ent blocks. This was done by tuning the intensity
ofthe light detected by one of the fast photo diodes used
for synchronization, which introduces a am all change of
delay between the lasers, which was m oniored via an
autocorrelator AC)

The interference, In the form of a Hong-O u-M andel
dip, is shown in Figure 3a. The visbility of83 4 % is
wellbeyond the classical lim it of 50% []. Both the ob-
served visbility and the rm s.dip width of0:79 003 ps
agree wellw ith the theoretically expected values of 84
3% and 0:86 007 ps, given the relative pulse tin ing
Jtter and lter bandw idths (see Appendix). Our result
therefore clearly agrees w ith the quantum predictions.
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FIG.3: Experinental two-photon interference from inde—
pendent sources. (a) HOM -type interference of indistinguish—
able photons from actively synchronized independent sources.
The observed visbility was 83 4 % and the dip width was
079 004 ps. (b) Input photons distinguishabl by their
polarization. N o interference occurs. (c) Unpolarized input
photons show lim ited interference due to partialdistinguisha—
bility. The observed visbility was 26 3) $ . (d) Classical
Interference from a them alsource, show ing a dip visbility of
15 2%.

To additionally dem onstrate the role played by dis—
tinguishability in this e ect we prepared di erent nput
states under otherw ise equivalent experim ental condi-
tions. First, we used perfectly distinguishable orthog—
onally polarized Input states, which as expected show no
Interference F ig. :jb) . Next, unpolarized input photons
Fig. E&’c) were used which are a m ixture of orthogonally
polarized photons and hence are partially distinguish—
able. They still have a probability of 1 to coincide in
their polarization, which results In an expected visibility
of ideally 33 $ or, taking into account the relative tim -
iIng jitter, 296 08 % . W e observed 26 3 % . Finally,
we dem onstrated the interference for photon sources en—
dowed w ith themm al statistics. W ithout m onitoring the
trigger detection events, the em ission statistics in each



Input m ode a and b ofthe beam sgplitter is equivalent to
light em itted by a them alsource. Fortw o such beam sof
equal average intensity one would expect 20 $ visbility
g1 the dealcaseor180 05 % when bearing in m ind
the relative tin ing Jjitter. E xperim entally we achieved a
Iower visbility of 14:55 2:0 % due to di erences of the
SPD C pair rates iIn the two sources (@pprox. a factor
of 2). Note, that for specially prepared classical light
sources the visbility can even reach the very m axin um

of50 % f1.

O ur experin ent dem onstrates the feasbility of inter—
ference of two single photons origihating from indepen—
dent, spatially separated sources, which were actively
tin esynchronized. The visbility of the e ect is above
the threshold for further use In quantum ocom m unica—
tion processes like quantum teleportation or entangle—
ment swapping. This result is a step towards the re-
alization of quantum repeaters, quantum networks and
certain optical quantum com puting schem es. D ue to the
separation of the utilized sources the presented schem e
opens the door for future long distance applications in—
volving m ulti-photon interference. M oreover, the use of
such Independent sources m ight also provide conceptual
advantages for experin ents on the foundations of quan—
tum physics P4].
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APPEND IX

To obtain the theoretical expectations for the HOM —
dip via standard quantum electrodynam ics. W e assum e
both lasers to have an rm s.bandw idth of ,, both In—
terfering photons to be ltered to an rm s. bandw idth

s and both trigger photons to . The tim Ing Jjit—
ter between the two generated SPDC pairs is given by

g = 350 3015 resulting from the jitter ofthe laser syn—
chronization (260 30 fs gaussian jitter) and the group-
velocity m igm atch between UV and IR photons in the
SHG and SPDC crystals. T he centralw avelengths of the
lasers and the Iers are assum ed to be equal

W ith these assum ptions the visbility ofthe HOM dip

is given by
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which reduces to the form ula given In [_2-2:] for 5 = Oand
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By the sam e m ethod the dip w idth is found to be
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A detailed derivation, also form ore generalcases, is given
elsew here l_25]
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