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Understanding quantum mechanics within curved spacetime is a key stepping stone towards un-
derstanding the nature of spacetime itself. Whilst various theoretical models have been developed,
it is significantly more challenging to carry out actual experiments that probe quantum mechanics
in curved spacetime. By adding Sagnac interferometers into the arms of a Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM)
interferometer that is placed on a mechanically rotating platform, we show that non-inertial motion
modifies the symmetry of an entangled biphoton state. As the platform rotation speed is increased,
we observe that HOM interference dips transform into HOM interference peaks. This indicates that
the photons pass from perfectly indistinguishable (bosonic behaviour), to perfectly distinguishable
(fermionic behavior), therefore demonstrating a mechanism for how spacetime can affect quantum
systems. The work is increasingly relevant in the real world as we move towards global satellite
quantum communications, and paves the way for further fundamental research that could test the
influence of non-inertial motion (and equivalently curved spacetime) on quantum entanglement.

Introduction. Quantum field theory in curved space-
time, a theoretical framework for quantum behaviour
in background gravitational fields, indicates that motion
and underlying spacetime will have non-trivial effects on
quantum systems. It has had success in predicting new
quantum effects such as Hawking radiation [1, 2] and the
Unruh effect [3, 4]. However, so far only a few of these
new effects have been shown, and only in analogue sys-
tems [5–11]. Understanding all the effects that spacetime
can have on quantum states is also becoming increasingly
technically relevant as quantum communications aim to-
wards satellite networks, which will have to account for
the curvature of spacetime around the Earth [12, 13].

An improvement over analogue systems, but a so far
rarely exploited experimental approach, relies on the
equivalence of curved spacetime to accelerating and non-
inertial frames. It is generally easier to create accelera-
tions in laboratory embodiments than to do space-based
experiments, and allows access to regimes outside those
found in our Solar System. Quantum technology is now
sufficiently robust that we can start to test entanglement
in various non-inertial frames. Fink et al. were able to
place a bound on the (non-)effect of uniform acceleration
on entanglement from 0.03g to 30g with a drop tower as
well as on a centrifuge [14].

Non-inertial motion was also shown to influence the
temporal distinguishability of photons by shifting the de-
lay between them [15], combining the relativistic Sagnac
effect [16–18] with Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) interference
[19], and comparing the Sagnac effect between classical
and quantum light.

Here we report an experiment using non-inertial mo-
tion to alter the form of quantum entanglement between
two photons. By altering the rotation speed of a modi-
fied HOM interferometer we are able to change a Hong-

∗ miles.padgett@glasgow.ac.uk
† daniele.faccio@glasgow.ac.uk

Ou-Mandel interference dip into a peak, antisymmetris-
ing the entangled state and changing bosonic photon be-
haviour into ‘fermionic’ behaviour. Non-inertial motion
therefore affects photon indistinguishability, putting to
experimental test the proposed mechanism by which the
Sagnac effect alters the symmetry of quantum entangled
states [20].
Hong-Ou-Mandel Interference. Hong-Ou-Mandel

(HOM) biphoton interference [19] provides information
about the distinguishability of photons. When two inde-
pendent single photons cross at a lossless 50:50 beam-
splitter, the unitarity of the beam splitter transfor-
mation, combined with the photon bosonic commuta-
tion relations, results in an interference forcing indistin-
guishable photons to ‘bunch’ and exit the beamsplitter
through the same port. A time delay between the input
photons creates distinguishability between the photons.
Counting coincident detections between single photon de-
tectors in the two output paths, a dip in the coincidence
rate is observed when the photons temporally overlap.
The visibility of the dip indicates overall indistinguisha-
bility in all photon properties.

In an analogous experiment with fermions, the
fermionic anti-commutation relations would suppress the
bunching of independent fermions and a peak in the
output coincidences would be observed instead. This
‘fermionic’ behaviour can also be observed with bosons
if the particles are entangled in an antisymmetric state
[21–23], which can be engineered in a number of ways
[24–32].
Outline of the experiment. A schematic of the ro-

tating Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM) interferometer is shown
in Fig. 1a. A pair of indistinguishable time-frequency en-
tangled photons are produced in a nonlinear crystal and
travel in separate arms (denoted with index ‘s’, indicating
the ‘signal’ photon, and ‘i’, indicating the ‘idler’ photon)
until interfering at a final beamsplitter, after which they
are detected in coincidence. In each of the arms, each
photon is also split 50:50 into two directions, taking ei-
ther a long path (L{s,i}) travelling clockwise, or a short
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Figure 1. a) Schematic layout. Figurative diagram show-
ing short S and long L path lengths (which travel against and
with the rotation Ω direction) for the signal and idler photons
in the system, along with the HOM delay δt that scans the
delay of one arm with respect to the other, and the detection
in coincidence after the HOM beamsplitter. b) Experimen-
tal scan of dips while not rotating. A graph of detected
coincidences against the position of the stage, which is propor-
tional to the HOM delay δt. Raw experimental data is shown
in light blue, as well as a smoothed average in black. Five
dips in the coincidences are present, corresponding to the dif-
ferent combinations of path lengths Ss, Li etc. at which HOM
interference can occur. The shaded region shows an example
range over which the stage is scanned when the experiment is
in rotation.

path (S{s,i}) travelling anticlockwise. The extra paths
are set so that the arms are symmetric, Ls−Ss = Li−Si.
A variable overall delay δt is also added into the sig-
nal arm, which varies both Ss and Ls equally. There
are three different settings of the overall delay at which
photons cross the beamsplitter at the same time: when
Ss = Li, when Ls = Si, and when both Ls = Li, Ss = Si.
The various combinations of the extra paths therefore re-
sult in additional HOM dips in the coincidence measure-
ments at different delays δt.

If the input light is entangled (rather than being two
independent single photons), two additional interference
features appear between these dips. These correspond to
the delays at which Ss = (Li + Si)/2, Li = (Ls + Ss)/2
and Ls = (Li+Si)/2, Si = (Ls+Ss)/2. These additional
interference features can be dips, but depending on the
modulo 2π phase between paths S and L, they can dis-
appear completely, or can flip to become peaks [27–32].

laser

PDC

D1

nested Sagnac
interferometer

D2

Figure 2. Diagram of experiment. Left) Rotating Hong-
Ou-Mandel experiment with nested Sagnac interferometers
that enclose the area of the rotating platform. A pump laser
produces SPDC photon pairs at a nonlinear crystal which each
pass through a Sagnac interferometer and then interfere at a
beamsplitter. D1 and D2 are single photon detectors which
can measure in coincidence. Right) Detail of the 1 m bire-
fringent delay between clockwise and anticlockwise directions
created by the fibre loop in the nested Sagnac interferometers.
This makes the HOM peaks easier to observe as a birefringent
delay larger than the single photon coherence length ensures a
consistent amount of light passing through the Sagnacs. Two
20 m polarisation-maintaining fibres are connected by a hy-
brid 1 m patch cord that flips the polarisation axis, so one
direction in the Sagnac loop has 21 m of slow axis and 20 m
of fast axis, the other has 21 m of fast axis and 20 m of slow
axis.

The experiment is mounted on a rotating table. When
the experiment is put into rotation at angular frequency
Ω, the Sagnac effect changes the time it takes for light to
travel with, or against the rotation direction by

∆tSagnac =
4AΩ

c2
. (1)

Although the path lengths S and L are fixed, when
rotating the Sagnac time delay changes the phase differ-
ence between them, scaling with the area A enclosed by
the paths. Increasing the rotation frequency so that the
Sagnac phase difference between S and L paths increases
by π is therefore expected to flip these interferences from
dips to peaks or vice versa, altering the entanglement
symmetry and changing the indistinguishability of the
photons as measured by the HOM - purely through non-
inertial motion.
Theoretical model. We follow a similar approach

to Ref. [29]. For our input state we assume degenerate
Type I spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC)
pumped by frequency ωp and add a variable delay δt
between the signal and idler photon arms:

|ψ〉 =

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)e−iωδta†i (ω)a†s(ωp − ω) |0〉 , (2)

where a†i (ω), a†s(ωp − ω) are the creation operators for
modes of frequency ω, ωp−ω for idler and signal photons,
and B(ω) is the spectrum of the biphoton wavepacket.
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Each arm contains a nested fibre Sagnac interferometer
where the light hits a beamsplitter, splits into clockwise
(cw) and anticlockwise (ac) directions, propagates in op-
posite directions through the same fibre loop for time
t{cw,ac}, and recombines when it hits the beamsplitter
again upon exiting the nested Sagnac interferometer.

a†i (ω) 7→ 1

2

(
e−iωti,cw − e−iωti,ac

)
a†i,out(ω)

+
i

2

(
e−iωti,cw + e−iωti,ac

)
a†i,back(ω) (3)

As well as the Sagnac delay created between clock-
wise and anticlockwise photons travelling in a total fi-
bre length Lf ,the polarisation maintaining fibre paths
are constructed such that there is an additional con-
stant birefringent delay from a mismatch between refrac-
tive indices ncw and nac over a length Lb � Lf (see
Fig. 2b). This extra net delay is independent of rotation
and creates the short S and long L paths in the Fig. 1a
schematic, ensuring separation into a total of five inter-
ference features shown in Fig 1b. The total time delays
are thus:

tcw(Ω) =
Lbncw
c

+
LfrΩ

c2
,

tac(Ω) =
Lbnac
c
− LfrΩ

c2
.

(4)

Here we assume that Lf , Lb and r are the same for signal
and idler and thus ti,cw = ts,cw = tcw and ti,ac = ts,ac =
tac (for a more general approach, see Supplementary Ma-
terial).

The light that exits the Sagnacs (ai,out, as,out) inter-
feres at the HOM beamsplitter, at which outputs (a, b)
we find the final state:

|ψfinal〉 =
1

8

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)e−iωδt(
e−iωtcw − e−iωtac

) (
e−i(ωp−ω)tcw − e−i(ωp−ω)tac

)
(
ia†(ω) + b†(ω)

) (
a†(ωp − ω) + ib†(ωp − ω)

)
|0〉 . (5)

The expected coincidences Nc, measured between two
single photon detectors in the output arms, is calculated
(details in Supplementary Material). Assuming a Gaus-
sian spectrum for B(ω)) of characteristic width ∆ω we
find

Nc ∝ Cb − e−∆ω2(δt+∆t)2

− e−∆ω2(δt−∆t)2

+ 4 cos (
ωp
2 ∆t)

(
e−∆ω2(δt+ ∆t

2 )2

+ e−∆ω2(δt−∆t
2 )2
)

− 4e−∆ω2δt2 − 2 cos(ωp∆t)e
−∆ω2δt2 , (6)

where ∆t = tcw − tac. Eq. (6) contains a term that does
not depend on the HOM delay δt and that forms the
coincidence background:

Cb = 4− 8e−
∆ω2

4 (∆t)2

cos
(ωp

2
∆t
)

+ 2 cos (ωp∆t) + 2e−∆ω2(∆t)2

. (7)

Of the terms in Eq. (6) that depend on δt and describe
interference features, three describe ‘fixed’ HOM dips; a
central dip and two smaller dips either side. There are
then three oscillating terms, two which describe two fully
oscillating dips/peaks in between the central ‘fixed’ dip
and side dips, and another which can increase the depth
of the central dip (essentially ensuring the central dip
remains fully visible when the light is fully indistinguish-
able even as the background Cb fluctuates). From the
periodicity of the fully oscillating dips (the cos (

ωp
2 ∆t)

term) we find that a change in rotation frequency of
cλp/(4πLfr) Hz is required to fully flip a dip into a peak.

Experimental Apparatus. The experiment shown
in Fig. 2 is mounted on a rotating table driven by a step-
per motor (RS-PRO, 180-5292) run by a controller mod-
ule (Geckodrive, G201X). A UV pump laser (355 nm,
Coherent Genesis CX STM) produces degenerate down-
converted photon pairs (λ = 710 nm) at a Type I BBO
crystal. These (symmetrically) frequency-entangled pho-
tons are separated using a knife-edge prism, filtered (10
nm bandwidth), and each coupled into a polarisation
maintaining fibre (PMF). One fibre coupler is mounted
on a translation stage in order to scan the temporal delay
δt. Each fibre arm contains a nested Sagnac interferom-
eter, consisting of a beamsplitter with its reflection and
transmission ports connected by a 41 m loop of PMF.
This optical fibre link is secured around the rotating plat-
form in loops of diameter 0.908 m. The 41 m fibre link
is made up of three fibre optic cables connected in series:
two 20 m lengths with a 1 m fibre in the middle which has
one key aligned to the slow axis and the other key aligned
to the fast axis (shown in Fig. 2). This 1 m fibre flips the
polarisation axis as the light travels around, creating a
fixed net 1 m birefringent delay (beat length ∼ 1.1 mm)
between light travelling in different directions around the
loop, creating short and long path options. As the two
Sagnac interferometers do not share the same optical fi-
bre, any temperature fluctuations affecting one fibre and
not the other can introduce unwanted noise. To minimise
these issues, the two Sagnac fibres are looped alongside
each other and thermally insulated. After the Sagnac
interferometers, the light in each arm recombines at a fi-
nal HOM beamsplitter and the photons at the outputs
are detected by single-photon avalanche diodes (SPADs)
which measure singles and coincidences within a coinci-
dence window of 5 ns.

Measuring coincidences while scanning the delay δt re-
sulted in the series of five HOM dips (shown in Fig. 1b)
as expected from the different paths in the system and
cross interference between the paths.

When the set-up is rotated at a constant speed, the
Sagnac effect causes an additional phase shift between
light travelling clockwise and anticlockwise around the
loops, and with a large enough change in rotation speed
this additional phase shift changes the symmetry of the
entangled biphoton state such that the cross-interference
features can flip from a dip to a peak and vice versa.

The rotation speed of the apparatus was changed from
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Figure 3. a) Dips inverting for clockwise and anticlockwise rotations. Each scan of the oscillating dip is taken at a set
rotation frequency, the sequential discrete rotation frequencies used (from 0 to 0.735 Hz) are marked by colour. Contrasting
adjacent clockwise and anticlockwise runs, to show how the effect depends on direction, consistent with the Sagnac effect. b)
Interference peak values with increasing rotation speed. Data from a long overnight measurement run (∼ 80 sequences).
Plots peak height over background for each rotation speed (dots) and the best fit sinusoids for each 0-0.74 Hz (‘up’) or 0.74-0
Hz (‘down’) sequence. Each sequence took ∼ 10 minutes. It is clear that clockwise and anticlockwise rotation move the peak
in opposite directions from a similar starting phase.

0 Hz to a maximum rotation speed (∼ 0.735 Hz) in
equally set steps (see in Supplementary Material for more
information). It was then stepped back down again to
0 Hz. These sequences were repeated, alternating be-
tween rotating anticlockwise and clockwise. The maxi-
mum speed was set conservatively to ensure the exper-
iment could be repeated consistently over several hours
without damage to the equipment or changes to the align-
ment due to vibrations at higher rotation speeds.

At each rotation speed, the delay stage was used to
scan over the second dip from the left (the shaded region
in Fig. 1b) in equal steps; the singles and coincidences
were measured at each delay stage position for a short
acquisition time. Most of the data was taken with a 10
µm step size and a 1.5 s acquisition time. Background co-
incidence rates for these measurements were of the order
100 counts/s.

Results. The results in Fig. 3 clearly show that the ro-
tation changed the biphoton state as predicted and that
the HOM interference changed smoothly and sinusoidally
from a dip to a peak and vice versa as the rotation was
stepped up or down.

Depending on whether the experiment is spinning
clockwise or anticlockwise, the Sagnac effect will either
increase the phase between the nested paths or decrease
it. As such, we expect that if we start from neither a
dip nor a peak then rotating the experiment in one di-
rection will turn it to a peak first as rotation speed in-
creases, and the other direction will turn into a dip first
as rotation speed increases. This can be seen in the ex-
perimental data (Fig. 3). This dependence on rotation
direction confirms that the main observed effect is due
to the predicted Sagnac effect and is not due to spurious
effects caused by centrifugal forces on the setup, which
would not be dependent on the sense of rotation.

As the experiment consists of many metres of optical
fibre, it was also sensitive to temperature changes [33]
from the lab environment and from the operation of the
electronics and the motor in the experiment. These tem-
perature changes added extra phase drifts that changed
over time, and thus also altered across measurement se-
quences precisely how many rotation steps were required
to see a flip of the dip. To reduce these temperature
noise effects, the measurements were performed in short
time intervals whilst retaining an acceptable signal-to-
noise ratio. We then averaged over 151 individual ro-
tation sequences in order to average out small random
changes and fluctuations in the environment. Some dif-
ference in periodicity might be anticipated between the
clockwise and anticlockwise directions due to the g-force
on the fibres mentioned above creating a common phase
offset that in one direction works with, and in the other
against, the Sagnac effect. Indeed, the mean of the 78
clockwise measurements was 0.41 Hz, and the mean of
the 73 anticlockwise measurements was 0.53 Hz. Over-
all, averaging across all data, we measured a dip-to-peak
rotation change (half period) of mean 0.47+0.10

−0.11 Hz, and
median 0.43 Hz, that matched well our theoretical ex-
pected value of 0.455 Hz.

Conclusions. We have shown that the statistics of
biphoton interference can change depending on the non-
inertial motion of the experimental frame. Non-inertial
motion modifies the entanglement symmetry of the input
biphoton state such that we observe Hong-Ou-Mandel
interference dips (‘bosonic’ behaviour) change into peaks
(‘fermionic’ behaviour) and vice versa, with changes in
rotation speed of the set-up. This experimental change
is consistent with the magnitude and directionality of the
Sagnac effect mechanism at the heart of our theoretical
model.
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The dips that show this change do not appear in our
simulations if we use two independent identical single
photons as input; the mechanism for changing photon
statistics acts on the frequency correlations between the
photons that arise from the time-frequency entanglement
of the photon pair.

We live in a rotating frame here on Earth, with its in-
fluence on the quantum mechanical phase of single par-
ticles already recorded [34, 35]. The fact that the under-
lying spacetime can have effects on photon entanglement
may also have consequences for quantum communication
technologies, particularly over long distances and using
satellites.

This work shows the promising utility of combining

photonic technologies and non-inertial motion for test-
ing fundamental physics questions at the interface of
quantum mechanics and general relativity. Taking these
ideas and techniques further, it could be possible to cre-
ate entanglement with rotational motion [36] or with
other forms of non-inertial motion, particularly with non-
uniform acceleration as indicated by theoretical research
into quantum field theories in curved spacetimes [37–39].
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I. ON THE DISTINGUISHABILITY OF PHOTONS IN A ROTATING REFERENCE FRAME:
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

II. EXTENDED THEORETICAL MODEL

In this section we present a detailed theoretical analysis of the interferometer. We first define the initial state
(Sec. (II A)), followed by the general analysis of the interference when we have asymmetry between the arms
(Sec. (II B)), and finally show that the coincidence probability, in the considered experimental regime, is not af-
fected by the biphoton width (Sec. II C).

A. Initial biphoton state

For our input state we assume degenerate Type I SPDC pumped by frequency ωp. We represent a single signal

photon in one arm and a single idler photon in the other arm as creation mode operators a†s, a
†
i acting on the vacuum

|0〉. The initial state is given by

|ψi〉 =

∫
dω1dω2ψi(ω1, ω2)a†i (ω1)a†s(ω2)|0〉, (8)

the biphoton spectrum is

ψi(ω1, ω2) =
1

Ni
e−

(µ−ω1)2

4∆ω2 e−
(µ−ω2)2

4∆ω2 e
− (ω1+ω2−2µ)2

4σp2 , (9)

and the normalization is

Ni =

√√√√ 2π∆ω√
1

∆ω2 + 2
σ2
p

. (10)

The behaviour of two-photon interference depends on three parameters of the initial state: the mean photon frequency
µ = ωp/2, the single photon frequency spread ∆ω, and the biphoton frequency spread σp.

We now first discuss in detail the case σp � ∆ω, providing a full derivation (section II B). We will then validate
this approximation by considering the more general analysis with a finite σp which can be performed using similar
steps (section II C).

B. Derivation of the number of coincidences

In this section we present a more general and detailed treatment of the interferometer, allowing for asymmetry
between the arms. In the experiment, fluctuation in the middle dip - even flipping as well - was sometimes observed,
which can only be explained by this more general model, caused by an imbalance between the birefringent delays in
one arm compared to the other, exacerbated and changed by noise.

To obtain a simple expression with a Gaussian spectrum we divide Eq. (8) by
√

4πσp 4

√
2σ2 + σ2

p to find:

|ψ〉 =

∫
dω1dω2

 1√
2π(
√

2σp)2

e
− (ω1+ω2−2µ)2

2(
√

2σp)2

[ 1√
2πσ2

e−
(µ−ω1)2

4∆ω2 e−
(µ−ω2)2

4∆ω2

]
a†i (ω1)a†s(ω2)|0〉. (11)

The term in the first square bracket of Eq. (11) is a Gaussian which can be approximated with a Dirac delta function
δ(ω1 + ω2 − 2µ) in the limit σp → 0 (see Sec. II C for the general model with a finite σp). Performing the integration
over ω2, and relabelling ω1 → ω, we obtain:

|ψ〉 =

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)a†i (ω)a†s(ωp − ω) |0〉 , (12)
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where the spectrum of the biphoton wavepacket B(ω) is a gaussian centred at µ = ωp/2 and frequency spread ∆ω
(which depends on the filters used in the experiment). We now follow analogous steps as discussed in Ref [29], applied
to the experimental setting presented in the main text.

We include a variable delay δt between the signal and idler photon arms, to represent the scannable HOM delay:

|ψ〉 =

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)e−iωδta†i (ω)a†s(ωp − ω) |0〉 . (13)

Each arm contains a nested fibre Sagnac interferometer, formed of a beamsplitter with the reflection and transmis-
sion ports connected by looped optical fibre. Upon entering the Sagnac interferometer, the mode splits into clockwise
(cw) and anticlockwise (ac) directions:

a†i (ω) 7→ 1√
2

(
a†i,cw(ω) + ia†i,ac(ω)

)
. (14)

Afterwards, these modes propagate in opposite directions through the same fibre for a time tcw,ac and so pick up a
phase φcw(ω) = ωtcw(Ω, n) that changes with rotation speed Ω:

a†i (ω) 7→ 1√
2

(
e−iφi,cwa†i,cw(ω) + e−iφi,acia†i,ac(ω)

)
. (15)

As well as the Sagnac delay created between clockwise and anticlockwise photons travelling in a total fibre length
Lf looped in radius r on a platform rotating clockwise at Ω, the fibre paths are constructed such that there is an
additional constant birefringent delay from a mismatch between refractive indices ncw and nac over a length Lb << Lf :

tcw =
Lbncw
c

+
LfrΩ

c2
,

tac =
Lbnac
c
− LfrΩ

c2
.

(16)

Here we continue with a more experimentally-realistic generality that any or all of Lf , Lb and r could be slightly
different for signal and idler, and thus in general ti,cw 6= ts,cw etc.

The clockwise and anticlockwise paths interfere as they pass the beamsplitter again:

a†i,cw(ω) 7→ 1√
2

(
a†i,out(ω) + ia†i,back(ω)

)
,

a†i,ac(ω) 7→ 1√
2

(
ia†i,out(ω) + a†i,back(ω)

)
.

(17)

Combining Eqs. (15) and (17) gives:

a†i (ω) 7→ 1

2

(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)
a†i,out(ω) +

i

2

(
e−iφi,cw(ω) + e−iφi,ac(ω)

)
a†i,back(ω), (18)

and similarly for the signal mode we find:

a†s(ωp − ω) 7→ 1

2

(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
a†s,out(ωp − ω)

+
i

2

(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) + e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
a†s,back(ωp − ω). (19)

We only consider light that exits the Sagnac towards the HOM beamsplitter (ai,out, as,out):

|ψSagnacs〉 =
1

4

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)e−iωδt
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)
a†i,out(ω)(

e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)
)
a†s,out(ωp − ω) |0〉 . (20)

At the HOM beamsplitter there is the last mode transformation (input (ai,out, as,out), output (a, b)):

a†i,out 7→
1√
2

(
ia† + b†

)
a†s,out 7→

1√
2

(
a† + ib†

)
. (21)
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Then from Eqs. (20) and (21) we finally find:

|ψfinal〉 =
1

8

∫ ωp

0

dωB(ω)e−iωδt
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
(
ia†(ω) + b†(ω)

) (
a†(ωp − ω) + ib†(ωp − ω)

)
|0〉 . (22)

For the state of the electromagnetic field exiting the beamsplitter, we want to find the expected number of coinci-
dences Nc. A coincidence detection is detecting one photon at one detector, and another photon at the other detector
within a small, finite coincidence window τf . Specifically, we define the coincidence probability as the probability of
detecting a photon in detector a at time t and a photon in detector b at time t+ τ is given by P (τ).

Nc =

∫ τf

−τf
dτP (τ), (23)

P (τ) = 〈ψfinal|E−a (t)E−b (t+ τ)E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉 , (24)

E+
a (t) =

∫
dωe−iωta(ω), E+

b (t) =

∫
dωe−iωtb(ω). (25)

Let us now evaluate Eq. (24). We first calculate E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉:

E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉 =
1

8

∫
dω2

∫
dω1

∫ ωp

0

dωe−iω2(t+τ)b(ω2)e−iω1ta(ω1)e−iωδtB(ω)(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
(
ia†(ω)a†(ωp − ω)− a†(ω)b†(ωp − ω) + b†(ω)a†(ωp − ω) + ib†(ω)b†(ωp − ω)

)
|0〉 . (26)

The a†(ω)a†(ωp−ω) and b†(ω)b†(ωp−ω) terms are bunching terms (not coincidences) and give a contribution of zero.
The only non-zero contributions to the coincidence count comes from the a†(ω)b†(ωp −ω) and b†(ω)a†(ωp −ω) terms
when ω1 = ω, ω2 = ωp − ω or when ω1 = ωp − ω, ω2 = ω. Eq. (26) thus simplifies to:

E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉 =

1

8

∫ ωp

0

dωe−iωδtB(ω)
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
(
e−iω(t+τ)e−i(ωp−ω)t − e−i(ωp−ω)(t+τ)e−iωt

)
(1 + δ(ωp − 2ω)) |0〉 . (27)

The δ(ωp − 2ω) term in Eq. (27) evaluates to zero:

1

8

∫ ωp

0

dωe−iωδtB(ω)
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)
(
e−i(ωp−ω)(t+τ)e−iωt − e−iω(t+τ)e−i(ωp−ω)t

)
δ(ωp − 2ω) |0〉

=
1

8
e−i

ωp
2 δtB(

ωp
2

)
(
e−iφi,cw(

ωp
2 ) − e−iφi,ac(

ωp
2 )
)(

e−iφs,cw(
ωp
2 ) − e−iφs,ac(

ωp
2 )
)

(
e−i(

ωp
2 )(t+τ)e−i

ωp
2 t − e−i

ωp
2 (t+τ)e−i(

ωp
2 )t
)
|0〉 = 0. (28)

The global phase (e−iωpt) in the remaining term of Eq. (27) can be factored out, resulting in:

E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉 =
1

8
e−iωpt

∫ ωp

0

dωe−iωδtB(ω)
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)
(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

)(
e−iω(t+τ)e+iωt − e−iωpτe+iω(t+τ)e−iωt

)
|0〉

=
1

8
e−iωpt

∫ ωp

0

dωe−iωδtB(ω)
(
e−iφi,cw(ω) − e−iφi,ac(ω)

)
(
e−iφs,cw(ωp−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp−ω)

) (
e−iωτ − e−iωpτe+iωτ

)
|0〉 . (29)
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We do a change of variables ω 7→ (ω + ωp/2); ω = ω − ωp/2, and factor out global phases that won’t contribute to
the final probability. From Eq. (29) we thus find:

E+
b (t+ τ)E+

a (t) |ψfinal〉 =
1

8
e−iωpte−i

ωp
2 δte−i

ωp
2 τ

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dωe−iωδtB(ω + ωp/2)

(
e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)
(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

) (
e−iωτ − e+iωτ

)
|0〉 . (30)

Multiplying Eq. (30) by the conjugate transpose to get P (τ) we thus find:

P (τ) =
1

16

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dω

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dω′e+iω′δte−iωδtB∗(ω′ + ωp/2)B(ω + ωp/2)

(
e+iω′τ − e−iω

′τ
) (
e−iωτ − e+iωτ

)
(
e+iφi,cw(ω′+ωp/2) − e+iφi,ac(ω

′+ωp/2)
)(

e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)
)

(
e+iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω′) − e+iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω′)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)
. (31)

We now insert Eq. (31) into Eq. (23) to obtain the number of coincidences. The integration over τ can be simplified
by assuming τ is the longest timescale in the system, so that the limits can be taken to infinity and we can use∫∞
−∞ dτei(ω1+ω2)τ = 2πδ(ω1 + ω2). Hence the time integration can be carried out analytically and we find:∫ ∞

−∞
dτ
(
e+iω′τ − e−iω

′τ
) (
e−iωτ − e+iωτ

)
= 4π(δ(ω′ − ω)− δ(ω′ + ω)). (32)

The expression for the number of coincidences thus reduces to:

Nc =
4π

16

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dω

[
e+iωδte−iωδtB∗(ω + ωp/2)B(ω + ωp/2)(
e+iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e+iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)(
e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)
(
e+iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e+iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)
− e−i2ωδtB∗(−ω + ωp/2)B(ω + ωp/2)

(
e+iφi,cw(−ω+ωp/2) − e+iφi,ac(−ω+ωp/2)

)(
e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)
(
e+iφs,cw(ωp/2+ω) − e+iφs,ac(ωp/2+ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)]
. (33)

Assuming symmetry of B around ωp/2 we see the emergence of two parts, one that does not depend on the HOM
delay δt (the coincidence background), and one that does, that gives rise to dips (or peaks) at specific delays:

Nc =
4π

16

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dω|B(ω + ωp/2)|2

[(
e+iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e+iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)(
e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)
(
e+iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e+iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)
− e−i2ωδt

(
e+iφi,cw(−ω+ωp/2) − e+iφi,ac(−ω+ωp/2)

)(
e−iφi,cw(ω+ωp/2) − e−iφi,ac(ω+ωp/2)

)
(
e+iφs,cw(ωp/2+ω) − e+iφs,ac(ωp/2+ω)

)(
e−iφs,cw(ωp/2−ω) − e−iφs,ac(ωp/2−ω)

)]
. (34)

From Eq. (34) using the linearity of the phase shifts φcw(ω) = ωtcw(Ω, n), φac(ω) = ωtac(Ω, n), we find:

Nc =
4π

16

∫ ωp/2

−ωp/2
dω|B(ω + ωp/2)|2

[
(2− 2 cos ((ω + ωp/2)(ti,cw − ti,ac))) (2− 2 cos ((ωp/2− ω)(ts,cw − ts,ac)))

− e−i2ωδt
(
e−i2ωti,cw + e−i2ωti,ac − 2 cos

(ωp
2 (ti,cw − ti,ac)

)
e−iω(ti,cw+ti,ac)

)
(
e+i2ωts,cw + e+i2ωts,ac − 2 cos

(ωp
2 (ts,cw − ts,ac)

)
e+iω(ts,cw+ts,ac)

)]
. (35)
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We now insert the Gaussian for B(ω + ωp/2), and in addition assuming the Gaussian spread δω <<
ωp
2 we can

extend the integration limits to infinity. Eq. (35) simplifies to:

Nc =
4π

16

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
1

2π(∆ω)2
e
− ω2

(∆ω)2

[
4 (1− cos ((ω + ωp/2)(ti,cw − ti,ac))) (1− cos ((ωp/2− ω)(ts,cw − ts,ac)))

− e−i2ωδt
(
e−i2ωti,cw + e−i2ωti,ac − 2 cos

(ωp
2 (ti,cw − ti,ac)

)
e−iω(ti,cw+ti,ac)

)
(
e+i2ωts,cw + e+i2ωts,ac − 2 cos

(ωp
2 (ts,cw − ts,ac)

)
e+iω(ts,cw+ts,ac)

)]
. (36)

We can evaluate the integral in Eq. (36) using∫ ∞
−∞

dωe−aω
2+bω+c =

√
π

a
e
b2

4a+c, (37)∫ ∞
−∞

dωe−aω
2+ikω =

√
π

a
e−

k2

4a , (38)

and

∫ ∞
−∞

dω cos (aω) = Re

[∫ ∞
−∞

dωeiaω
]
. (39)

Using Eqs. (37) - (39) in Eq. (36) we find an analytic expression for the coincidences Nc:

Nc =

√
π

8(∆ω)

[(
4− 4e−

∆ω2

4 (tiac−ticw)2

cos
(ωp

2
(tiac − ticw)

)
− 4e−

∆ω2

4 (tsac−tscw)2

cos
(ωp

2
(tsac − tscw)

)
+ 2e−

∆ω2

4 (tiac−ticw−tsac+tscw)2

cos
(ωp

2
(tiac − ticw + tsac − tscw)

)
+ 2e−

∆ω2

4 (tiac−ticw+tsac−tscw)2

cos
(ωp

2
(tiac − ticw − tsac + tscw)

))
+

(
− e−∆ω2(δt+ticw−tscw)2

− e−∆ω2(δt+ticw−tsac)2

− e−∆ω2(δt+tiac−tscw)2

− e−∆ω2(δt+tiac−tsac)2

+ 2 cos (
ωp
2 (tscw − tsac))

(
e−

∆ω2

4 (2δt+2ticw−tscw−tsac)2

+ e−
∆ω2

4 (2δt+2tiac−tscw−tsac)2
)

+ 2 cos (
ωp
2 (ticw − tiac))

(
e−

∆ω2

4 (2δt−2tscw+ticw+tiac)
2

+ e−
∆ω2

4 (2δt−2tsac+ticw+tiac)
2
)

− 4 cos (
ωp
2 (tscw − tsac)) cos (

ωp
2 (ticw − tiac))e−

∆ω2

4 (2δt+ticw+tiac−tscw−tsac)2

)]
. (40)

In an ideal experiment, to simplify the effect, the differences between corresponding signal and idler paths should
be zero, i.e. tsac = tiac = tac and tscw = ticw = tcw. Which further simplifies Eq. (40) to:

Nc =

√
π

8(∆ω)

[(
4− 8e−

∆ω2

4 (tac−tcw)2

cos
(ωp

2
(tac − tcw)

)
+ 2 cos (ωp(tac − tcw)) + 2e−∆ω2(tac−tcw)2

)
+

(
− 2e−∆ω2δt2 − e−∆ω2(δt+tcw−tac)2

− e−∆ω2(δt+tac−tcw)2

+ 4 cos (
ωp
2 (tac − tcw))

(
e−∆ω2(δt− tac−tcw2 )2

+ e−∆ω2(δt+ tac−tcw
2 )2

)
− 4 cos2 (

ωp
2 (tac − tcw))e−∆ω2δt2

)]
. (41)

To reach the form in the main paper, we can designate the background coincidence level Cb:

Cb = 4− 8e−
∆ω2

4 ∆t2 cos
(ωp

2
∆t
)

+ 2 cos (ωp∆t) + 2e−∆ω2∆t2 , (42)

where we have defined ∆t = tcw − tac. In addition we re-write the middle dip terms to isolate the oscillatory part:

4 cos2 (
ωp
2 ∆t)e−∆ω2δt2 = 2 cos(ωp∆t)e

−∆ω2δt2 + 2e−∆ω2δt2 . (43)
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From Eq. (41) we then find:

Nc =

√
π

8∆ω

[
Cb − e−∆ω2(δt+∆t)2

− e−∆ω2(δt−∆t)2

+ 4 cos (
ωp
2 ∆t)

(
e−∆ω2(δt+ ∆t

2 )2

+ e−∆ω2(δt−∆t
2 )2
)
− 4e−∆ω2δt2 − 2 cos(ωp∆t)e

−∆ω2δt2
]
, (44)

which matches Eq. (6) in the main text. The coincidence landscape plotted from the simulation, where the arms are
symmetric (Eq. 44), is shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Simulation results. Plots Equation (44) using λp = 355nm, Lf = 41m, r = 0.454m, Lb = 1m, ∆ω = 1.19 × 1013,
ncw −nac = 5.641× 10−4. Shows how coincidences are expected to change with rotation and delay. The changing dips go from
maximum visibility dips (with respect to the background) to maximum visibility peaks with a 0.455 Hz rotation change. The
background also changes with rotation.

C. Effect of biphoton frequency spread

In this section we discuss the general case with a finite biphoton spread σp. The analysis is analogous to the one
discussed in detail in Sec. II B but due to the significantly longer expressions we report only the final results.

The final state (i.e., the state at the input of the final beamsplitter) is given by

|ψf〉 =

∫
dω1dω2ψf(ω1, ω2)â†(ω1)b̂†(ω2)|0〉, (45)

where the biphoton spectrum is

ψf(ω1, ω2) =
1

Nf
e−

(µ−ω1)2

4∆ω2 e−
(µ−ω2)2

4∆ω2 e
− (ω1+ω2−2µ)2

4σp2 sin2

(
ω1∆t

2

)
sin2

(
ω2∆t

2

)
, (46)

and the normalization is given by

Nf =
π∆ω2σpe

−∆ω2∆t2√
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

(
1− 4 cos(µ∆t) exp

(
∆ω2

(
3∆ω2 + σ2

p

)
∆t2

2
(
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

) )
+ cos(2µ∆t)e

2∆ω4∆t2

2∆ω2+σ2
p + 2e∆ω2∆t2

)
. (47)
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In the first part of Eq. (46) we recognize the initial state defined in Eq. (8), while the last two factors contain the
interference contribution due to the imbalanced paths.

The probability of preparing the final state in Eq. (45) is given by:

Pf =
1

8

[
2− 4 cos(µ∆t) exp

(
∆ω2

(
3∆ω2 + σ2

p

)
∆t2

2
(
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

) − σ2∆t2

)

+ cos(2µ∆t) exp

(
2∆ω4∆t2

2∆ω2 + σ2
p

−∆ω2∆t2
)

+ e−∆ω2∆t2
]
, (48)

as only the input modes of the final beamsplitter contribute to the final coincidence probability (for more details see
the derivation leading up to Eq. (20)).

The coincidence probability can be computed using the formula [22]:

Pc =
1

2
− 1

2

∫ ∫
ψ∗f (ω1, ω2)ψf(ω2, ω1)dω1dω2. (49)

Inserting Eqs. (46) in (49) and performing the integrations we find:

Pc(δt,∆t, µ,∆ω, σp) =
1

2

(
1− I1 + I2 + I3 + I4

S

)
, (50)

where the interference is quantified by

I1 = 4e−∆ω2(δt+∆t)(δt−∆t) + e−δt∆ω
2(δt+2∆t) + e−δt∆ω

2(δt−2∆t), (51)

I2 = −4 cos(µ∆t)exp

(
∆ω2σ2

p

(
−2δt2 − 2δt∆t+ ∆t2

)
+ ∆ω4(−2δt− 3∆t)(2δt−∆t)

2
(
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

) )
, (52)

I3 = −4 cos(µ∆t)exp

(
∆ω2σ2

p

(
−2δt2 + ∆t(∆t+ 2δt)

)
+ ∆ω4(−2δt−∆t)(2δt− 3∆t)

2
(
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

) )
, (53)

I4 = 2 cos(2µ∆t)exp

(
2∆ω4∆t2

2∆ω2 + σ2
p

− δt2∆ω2

)
, (54)

and

S = 2− 8 cos(µ∆t) exp

(
∆ω2

(
3∆ω2 + σ2

p

)
∆t2

2
(
2∆ω2 + σ2

p

) )
+ 2 cos(2µ∆t)e

2∆ω4∆t2

2∆ω2+σ2
p + 4e∆ω2∆t2 . (55)

The number of counts (with unit incoming photon rate) is thus given by:

Nc = PfPc, (56)

where Pf and Pc are given in Eqs. (48) and (50), respectively. We recover Eq. (44) from Eq. (56) by multiplying it
with the normalization factor 4

√
π/∆ω and taking the limit σp → 0.

We find that when σp/2π ≤ 2 × 1010 Hz, which is the experimental parameter, the model predicts that the
coincidence count Nc is not significantly different from the one found for the case σp → 0. On the other hand, by
increasing the value of σp to values close to the single-photon frequency spread ∆ω, the model predicts a loss of
visibility of the two invertible HOM dips, which arise due the entangled nature of the biphoton state, as the degree
of entanglement starts to decrease, as well as we start to move out of the biphoton coherence time.

III. ROTATION SPEED CALIBRATION

The rotation frequency that the motor was set to was not necessarily the actual rotation speed of the experimental
turntable due to friction effects. To quantify this and calibrate the measurements accordingly, the time it took to
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complete a certain number of revolutions at each rotation step used in the experiment was recorded for both clockwise
and anticlockwise directions, and used to estimate the real rotation frequency of the experiment. There was no
significant difference in magnitude between clockwise and anticlockwise directions for the same set rotation. Both
clockwise and anticlockwise measurements were averaged and that data is shown in Fig. 5, with a power law fit to
the data and the ideal linear case for comparison.
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Figure 5. Calibration of rotation frequency. The dotted line is a power law fit to the measured rotation. Theoretical linear
relationship is shown for comparison.

IV. HISTOGRAM OF MEASUREMENTS

It was expected for the oscillating dip to have a period of 2πc2

ωpLfr
with respect to the angular frequency of Ω of the

platform, with a corresponding change in rotation of
cλp

4πLfr
Hz required to fully flip a dip into a peak or vice versa.

To find the change in rotation that caused a flip from a dip into a peak in our experiment, the amplitude of the
centre of the peak (or dip) above the background was identified for each rotation speed setting within a sequence
of 0 Hz-0.735 Hz (stepping either up or down). A sinusoid was then fit to the peak amplitude-rotation data, and if
the fitting process converged well, the best fit parameter of the period of the curve was extracted. The half-periods
(representing the rotation frequency change required to change a dip to a peak or vice versa) extracted from the data
analysis are shown in Fig. 6.

Best-fit periods were extracted from 78 clockwise rotation sequences, and 73 anti-clockwise rotation sequences. The
mean and the median from the clockwise data, the anticlockwise data, and the whole set are shown in Table I. The
mean and median of the whole set are also shown superimposed in Fig. 6.

Clockwise (78 runs) Anticlockwise (73 runs) Total (151 runs)

Mean 0.411 0.528 0.468

Median 0.396 0.530 0.427

Table I. Mean and median of the dip-to peak rotation frequency change measurements (Hz)
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Figure 6. Histograms showing best fit rotation speed change required to fully flip from dip to peak (or vice
versa). Data extracted from sinusoidal fits to 151 (0-0.735) Hz sequences. Sorted into sequence type (left hand figure), and
also shown overall (right hand figure) with the mean and median of the set indicated.
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