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Franson interference can be used to test the nonlocal features of energy-time entanglement and
has become a standard in quantum physics. However, most of the previous Franson interference
experiments were demonstrated in the time domain, and the spectral properties of Franson interfer-
ence have not been fully explored. Here, we theoretically and experimentally demonstrate spectrally
resolved Franson interference using biphotons with different correlations, including positive corre-
lation, negative correlation, and non-correlation. It is found that the joint spectral intensities of
the biphotons can be modulated along both the signal and idler directions, which has potential
applications in generating high-dimensional frequency entanglement and time-frequency grid states.
This work may provide a new perspective for understanding the spectral-temporal properties of the

Franson interferometer.

I. INTRODUCTION

Franson interference was proposed in 1989 to test the
Bell inequality for position or time, specifically to ex-
plore the feasibility of local hidden-variable models us-
ing a new optical interferometer [1]. In a typical con-
figuration for the Franson interferometer, the signal and
idler photons, generated simultaneously, are distributed
to different terminals while passing through unbalanced
Mach-Zehnder interferometers (UMZIs) inserted in their
paths. The signal and idler photons can choose either
short or long pathways within the UMZIs. In delayed co-
incidence measurements, it is convenient to consider only
events where both signal and idler photons select either
the short or long pathways. Since these two cases can
be indistinguishable, they can interfere with each other.
Interference fringes can be observed in the coincidence
measurements when the optical path-length difference
in the UMZI is shorter than the two-photon coherence
length of the signal and idler photons. The interfer-
ence from single photons can be eliminated by setting
the optical path-length difference longer than the coher-
ence length of either the signal or idler photons. Sev-
eral experiments have modified the Franson interferome-
ter from its original configuration for different purposes
[2—4]. For instance, hug-type configurations have been in-
vented to remove the post-selection loophole in the origi-
nal configuration[2], and single Michelson configurations
have been used to make the setup more compact[3, 4].

Numerous experiments have been conducted to ob-
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serve Franson interference, which has become a stan-
dard tool in quantum optics for verifying energy-time or
time-bin entanglement [5, 6]. In these experiments, vari-
ous mechanisms have been employed to generate photon
pairs, including spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) processes in bulk crystals with x(?) nonlinearity
[5, 6], SPDC or spontaneous four-wave mixing (SFWM)
processes in waveguides or microresonators with y(?) or
x®) nonlinearities [7-9], SFWM in atomic ensembles [1 (],
and cascaded emission in quantum dots (QDs) [11]. The
applications of Franson interference range from testing
fundamental physical principles [12, 13] to quantum cryp-
tography [14], entanglement-based quantum networks
[15], and quantum imaging [16]. However, most of the
previous Franson interference experiments have focused
on time-resolved measurements, and it is expected that a
spectrally-resolved configuration would provide new ca-
pabilities.

Spectrally-resolved interferometers create interference
fringes with different frequency components separated
spatially or temporally. These interferometers have al-
ready been employed in measuring the linear and non-
linear dielectric properties of materials [17], coherently
controlling ultrafast carrier dynamics in semiconduc-
tor nanostructures [18], measuring laser-generated shock
waves in metal thin films [19], and studying the dynam-
ics of ultrashort laser-produced plasma [20]. In the field
of quantum optics, frequency-resolved Hong-Ou-Mandel
(HOM) interference has been demonstrated [21-25] and
used in entanglement swapping of energy-time entangle-
ment [25] and quantum optical coherence tomography

In this article, we theoretically and experimentally
demonstrate a spectrally resolved Franson interferom-
eter. In theory, we confirm that a folded Franson
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FIG. 1.

(a) The model of the traditional unfolded Franson interference. (b) The Mach—Zehnder-type folded Franson interfer-
ence. (c¢) The Michelson-type folded Franson interference. (d) The experimental setup based on (c). LPFs =

long-pass filters,

PZT = piezoelectric motor, BS = beam splitter, FBS = fiber beam splitter, D = detector, TTA = time interval analyzer.

interferometer can achieve the same performance as
the original Franson interference. We compare time-
resolved and spectrally resolved interferograms for bipho-
tons with positive correlation, negative correlation, and
non-correlation. In the experiment, we measure the spec-
trally resolved interferograms of biphotons generated by
SPDC under different time delays. We find that the joint
spectral intensities of the biphoton can be modulated
along both the signal and idler directions. Additionally,
we observe that the spectrally resolved interferograms
remain clear even when the time-resolved interferogram
disappears.

II. THEORY AND SIMULATION

The two-photon state from an SPDC process can be
described as:

) = /000 /OOO dwsdwif(ws,wi)di(ws)&j(wi) 100), (1)

where w is the angular frequency, a' is the creation op-
erator, and the subscripts s and ¢ denote the signal and
idler photons from SPDC, respectively. f(ws,w;) repre-
sents the joint spectral amplitude of the signal and idler
photons.

As calculated in the Appendix, the coincidence proba-
bility Py(7) in the traditional unfolded Franson interfer-
ence (with the setup in Fig. 1(a)) is given by:

Py(r) = fooo fooo dwsdw; | f (w37wz')|2 (2)
X [1+ cos (wsT)] [1 + cos (w;T)],

where 7 is the optical path delay between the long and
the short arms. For a folded Franson interference with
the setup in Fig. 1(b) or (c), the coincidence probability
P(7) is given by:
P(r) = §[57 Jo7 dwodw; |f (ws,w0)?
3)
X [1 + cos (wsT)] [1 4 cos (w;T)] .

The joint spectral correlation S(ws,w;, 7) at different de-
lay positions can be calculated as:

S(ws,wi, 7) = |f (ws,wi)|2 [1 4 cos (wsT)] [1 + cos (w;T)] .

(4)
Eq. (2) and Eq.(3) have a similar form, indicating that
the folded Franson interference can achieve the same per-
formance as the original Franson interference.

By using Eq.(3) and Eq.(4) , we can simulate P(7)
and S(ws,w;, 7) at different delays 7 and with different
spectral distributions f (ws,w;), as shown in Fig.2. The
first row presents the case of spectrally non-correlated
biphotons. This calculation is performed using a 30-mm-
long PPKTP crystal and a pump laser with a Gaussian
distribution. The laser has a center wavelength of 792
nm and a full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 0.40
nm. The second row is the case of positively correlated
biphotons, which are calculated using a 50-mm-long PP-
KTP crystal and a pump laser with an FWHM of 2.35
nm. The third row shows the case of negatively corre-
lated biphotons, which are calculated using a 10-mm-long
PPKTP crystal and a pump laser with an FWHM of 0.12
nm.

Fig.2(al, bl, cl) displays the coincidence probabil-
ity P(7) as a function of delay, while the corresponding
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FIG. 2. The first, second, and third rows display the simulation results of spectrally non-correlated, positively correlated, and
negatively correlated biphotons, respectively. (al, bl, cl) are the simulated coincidence probability P(7) as a function of the
delay 7. The insets in (al, bl, c1) show P(7) within a time duration of 0 to 15.84 fs, corresponding to a phase delay of 0-67.
The spectral distributions S(ws,w;,7) at different time delays are represented by (a2-a5), (b2-b5), and (c2-c5) for 0 ps, 5 ps,
10 ps, and 15 ps, respectively. On the other hand, (d1-d5) illustrate S(ws,w;,T) for spectrally non-correlated biphotons with a
time delay ranging from 5.00364 ps to 5.00892 ps, corresponding to phases from 0 to 2.

|f(w1,ws2)|? is shown in Fig.2(a2, b2, ¢2), respectively.
Within the range of -20 ps to 20 ps, the envelope of
the coincidence probability exhibits distinct variations
for biphotons with different correlations. However, be-
tween 0 and 15.84 fs, the interference patterns remain
consistent, as illustrated by the insets in Fig.2(al, bl,
cl).

The spectral distribution S(ws,w;,7) with different
correlations at 0 ps, 5 ps, 10 ps, and 15 ps are depicted in
Fig.2(a2-a5), (b2-b5), and (c2-b5). Notably, an increase
in delay leads to a greater separation of spectral modes

into multiple components. This phenomenon can be ef-
fectively explained by Eq. (3). To facilitate a comparison
of the spectral distribution at different phases, Fig. 2(d1-
d5) illustrates S(ws,w;, 7) at phase differences of 0, 7/2,
m, 37/2, and 27. We can observe that the mode num-
ber changes gradually from 1 mode to 4 modes, and then
returns to 1 mode.
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FIG. 3. Experimental results. (al, bl) The measured coincidence (single) counts as a function of the time delay scanned

with a stepping motor, with a step of 4 pm. The insets show the measured coincidence (single) counts by scanning a PZT
with a step of 40 nm. (a2-a5) The measured JSIs at the delay position of 0 ps, 1.33 ps, 4.00 ps, and 5.33 ps, respectively. The
accumulation time is 10 seconds for each figure. (b2-b4) The time-of-arrival measurement for single count of channel 1 (SC1,
in red), single count of channel 2 (SC2, in blue), and coincidence counts (CC, in black) at 0 ps, 1.33 ps, and 4.00 ps. (b5) is an

enlarged view of the center section of (a5).

III. EXPERIMENT AND RESULTS

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1(d). Laser
pulses with a temporal width of around 2 ps and a center
wavelength of 792 nm were utilized to pump a 30-mm-
long periodically poled KTiOPO,4 (PPKTP) crystal. The
PPKTP crystal was type-II phase matched (y—y+z),
and the signal and idler photons generated from the
SPDC process were orthogonally polarized [26]. After
filtering by the long-path filters, the biphotons were sent
to a time delay system, which consisted of a beamsplit-
ter (BS), a PZT, and a stepping motor. Then, the pho-
tons were coupled into a fiber beamsplitter, which was
connected to a fiber spectrometer . The fiber spectrom-
eter consisted of two 7.5-km-long SMFs, two SNSPDs,
one synchronization signal from the laser, and a TIA
[22]. The dispersion of the SMFs was calibrated as 27.3
ps/km/nm at 1584 nm. Considering an estimated 100 ps
FWHM jitter of the detection system, the resolution of
this fiber spectrometer was calculated to be 0.5 nm.

The measured coincidence counts as a function of op-
tical path delay are shown in Fig.3(al). The main fig-
ure was obtained by scanning the stepping motor with a
step length of 4 ym. The FWHM of the upper envelope
is 0.56 ps The insert in Fig.3(al) was obtained by scan-
ning a PZT with a step length of 40 nm. The visibility is
99.90% =+ 0.00%, indicating a high indistinguishability of
the signal and idler photons. The main figure and insert

in Fig. 3(al) are consistent with the simulation results in
Fig. 2(b1).

Fig. 3(a2-a5) shows the measured JSI at 0 ps, 1.33 ps,
4 ps, and 5.33 ps respectively. It can be observed that
with the increase of time delay, the mode number in-
creases. The mode numbers in Fig.3(a2-a5) are 1, 3, 6,
and 15, respectively. Fig.3(b5) is an enlarged view of
(a5), and it is clear that the modes are separated in both
the horizontal and vertical directions..

We also measured the single counts at the same time
as the coincidence measurement, as shown in Fig. 3(b1).
The single counts have a constant baseline, which is dif-
ferent from the varying baseline in the coincidence counts
in Fig.3(al). The insert in Fig.3(bl) shows the single
counts, obtained by scanning the PZT, and the visibil-
ity is 79.16% + 0.05%. We also measured the time-of-
arrival (TOA) of channel 1 (chl) and channel 2 (ch2)
in Fig.3(b2-b4). It can be observed that with the in-
crease of time delay, the single peak in the single counts
evolves into multiple peaks. However, the peak in the
TOA of the coincidence counts remains a single peak.
This is caused by the fact that the TOA of single counts
is obtained by projecting the JSI data onto the horizon-
tal and vertical axes, while the TOA of the coincidence
counts is obtained by projecting the JSI data onto the
anti-diagonal line, i.e., the line of ws — w;.



IV. DISCUSSION

There are two types of coherence time for biphotons:
the sum-frequency coherence time and the difference-
frequency coherence time [27, 28]. The sum-frequency
coherence time is determined by the pump laser and can
be tested in the NOON state interference. The difference-
frequency coherence time is determined by the phase-
matching condition of the nonlinear crystal and can be
tested in the HOM interference [29]. For single photons,
the coherence time is determined by the projection of
joint temporal distributions onto the signal or idler di-
rection. In traditional Franson interference, the sum-
frequency coherence time is much longer than the coher-
ence time of single photons.

The spectrally resolved measurement has been previ-
ously investigated in HOM interference [21, 30, 31], modi-
fied HOM interference[32], NOON state interference [33],
and also demonstrated in the characterization of time-
energy entangled state [28, 34]. It can be observed that
even when there are no interference patterns in the time
domain, the interference patterns in the spectral domain
are still very clear. The spectral measurement in inter-
ference can be fundamentally understood as a tool for
temporal filtering, which increases the coherence time of
the photons by filtering. The JSI measured in quantum
interference is helpful and is complementary to the mea-
surement of temporal interference.

Since the joint spectral intensities of the biphotons
can be modulated along both the signal and idler direc-
tions, it is possible to generate high-dimensional entan-
gled states (entangled qudits) and time-frequency grid

states using spectrally resolved Franson interference. As
demonstrated in Fig.3(a4), this is indeed a kind of en-
tangled qudits [35]. For example, the state generated in
Fig. 2(ab) is a time-frequency grid state [30], which can
be used to implement measurement-based quantum er-
ror correction in fault-tolerant quantum computing using
time-frequency continuous variables [37-39)].

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have theoretically and experimen-
tally demonstrated spectrally resolved Franson interfer-
ence using biphotons with different correlations. The
joint spectral intensities of the biphotons were measured
at different delay positions in an Franson interference. It
can be observed that even when there are no interfer-
ence patterns in the time domain, the interference pat-
terns in the spectral domain are still very clear. This
work provides a new perspective by considering the joint
spectral distribution to understand the spectral-temporal
properties in Franson interference. Furthermore, this ap-
proach can be used to generate high-dimensional entan-
gled states and time-frequency grid states.
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Appendix 1: Calculation of standard Franson interference

(a) n (b) o6

5 J

T2

FIG. Al. (a) The setup of an unfolded Franson interferometer. (b) The setup of a folded Franson interferometer.

In this section, we deduce the equations for the Franson interference using multi-mode theory. The setup of the
Franson interference is shown in Fig. A1 (a). The two-photon state from a spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) process can be described as

[ee] oo
0= [ dedinf s @0)al ) 00) (A1)
o Jo
where w is the angular frequency; a' is the creation operator and the subscripts s and i denote the signal and idler

photons from SPDC, respectively; f(ws,w;) is the joint spectral amplitude of the signal and idler photons.
The detection field operators of detector 1 (D1) and detector 2 (D2) are

~ 1 o X
EM (1)) = 5/0 w1y (wy)e 10, (A2)

~ 1 Rl .
Eng) (tz) — 5/0 dw2&2(UJz)6_M2t2, (A3)

where the subscripts 1 and 2 denote the photons detected by D1 and D2, respectively. The transformation rule after
the delay times T and T5 is

i1 (w1) = % [0 (w1) + as (wr) 7] (A4)
dg (OJQ) = % [&z (CUQ) + dl (UJQ) e_iszﬂ . (A5)

So, we can rewrite the field operators as

EYF) (tl) _ 2\/1ﬂ fooo dW]_ I:ds (W1) + &s (wl)e—ith]] e—iwltl’ (A6)
and
By (t2) = gz [ dwn [ (w2) 1 (wg) 7] it (A7)

The coincidence probability P(7), which is also the second-order correlation function Go(7), can be expressed as
P(r) = Ga(7) = / h / "ty (6 [BOED EDED v). (A8)
First of all, consider E§+)EA£+),
EEVB = o [ [ dnden [0, ) + (o) 708 [ () s () 0T e tn it
= 8i7r /Ooo /000 dwydwais (w1) @; (w2) {1 + ettt | pmiwaTe | e_i(“1T1+w2T2)] et giwate (A9)

= — / / dwydwais (wr) @; (w2) (1 + e_“’“Tl) (1 + e_“*""TQ) g~ Wit giwats
8t Jo Jo



Then, consider E£+)E§+)|1/J>
EEVEON) = g [ [ dndint, () a5 (wn) (14 70 (1 i) ients i
. / o [ def ()l (@0 a] ) 00
/ / / / dwidwadwsdw; f (ws, wi) 6 (w1 — ws) 6 (w2 — w;) (A10)

+ e—lwlTl 1 _|_ e lLUQTz) —’Lwltle—'LL/JQt2|00>

— / / dwidws f (w1, ws) (1 + 67“”1T1) (1 + 67“*’275) e~ Wit giwatz )
o Jo

In the above calculation, the equations of (w1 )al(ws) [0) = 6(w; —ws) |0) and a; (wQ)&;-r (wi) |0) = 6(wz —w;) |0) are
used.
Then,

A(_)~r(—) ~ A~ ]_ o0 o0 . . P P
<w ‘E£ )Eé )E£+)E§+)‘ ’l/)> — 6472 / / dw'ldwéf* (w/hwé) (1 4 ezw1T1> (1 4 eszTz) ezwltlezw2t2
™ Jo Jo

0o oo (A11)
X / / dwidws f (w1, ws) (1 + e*iwlTl) (1 + e*iszQ) e Wit gTiwate
o Jo

Finally,
_ / / dtadts (v | BB BV B w)

= G4n2 / / dtldtz/ / dwiduwy f* (Wi, w5) (1 + ei“’m) (1 + eiw;Ti’) elwrts giwatz (A12)
0
X / / dw:[d(UQf (OJl,OJQ) (1 + e—iwlTl) (1 + e—iUJzTQ) e—iwltle—iwgtg.
0 0

By utilizing 5= [ e~ W=t — §(w — w'), the above equation can be further simplified as

P(r) = / / dtydtz (v (E§‘>E§‘>E§+)E§+) ) )
= / / / / dwy dwsdwidwhd (w1 — wi) 6 (wa — wh) f (wi,ws)
x (1 +em T (14 e T2) £ (W) wh) (1 + et Tl) (1 + eiwéT'Z) et gitpta (A13)

T /0 /0 dwidws f (w1, wa) [* (w1, wa) (1+e 1 T1) (14 e 22) (1 4+ ™1™ (1 + €™272)
= le/ooo /OOO dwydws | f (W1,w2)|2 [1 4 cos (w1T1)] [1 + cos (waT>)].
If the delay of the two paths is now equal, then:
=1 [T ot ) [+ cos a1+ os ) A1)

Next, calculate the count probability of the single count and take detector 1 as an example. Assuming that the
biphoton state produced in the SPDC process is separable, then the single photon state passing through the path of
T1 is:

), = / oo, (w2 )it} (102)[0) (A15)

Similarly, the detector operator is:

E;Jr) (t1) = 7/ dwiay (wl)e_iwltl. (AIG)
0



The transformation rule after the delay time T7 is

i1 (wy) = % [aa(w1) + da(wn)e= 7] (A17)

So, we can rewrite the field operators as

E(+) (t1) = / dwr [as(w) + as(wy e @rTr]eiwrts, (A18)

\/7

The single count probability Psc(7), can be expressed as
Psc(r) = / at (0| BB v). (A19)
- ()
Firstly, considering E; " |¢)
+) dwy s (w1)[1 4 e~ @1 1]t x/ dws f(w ws) |0
9 = 2\ﬁ/ s )| | T w2)il () [0

0 (A20)
/ dwlf(wl)[l + €_ZW1T1] —iwity |0>

2\/ 2

In the above calculation, the equations of (w1 )al(ws) [0) = d(w; — ws) |0) are used.
Then,

(6 [BOED| @) = 57 dup @)1+ 4T et x [ dun flwn)[1 + e TiJemivat, (A21)
Finally,
Pso(r) = /dt1 (v|EC D) ¢>
/ dtl/ dwy f* (w1 + elwiTi]eiwits / dwy f(wy)[1 + e~ Ti)eiwrts
0
/ / dwydw] f(wr) £ (wi)[L+ e 1+ eiT]5(w — o) (A22)
= / den | f(wn)[1 + e 17
~ 4
1
:5/ deor | f(w1)[2[L + cos(wrTy)].
0

In the above calculation, the relationship of % ffooo e~ ilw—e"tgp — 0(w — w') is utilized.

Appendix 2: Calculation of folded Franson interference

Then, we deduce the equations for the folded Franson interference using multi-mode theory. The setup of the
Franson interference is shown in Fig. A1(b). The two-photon state from a spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) process can be described as

*Oow Oow-ww-&deTw-
w>f/0 d /0 i f (@, w5) il (w3) aly (wz) 00), (A23)

where w is the angular frequency; a' is the creation operator and the subscripts s and i denote the signal and idler
photons from SPDC, respectively; H and V represent the polarization of signal and idler photons; f(ws,w;) is the
joint spectral amplitude of the signal and idler photons. The detection field operators of detector 1 (D5) and detector
2 (D6) are

E( )(t5 dws s (ws)e st (A24)

=
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I 1 > ~ —iw
Bt = = [ dusiwg)e e, (A25)

where the subscripts 5 and 6 denote the photons detected by D5 and D6 respectively. The transformation rule after
the delay time 7 is

) 1. 1. Cioer | 1 . » ) 1, ., )
5 (ws) = —=a4 (ws5) = 5 5)e T+ 5)] = —= 5)e T + 5)] = —= (e +1 5),
a5 (ws) 2@4(w) 2[a3(w)e as (ws)] 2\/§[a1(w)e a1 (ws)] 2\/5(6 ) ay (ws)
(A26)
ag ((A}G) = idzl (wﬁ) = 1 [&3 (w6) €_iw6T + a9 (UJ@)} = L [&1 (wg) €_iw6T + a1 (w6)] = L (e_iWGT + 1) a1 (WG)
V2 2 2V2 22 '
(A27)
So, we can rewrite the field operators as
B (1) = = [ dusis () e = [ g (77 4 1) i () e (A28)
5 5) — \/ﬂ . Wsas (Ws ) € = 4ﬁ A ws (€ ay (Ws) e s
and
E(Jr) (t(; dw6a6 wg) —iwsts — de —iweT + 1) a (WG) —iwsts (A29)
m 4f ' '

Consider the polarization:
ESY (45) ESY (t6) = ESJ) (ts) ) (t6) + ESY (t) B () + ESY) (45) ESF) (t6) + EXY) (1) BGY (56). (A30)
In the above equation, only 2 out of 4 terms exist:
B (1) BG™ (t6) = Ex (1) By (to) + B (t5) Egyy (1) (A31)

The coincidence probability P(7), which is also the second-order correlation function Ga(7), can be expressed as

P =Golr) = [ [ dtsita
_ / / dtsdts (v |EG) B BV ESD | 0) / / dtsdts (| B B B B o) (A32)

= Pyv(7) 4+ Pyu(7).

f)Eéf)EéJr)EéH‘ ¢>

First of all, consider Py (7 f f dtsdte <7j; ’Eév)EéH)Eé}:)Eg, ’ 1/1> In this equation:

EéJIEI) (t5) E(Jr) (t(;) 4\F / dW5 —iwsT + 1) a1g (W5) —iwsts X 4\f/ de —iweT + 1) aly (OJG) —iwsts

~ 167 / / dwsduws (€77 +1) (€707 + 1) dnpr (ws) drv (we) e e "0t
i

(A33)
Then, consider EE()JI;) (t5) EA‘éJ&) (te) [¥)

E( ) (t5) Eé;; (tg) |’(/)> ].6’7'(’ / / dw5dw6 ( —iwsT + 1) ( —iweT + 1) a1y (WS) 1y (WG) —iws \)e_’LWGtG

/ s, / dess  (wgs00) @ g (w4 il () 00)

~ 167 / / dewsdws / / dwsdw;d (w5 — ws) 6 (we — w;) (A34)

X f(ws’wz ( —iwsT 4 ) —iweT +1) —Wotse—lweta|00>

= Tor / / dwsdwe f (ws, we) ( —iwsT 4 1) (e_i“’GT + 1) e wsts g—iwste | ()),
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In the above calculation, the equations of d1p (ws) diH (ws)|0) = 0 (ws —ws)|0) and a1y (we) &;rv (wi) |0y =

J (wg — w;) |0) are used. dIH (ws) and G154 are both acting on H photons in path 1, so d];H =a1p4.
Then,

<1/1 ’E EéH (+)E6V ’¢> 167T/ / dw5dw6f 0’“’57“6)( fwgT + 1) ( fwgT + 1) zw5t562w6t6
167r/ / dwsdwg f (ws,we) (€77 + 1) (€767 4 1) e~ *wslsgiwsto

= dw5dw6/ / dwidwg f (ws,we) [ (ws, wg)
2567T2 /0 0 0 0 6 5 6
% (e—iw57 + 1) (e—iwsr + 1) e—iwstse—iwetﬁ (eiwgr =+ 1) (eiwér =+ 1) eiwétseiwéta.

(A35)

Finally,
Pry(r / / dtsdts (| B B EGVERD [ 0)

2/ / dt5dt6/ / dUJ5dUJ6/ / dwidwg f (ws,we) [* (W, wg) (A36)

X (efzwg;‘r + 1) (efw)g,'r + 1) efiw5t567iw6t6 (eiwé'r + 1) (eiwé’r + 1) eiwgtg)eiwétg.
By utilizing % ffooo e ilw—wNt gy — d(w — w'), the above equation can be further simplified as

PHV(T):/ / dtsdte w‘EGV s Esi Bt/ )¢>

— / / / / dws dwedwl dwgd (ws — wi) 6 (we — wg) f (ws, we)
4Jo Jo Jo Jo

(e—iwsT + 1) (e—iwe‘r + 1) f* (Wé,wé) (eiwé‘r T 1) (eiwéT T 1)

" dsdui f (s, ) £ (w5,0) (€757 + 1) (7507 4 1) (57 1) (e7 4 1)

X

(A37)

Sl= 2= 2=

dwsdws | f (ws,we)|? [(e757 4+1) (e 7M67+1)‘2

8

c\ﬁ\
o\o\g\

8

dwsdwg | f (ws,we)|? [1 4 cos (wsT)] [1 + cos (weT)] -

Similarly,
Pyu(r) = / / dtsdte (v | B B B EGL [ 0)
— / / / / dws dwedwl dwgd (ws — wh) 6 (we — wg) f (we, ws)
4Jo Jo Jo Jo
(e—iw57' 4 1) (e—iwg'r 4 1) f* (Wéawg) (eiwgr 4 1) (eiwér + 1)
1 oo 00 . ' o »
7\/ / dW5dw6f (w67w5) f* (w6’w5) (efzwm' + 1) (efzwsT 4 1) (ezw57— 4 1) (elwgr 4 1)
4Jo Jo
1 o0 oo
Z/ / dwsduws |f (ws,ws)[* (€777 +1) (e + 1)‘2
o Jo
1 o0 oo
=7 / / dwsdw | f (we,ws)|” [1 + cos (wsT)] [1 4 cos (weT)] -
o Jo

X

(A38)
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Finally, the coincidence probability P(7) is:

P(T) PHv(T)+PVH(T)

1o [
=16 /0 /0 dwsdws | f (w57w6)|2 [1 4 cos (wsT)] [1 + cos (wgT)]

+ % /OOO OOO dwsdwg | f (wg, ws)|? [1 + cos (wsT)] [1 + cos (weT)] (A39)
- /Ooo /OOO duosdc (| (s, 6)|? + 17 (w,05)]2] [1+ cos ()] [+ cos (wor)].
If f (ws,ws) = f (ws,ws), then the coincidence probability P(7) is
Pir) = [ dwsdas 1 o)l [+ cos ()] 1+ cos )] A1)

Appendix 3: Calculation single counts of folded Franson interference

In this section, we deduce the single counts equations for the Franson interference using multi-mode theory. The
setup of the Franson interference is shown in Fig. A1l. The two-photon state from a spontaneous parametric down-
conversion (SPDC) process can be described as

[ wedw; f (ws, wi)al (we)al (w;
|¢>—/0 / oo f (s, w5)a (w)a (1) [00) (Ad1)

where w is the angular frequency; a' is the creation operator and the subscripts s and i denote the signal and idler
photons from SPDC, respectively; f(ws,w;) is the joint spectral amplitude of the signal and idler photons. where w
is the angular frequency; a' is the creation operator and the subscripts s and i denote the signal and idler photons
from SPDC, respectively; H and V represent the polarization of signal and idler photons; and f(ws,w;) is the joint
spectral amplitude of the signal and idler photons. The detection field operators of detector 1 (D5) and detector 2
(D6) are

B 1 > ~ —iwsts

EEEH (ts) = \/7277/0 dws s (ws)e st (A42)
- 1 > )

EéJr) (ts) = \/72777/0 dwe g (we)e "ot (A43)

where the subscripts 5 and 6 denote the photons detected by D5 and D6 respectively. The transformation rule after
the delay time T is (take D5 for example)

1 1 . 1 . 1 )
a5 (ws) = —=a4 (ws) = = |a3 (ws) €T +as (w5)| = —= |a1 (w5) e + a1 (ws)| = —= (77 + 1) a1 (ws) -
5( 5) \/54( 5) 2[3( 5) 2( 5)] 2\/5[1(5) 1(5)] 2\/5( )1(5)
(A44)
So, we can rewrite the field operators as
Eéﬂ (ts) = . /OO dws s (ws) e~ = e dws (77 +1) 4y (ws) e2"0. (A45)
V2r Jo 4/ Jo
The single counts’ probability P(7), can be expressed as
P(r) = Pu(r) + Po(r) = [ ds (] BF) () BR )| w) + [ ats (0] B 1) S 1) 0. (o)
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First of all, considerEéE) (t5) )
. 1 o0 . . ets o° o .
B3 (ts) o) = 1= / duog (€717 +1) i (w5) €7 x / dw, / deoi f (s, i) @1 (ws) ly () 00)
m™Jo 0 0
1 o0 oo oo . .
- d d s d 4 s 7 st 1 7zw5t55 s AT i
4ﬁ/o w5/0 w‘/o wi f (ws,w;) (e +1)e (ws — ws) Gy, (w;) [00)
— ﬁ /O dw, /O dwi f (wsyw;) (€77 4 1) e7 ™14 (w;) |00),
(o 0 253 ) ¢>
= T4 dw / dw f ) ( it + 1) lwgtSdiV (w;) X / dws/ dwlf (wsawi) (e_inT + 1) e t5aTV (wz)
167r 0 0
=— dw / dw! f* (wh,w) (ei“gT + 1) eiits x / dws/ dw; f (ws,w;) (677 +1) e ™6 (w; — w))
167T
1

7lE ; ( / )< ) ’L X/ S/ dwl (w57w1)( +) =
167 / / 1/ f s Z)f( 5 1) (el ’ )( . + )ei 556 iws .

(A47)
Then,
Pu(r)= [ dts (¢ |ES) () ES) (¢
()= [ des (u]E83) ) EE) 0| )
= %/ dws/ dwz/ dwl f* (wh,w;) f (u-)g,wz) ( i, T‘+ 1) ( —wsT 4 1) § (ws —wl) )
g/ dws ; dwif* (ws, wi) f (ws,w;) (€7 + 1) (e7™7 +1)
é/ dws/ dwzlf Ws, Wi (_“"T—i-l)‘
Similarly,
Por) = [ at (0 ]E s) £ )| )
= / dw;/ dws/ dw; f* (ws, w}) f (ws, w;) (eiwiT + 1) (7™ +1) 6 (w) — w;)
(A49)

— g/ dwi/ dwsf* (W37Wi) f (ws’wi) (eiwi‘r + 1) (6,1-“1”_ n 1)
0 0
- 1/ dws/ dw; ‘f (ws, w;) (efmif i 1)|2.
8 Jo 0

Finally, the single counts’ probability P(7) is:

P = Pulry+ (e / dws/ duwi | f (ws,wi) (e wﬂ*‘l} *3 / dws/ dw; | f (ws, w;) (_WT—&—I)’Q

zi/ooodws/o duw; | f (ws,wi)|* [1 + cos (wsr) + 1+ cos (wiT)] .

(A50)
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