
Broadband biphoton source for quantum optical coherence tomography
based on a Michelson interferometer

Konstantin Katamadze,1 Anna Romanova,1, ∗ Denis Chupakhin,1 Alexander Pashchenko,1 and Sergei Kulik1

1Quantum Technology Centre, Faculty of Physics,
Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia

(Dated: September 17, 2024)

Broadband correlated photon pairs (biphotons) are valuable in quantum metrology, but current
generation methods either involve complex nonlinear structures or lack sufficient bandwidth and
brightness. In this work, we theoretically describe and experimentally demonstrate a novel technique
for generation of a bright collinear biphoton field with a broad spectrum, achieved by using a tightly
focused pump in a bulk nonlinear crystal. As the most straightforward application of the source, we
employ Michelson interferometer-based quantum optical coherence tomography (QOCT). Utilizing
the source enables the demonstration of record resolution and dispersion cancellation for this QOCT
scheme.

I. INTRODUCTION

Correlated photon pairs (biphotons) obtained through
spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC) [1] are
one of the primary tools in quantum optics. The key
role is played by time correlations between the photons
of a pair, which become stronger the broader the spec-
trum of the biphoton field. A comprehensive review [2]
details various implementations of broadband biphotons.
Some are based on spatially homogeneous nonlinear me-
dia, where bandwidth is limited by phase matching and
dispersion relations [3–10]. Others use inhomogeneous
media, where phase matching conditions vary, allowing
broader bandwidth limited by spatial modulation range
only [11–18]. Achieving a biphoton field with a band-
width up to 150-200 THz is feasible with these tech-
niques. However, achieving higher values is challenging
because, in all the mentioned approaches (with the ex-
ception of [8]), spectral broadening is inherently linked to
a decrease in spectral intensity. In the best-case scenario,
integral intensity may be conserved, but this is typically
divergent from real experimental conditions.

Broadband biphotons find applications in diverse
quantum metrological problems. Examples include
quantum clock synchronization [19–23], two-photon mi-
croscopy [24–26], two-photon spectroscopy [27–29]. An-
other notable and straightforward application is quan-
tum optical coherence tomography (QOCT) [30], which
extends the capabilities of classical optical coherence to-
mography (OCT) [31]. Early OCT systems employed a
broadband light source and a Michelson interferometer
(MI), with one arm serving as a scanning reference and
the other containing the test sample. Despite advance-
ments in OCT’s accuracy through intricate experimental
designs and sophisticated data analysis, challenges per-
sist, particularly in addressing limited scanning depth
and resolution for highly dispersive samples.
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A quantum version of OCT utilizes entangled photon
pairs and the Hong-Ou-Mandel effect. This method,
being dispersion-tolerant, offers double the resolution,
reaching record values [32]. The initial hurdle was the
requirement for a bright broadband biphoton source, typ-
ically produced by non-collinear or type-II SPDC. How-
ever, further research showed that QOCT could also be
achieved using a brighter, broader, and more easily ad-
justable collinear type-I SPDC source, coupled with an
MI [33–36].

In this work, we experimentally study for the first time
a novel biphoton broadening technique based on tightly
focusing the pump and target modes [37], and apply it to
MI-based QOCT. Ideally, this broadening approach pre-
serves spectral intensity, leading to an increase in integral
intensity with a broader spectral bandwidth.

The article unfolds as follows. In Section II, we provide
a theoretical description of the source’s operation and de-
tail its experimental implementation. Section III delves
into the theoretical and laboratory aspects of the inter-
ferometer designed for QOCT. Finally, in Section IV, we
present and discuss the experimental results of QOCT
experiments.

II. BRIGHT SOURCE OF BROADBAND
BIPHOTON FIELD

A. Theory

A comprehensive theoretical description of our bipho-
ton source can be found in [37]. Similar to the listed tech-
niques [3–18], we employ SPDC process as a biphoton
source. SPDC involves the decay of pump (p) photons
into pairs of signal (s) and idler (i) photons, satisfying
energy conservation and phase-matching conditions:

ωs + ωi − ωp = 0, (1)
k⃗s + k⃗i − k⃗p = ∆⃗k, (2)

where ωp,s,i are frequencies, kp,s,i are wave vectors, and
∆⃗k is a phase mismatch, typically ≲ the inverse nonlinear
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FIG. 1: Experimental setup. a) Broadband biphoton
source: L – crystal length, W – modes waist, Θp –

pump walk-off angle, L1, L2 – lenses. b) QOCT
Michelson interferometer: BS – beam splitter, DM –

longpass dichroic mirror splitting biphotons at 1000 nm,
M1 – reference mirror, M2 – sample mirror, standing on
the piezo-translator which is attached to a mechanical
translator, D1, D2 – single-photon detectors (SPD),

based on Si avalanche photodiodes (APD) Laser
components COUNT NIR, D3 – SPD, based on InGaAs

APD (MPD PDM–IR).

media length 1/L.

Since our biphoton source interfaces with an interfer-
ometer, our focus is on the photon pair rate in a single
spatial target mode, filterable by a single-mode fiber. We
assume a Gaussian profile for the pump, signal, and idler

modes propagating along the z-axis (top inset in Fig. 1a):

E⃗j(r⃗, t) = 1
2

[
E⃗jgj(r⃗) e−iωjt + c.c.

]
,

where gj(r⃗) = eikjz e
− x2+(y−Θj z)2

W 2
j , j = p, s, i.

(3)

Here, E⃗j is a field amplitude, Θj is a walk-off angle, and
Wj is a beam waist. Diffraction terms are omitted under
the assumption that the Rayleigh length is significantly
larger than other longitudinal scales of the system. Ac-
cording to [38], the photon pair rate in the selected signal
and idler modes can be calculated using a mode overlap
integral:

R = 8d2P

π6W 2
p W 2

s W 2
i c3

ωsωi
npnsni

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

×
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ +∞

−∞
dxdy

∫ L/2

−L/2
dzgp(r⃗)g∗

s (r⃗)g∗
i (r⃗)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

, (4)

where d is an effective second-order nonlinear suscepti-
bility, np, ns, ni are refractive indices for the pump,
signal, and idler modes, c is the speed of light, and
P = cϵ0npπW 2

p (|Ep| /2)2 is the pump power.
Considering a collinear e-oo type-I phase matching,

i.e., Θs = Θi = 0, and assuming equal waists for sim-
plicity (Wp = Ws = Wi = W ), we focus on a low-waist
case where an effective overlap length Leff = W/Θp ≪ L.
Thus, in (4), we can integrate over z from −∞ to +∞.
After evaluating the integral, we obtain:

R = 4d2Pωsωi
3π3c3ϵ0npnsniΘ2

p︸ ︷︷ ︸
S0

∫
e−3(∆k(ωs)Leff/2)2

dωs
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Bω

. (5)

Here, the factor S0 represents the spectral coincidence
rate, which is independent of the beam waist W and
crystal length L. The factor Bω defines the integral spec-
tral bandwidth and depends on the effective interaction
length Leff instead of L. As a result, both the total rate
R and the bandwidth Bω are proportional to 1/

√
W .

Note that the spectral shape defined by the function
e−3(∆k(ωs)Leff/2)2 is almost Gaussian and can be tailored
by the shaping of the pump and target modes. This tech-
nique can be used to increase the SPDC heralding effi-
ciency and single-photon spectral purity instead of em-
ploying complicated and non-adaptive non-linear domain
engineering [39–41].

For the BBO crystal pumped at 405 nm, as studied
in [37] and used in our experiment, the spectral coin-
cidence efficiency is S0/P = 125 cps

THz×mW , and the to-
tal spectral bandwidth is given by Bω = κ√

W
, where

κ = 2π × 298 THz × √
µm.

Therefore, the primary idea is to reduce the interac-
tion length Leff and compensate for a small rate through
high focusing of the pump and target modes. A similar
approach was demonstrated in [9], where authors used



3

extremely short nonlinear media, achieving a significant
biphoton rate due to high focusing. Conversely, another
biphoton broadening technique using pump focusing [4]
is based on a quite different approach and cannot provide
as extensive broadening as our technique.

B. Implementation

The schematic representation of the source is presented
in Fig. 1a. To achieve dispersion cancellation, as detailed
in [42, 43], we employed a narrowband pump laser (Top-
tica DLC DL pro HP 405) with a wavelength of 405 nm
and a bandwidth of approximately 100 kHz. The laser ra-
diation passed through a single-mode fiber and was then
tightly focused onto a 1 mm-thick nonlinear crystal (BBO
type-I). The resulting collinear degenerate biphoton field
was collimated using a parabolic mirror and passed
through a pump-blocking 450 nm longpass filter. Subse-
quently, another parabolic mirror was utilized to couple
the field into a single-mode polarization-maintaining pho-
tonic crystal fiber (NKT Photonics LMA-PM-10), cho-
sen for its ability to guide and preserve the broadband
spectrum. The biphoton field was then directed into the
Michelson interferometer, described in the next section.

The alignment of the pump and target beams was
meticulously optimized to achieve the maximum coinci-
dence count rate, measured directly after the output of
the fiber, reaching a final value of 3 kcps. The pump
power, measured in front of the crystal, was 8 mW. Post-
experiment, the crystal was removed, and the pump waist
in free space was measured as Wp = 5.7 µm.

III. INTERFEROMETER

A. Theory

A comprehensive theoretical description of biphoton
field interference in a Michelson interferometer (MI) can
be found in [34, 35, 43]. Here, we will provide the main
basis and results. Consider an input biphoton field in a
single spatial mode with the following spectral quantum
state:

|Ψin⟩ = 1√
2

∫∫
dωsdωif (ωs, ωi) â†

in (ωs) â†
in (ωi) |vac⟩ .

(6)
where f(ωs, ωi) is a spectral amplitude, approximated as
a double-Gaussian function with the two-photon spectral
distribution [44, 45] (Fig. 2):

|f(ωs, ωi)|2 = 1
πδ∆ e− (ω1−ω2)2

2∆2︸ ︷︷ ︸
Phasematching

e− (ω1+ω2−2ω0)2

2δ2︸ ︷︷ ︸
Pump

. (7)

Here, ω0 ≡ ωp/2, δ is the standard deviation (StD) of the
pump spectral distribution, and ∆ = Bω/

√
2π is related

to the phase matching bandwidth.

Now, let this field pass through an MI with a delay T
in a fixed arm and delay τ in a scanning arm (see Fig. 1b
and Fig. S1 in Supplementary [43]). The MI output is
split into two paths ending with single-photon detectors.
Measuring the coincidence count rate depending on the
MI delay τ allows obtaining an interferogram:

FIG. 2: Double-Gaussian two-photon spectral
distributions |f(ωs, ωi)|.

M(τ) = 1
16 [Mc + M0(τ) − M1(τ) + M2(τ)] , (8)

where Mc = (1 + R)2
, (9a)

M0(τ) = 2R e− (T −τ)2

2∆−2 , (9b)

M1(τ) = 4r (1 + R) e
− (T −τ)2

8∆−2
+ cos [ω0 (T − τ)] , (9c)

M2(τ) = 2R e− (T −τ)2

2δ−2 cos [2ω0 (T − τ)] . (9d)

Here ∆2
+ ≡ δ2 + ∆2 ≈ ∆2 and r2 ≡ R is a sample

reflectivity.
The total interferogram M(τ) is plotted in Fig. 3a. Its

spectrum
∣∣M̃(ω)

∣∣ in Fig. 3b contains three peaks: M̃0
centered at ω = 0 with StD ∆, M̃1 centered at ω0 with
StD ∆/2, and M̃2 centered at 2ω0 with StD δ. The cor-
responding interferogram terms are plotted in Fig. 3c.
Term M0 represents a peak with StD 1/∆, correspond-
ing to HOM-interference. Term M1 has twice the StD
and corresponds to single-photon interference. Finally,
M2 term with a 1/δ StD is equivalent to pump interfer-
ence in an MI.

The filtering of the M0 term allows achieving a res-
olution that is twice as good as that of the M1 term,
corresponding to standard OCT. Moreover, similar to
the usual HOM-based QOCT, the M0 term provides dis-
persion cancellation (see Supplementary [43] for details).
However, we observe that terms M0 and M1 can be sep-
arated only if ∆ ≪ ωp/3. Otherwise, the spectra M̃0(ω)
and M̃1(ω) overlap, and the terms cannot be well sepa-
rated anymore.
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FIG. 3: Total interferogram M(τ) (a), it’s spectrum (b)
with terms M̃0(ω), M̃1(ω), M̃2(ω) and corresponding

interferogram terms M0(τ), M1(τ), M2(τ) (c).

B. Implementation

For the basic experiment in QOCT, we constructed
the setup illustrated in Fig. 1b. Biphoton pairs were
emitted from the fiber, collimated using a parabolic mir-
ror. The beam was then split on a non-polarized beam
splitter (BS) into two channels: the sample channel and
the reference channel. The sample channel included a
mirror and an optional 2-mm wide glass plate to intro-
duce dispersion. The reference channel consisted of a
mirror mounted on a combined piezo-mechanical trans-
lator stage. The reflected beams were recombined on the
subsequent BS.

To broaden the detection bandwidth and cover both
the visible (VIS) and infrared (IR) ranges, we employed
a longpass dichroic mirror (DM) with a cut-on wave-
length λc = 1000 nm. In both channels, biphotons were
coupled with single-mode fibers using parabolic mirrors.
The visible part was further split by a fiber beam split-
ter and directed to two Si-based avalanche photodiode
(APD) detectors (Laser Components COUNT NIR), la-
beled as D1 and D2. The infrared part was directed to
an InGaAs APD detector (MPD PDM-IR), labeled as
D3. All detector outputs were connected to coincidence
circuits, enabling coincidence measurements between the
two visible-range detectors D1&D2 (VIS-VIS) and be-
tween the IR detector and both visible-range detectors:
D3&D1 and D3&D2 (IR-VIS).

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSION

Initially, we conducted a z-scan using a sample con-
sisting only of a mirror. The results are depicted in
Fig. 4a – c. In Fig. 4a, we show raw single count rate in-
terferograms for the VIS and IR channels (red and brown
curves). A small shift between their envelopes indicates
slight dispersion in either the sample or reference arm.

Raw interferograms for VIS-VIS and IR-VIS coincidences
are plotted in Fig. 4b, with the red and brown curves cor-
responding to each.

The absolute values of their Fast-Fourier Trans-
form (FFT) spectra are shown in Fig. 4c as thin curves
with the same colors. The raw spectra qualitatively
match the theory presented in Fig. 3b (see the detailed
analysis in Supplementary [43]). They exhibit three
peaks corresponding to the terms M̃0, M̃1, and M̃2, but
due to the high bandwidth, the M̃0 and M̃1 peaks are
partially overlapped. To extract the M̃0 term, we used
the spectral range 0 − ωp/3, and the range ωp/3 − 0.75ωp

for extracting the M̃1 term. To account for the spec-
tral dependencies of the detectors’ quantum efficiencies,
ηVIS(ω) and ηIR(ω), we divided the raw spectra by the
corresponding efficiency products (see details in Supple-
mentary [43]).

The processed spectrum for the M̃1 term, combined
from both VIS-VIS and IR-VIS data, is plotted as a bold
dotted curve. Its Gaussian fit, shown as a gray dashed
curve, has a bandwidth FWHMω = 2π × 136 THz, cor-
responding to a wavelength range of approximately 684–
992 nm. This bandwidth is close to the estimated theo-
retical value of

√
4 log 2

π Bω = 2π×117 THz (5), calculated
for the measured pump waist W = 5.7 µm.

Considering the spectral efficiency of the detectors and
the bandwidth of coincidence detection (detailed infor-
mation is provided in the Supplementary [43]), the reg-
istered coincidence count rate of 3 kcps suggests a total
source generation rate of 2.7 kcps

mW . The source’s spectral
generation rate of S0 ≈ 19 cps

THz×mW is about 6.6 times
smaller than the theoretical value of 125 cps

THz×mW [37].
The mismatch between the experimental and theoretical
results can be explained by various aberrations and the
wavelength dependency of the target mode waist, which
were not accounted for in the theory. However, this ef-
ficiency was sufficient to achieve a registered coincidence
count rate of about 25–30 cps

mW in the raw interferogram,
whereas previous works reported results of 2–4 cps

mW for
similar QOCT experiments [35, 46].

Similarly, we divided the coincidence spectra related to
the M̃0 term by the products of quantum efficiencies. The
result is shown in Fig. 4c as thick solid curves. Its inverse
FFT, corresponding to the HOM peak with an additional
sine term M1, is shown in Fig. 4b as a blue curve. The
FWHM of its Gaussian fit (gray dashed curve), which de-
fines the QOCT resolution, was estimated to be approx-
imately 0.46 µm, slightly better than the record QOCT
resolution of 0.54 µm reported in [46]. This value is con-
sistent with the value 2 log(2)c/FWHMω = 0.49 µm, cor-
responding to the measured spectral bandwidth.

We processed the single count rate interferograms in a
similar manner, and the results are plotted in Fig. 4a as
a blue curve. The FWHM of its Gaussian envelope (gray
dashed curve), which defines the classical OCT resolu-
tion, was estimated to be 1.19 µm. This is more than
twice the QOCT resolution due to the presence of slight
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FIG. 4: Experimental results. a) Interferograms in single count rate; the red curve refers to the raw data for
wavelengths 400 − 1000 nm (VIS), registered by Si APD detectors, the brown curve refers to the raw data for

wavelengths 1000 − 1500 nm (IR), registered by InGaAs APD detectors, the blue curve refers to the processed data
where detection efficiency is taken into account and signals are summed, and the grey dotted curve corresponds to

the Gaussian approximation of the processed data. b) Interferograms in coincidence count rate; the red curve refers
to the coincidences between two Si APDs (VIS-VIS), the brown curve shows coincidences between Si and InGaAs
APDs (IR-VIS), the blue curve shows the processed data, and the grey dashed curve corresponds to the Gaussian
fit. c) Coincidence spectra (absolute values of the Fast-Fourier Transform, FFT): the red thin line represents the

raw VIS-VIS coincidence spectra, the brown thin line shows the spectrum of the raw IR-VIS coincidences, the bold
red and brown solid lines correspond to the processed data used to extract the HOM term M0, the dotted red and
brown lines represent the processed spectrum used to extract the M̃1 term, and the grey dashed curve shows its

Gaussian fit. d) Interferograms in single count rate with dispersive media; the red curve refers to the raw VIS data,
the brown curve refers to the raw IR data, and the blue curve refers to the processed data. e) Interferograms in

coincidence count rate with dispersive media; the red curve refers to the raw VIS-VIS data, the brown curve refers to
the raw IR-VIS data, the blue curve refers to the processed data, and the grey dashed line refers to the Gaussian fit.
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dispersion.

As a second step, we conducted a z-scan using a sample
consisting of a mirror and a 2-mm glass plate, which in-
troduces dispersion. The results are depicted in Fig. 4d–
e. The single-photon count rate interferograms (Fig. 4d)
show well-separated IR and VIS terms due to disper-
sion. The dispersion-induced broadening was significant
enough that a single scan couldn’t cover the interference
pattern range, requiring two scans to estimate the band-
width (≈ 50 µm).

The raw coincidence interferograms and the filtered
HOM term, accounting for detector efficiencies, are
shown in Fig. 4e. The obtained resolution under such sig-
nificant dispersion was 0.94 µm, which is 50 times better
than the OCT resolution but still twice as large as the
QOCT resolution without dispersion. The non-ideal dis-
persion cancellation can be attributed to the influence of
higher-order dispersion.

V. CONCLUSION

We have introduced a cost-effective technique for gen-
erating a bright (2.7 kcps/mW pair generation rate) and
broadband (136 THz bandwidth) biphoton field using a
bulk nonlinear crystal with tight pump beam focusing.
Demonstrating both theoretical insights and experimen-
tal validation, we applied this technique to quantum opti-
cal coherence tomography (QOCT), achieving an impres-
sive axial resolution of 0.46 µm, comparable to the record
results reported in [32]. Significantly, we have demon-
strated for the first time that Michelson interferometer-
based QOCT exhibits dispersion cancellation, analogous
to that observed in traditional Hong-Ou-Mandel-based
implementations, resulting in at least a 50-fold improve-
ment in resolution compared to classical Optical Coher-
ence Tomography technique. Furthermore, our results
suggest that the achieved QOCT resolution is limited
by interferogram filtering procedures, indicating poten-
tial for further enhancement through the exploration
of advanced filtering methods or modified interference
schemes.
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Broadband biphoton source for quantum optical coherence tomography
based on a Michelson interferometer: supplemental material

I. BIPHOTON INTERFERENCE IN A MICHELSON INTERFEROMETER

A. Main description

We describe the interferometer following the works [1–3]. Consider a Michelson interferometer, as illustrated in
Fig. S1. It comprises a 50/50 beam splitter, a reflective sample, and a mirror in a reference channel. It connects four
input and four output optical modes. Photon creation operators in these modes are denoted as â†

in, â†
out, b̂†

in, b̂†
out, ĉ†

in,
ĉ†

out, d̂†
in, d̂†

out. The beam splitter connects these operators as follows:
(

â†
in

b̂†
in

)
= 1√

2

(
1 i
i 1

)(
d̂†

in
ĉ†

in

)
,

(
ĉ†

out
d̂†

out

)
= 1√

2

(
1 −i
−i 1

)(
â†

out
b̂†

out

)
. (1)

Denote the sample response function as H(ω) and delay in the reference channel as τ . Then input and output modes
are connected as follows:

(
ĉ†

in
d̂†

in

)
=
(

ei ωτ 0
0 H (ω)

)(
ĉ†

out
d̂†

out

)
. (2)

Combining equations (1) and (2), we obtain:

â†
in = 1

2
(
H (ω) + ei ωτ

)
â†

out + i
2
(
H (ω) − ei ωτ

)
b̂†

out. (3)

Consider an input collinear biphoton state:

|Ψin⟩ = 1√
2

∫∫
dωsdωif (ωs, ωi) â†

in (ωs) â†
in (ωi) |vac⟩ , (4)

where f (ωs, ωi) is a spectral amplitude. Assume it is symmetrical, so that f (ωs, ωi) = f (ωi, ωs), which is true for
type-I SPDC.

FIG. S1. Michelson Interferometer
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Substituting (3) into (4) we obtain

|Ψout⟩ = − 1
4
√

2

∫∫
dωsdωifout (ωs, ωi) b̂†

out(ωs)b̂†
out(ωi) |vac⟩ + · · · (5)

where

fout (ωs, ωi) ≡ f (ωs, ωi)
[
H(ωs) − ei ωsτ

] [
H(ωi) − ei ωiτ

]
(6)

Here we are interested only in the term where we have two photons in the output mode b because we consider the
detector realising projection on the two-photon state:

|ΨM (ω1, ω2)⟩ = 1√
2

b̂†
out (ω1) b̂†

out (ω2) |vac⟩ . (7)

Therefore the probability to register two photons, depending on the delay in the reference channel (two-photon
interferogram) is given by:

M (τ) =
∫∫

dω1dω2S (ω1, ω2) , where S (ω1, ω2) ≡ |⟨ΨM (ω1, ω2) |Ψout⟩|2. (8)

The projection is given by

⟨ΨM (ω1, ω2) |Ψout⟩ = [fout (ω1, ω2) + fout (ω2, ω1)]

= 1
4f (ω1, ω2)

[
H(ω1) − ei ω1τ

] [
H(ω2) − ei ω2τ

]
. (9)

Let’s make a change of variables: ω1 = ω0 + ν1, ω2 = ω0 + ν2, where ω0 ≡ ωp/2 – half of the pump frequency. In
this case, we have

∣∣∣
[
H(ω0 + ν1) − ei(ω0+ν1)τ

] [
H(ω0 + ν2) − ei(ω0+ν2)τ

]∣∣∣
2

= Kc + K0 − K1 + K2, (10)

where

Kc ≡
(

|H(ω0 + ν1)|2 + 1
)(

|H(ω0 + ν2)|2 + 1
)

, (11a)

K0 ≡2 Re
[
e− i(ν1−ν2)τ H(ω0 + ν1)H∗(ω0 + ν2)

]
, (11b)

K1 ≡2 Re
[
e− i ω0τ e− i ν1τ H(ω0 + ν1)

(
|H(ω0 + ν2)|2 + 1

)]
+

2 Re
[
e− i ω0τ e− i ν2τ H(ω0 + ν2)

(
|H(ω0 + ν1)|2 + 1

)]
, (11c)

K2 ≡2 Re
[
e−2 i ω0τ e− i(ν1+ν2)τ H(ω0 + ν1)H(ω0 + ν2)

]
. (11d)

Therefore the final interferogram consists of four terms:

16M(τ) = M (M)
c + M0(τ) − M1(τ) + M2(τ), (12)

where

Mc =
∫∫

dν1dν2|f (ω0 + ν1, ω0 + ν2)|2K(M)
c − Constant, (13a)

M0(τ) =
∫∫

dν1dν2|f (ω0 + ν1, ω0 + ν2)|2K0 − HOM peak, (13b)

M1(τ) =
∫∫

dν1dν2|f (ω0 + ν1, ω0 + ν2)|2K1 − Single-photon interference, (13c)

M2(τ) =
∫∫

dν1dν2|f (ω0 + ν1, ω0 + ν2)|2K2 − Pump interference. (13d)
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FIG. S2. Two-photon spectral distributions |f(ωs, ωi)| for degenerate (a) and non-degenerate (b) cases.

B. Examples

In this section, we explore two types of two-photon spectral distributions |f(ωs, ωi)|: degenerate and non-degenerate.
Additionally, we examine two types of sample response functions H(ω): one without dispersion and another with
dispersion.

1. Degenerate SPDC, without Dispersion

We first consider a normalized double-Gaussian two-photon spectrum for degenerate SPDC, visualized in Fig. S2a
[4, 5]:

|f(ωs, ωi)|2 = 1
πδ∆ exp

[
− (ω1 − ω2)2

2∆2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Phasematching

exp
[

− (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω0)2

2δ2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Pump

, (14)

where
∫

|f(ωs, ωi)|2dωsdωi = 1. Here, 2δ represents the pump bandwidth, and 2∆ is the phasematching bandwidth
(here and bellow the width of spectral and temporal distributions is defined as a double standard deviation).

Consider a single-layer sample without dispersion with the following response function:

H (ω) = rei ωT , r2 ≡ R − layer reflectivity. (15)

Here ωT = kd = nωd
c , where d is the sample thickness, n is the refractive index and c is the speed of light. So T = nd

c .
Substituting (14,15) into (13), we obtain:

Mc = (1 + R)2
, (16a)

M0(τ) = 2R exp
[

− (T − τ)2

2∆−2

]
, (16b)

M1(τ) = 4r (1 + R) exp
[

−∆2
+(T − τ)2

8

]
cos [ω0 (T − τ)] , (16c)

M2(τ) = 2R exp
[

− (T − τ)2

2δ−2

]
cos [2ω0 (T − τ)] , (16d)

where ∆2
+ = δ2 + ∆2 ≈ ∆2. The total interferogram M(τ) = 1

16 [Mc + M0(τ) − M1(τ) + M2(τ)], its terms M0(τ),
M1(τ), M2(τ) and their spectra M̃0(ω), M̃1(ω), M̃2(ω) are plotted in Fig. S3a. Notice that all the terms are spectrally
separated: M̃0(ω) centered at ω = 0 with a bandwidth 2∆, M̃1(ω) centered at ω = ω0 = ωp/2 with a bandwidth ∆,
M̃2(ω) centered at ω = 2ω0 = ωp with a bandwidth 2δ. Thus, each term can be filtered. Term M0(τ) corresponds to
HOM interference and has a temporal width 2/∆, M1(τ) corresponds to single-photon Michelson interference and has
a width 4/∆ and M2(τ) corresponds to double-photon (pump) Michelson interference and has a width 2/δ. Therefore,
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filtering the M0 term one can achieve twice the resolution compared to M1, which corresponds to standard OCT.
However, it is observed that the terms M0 and M1 can be separated effectively only if ∆ ≪ ωp/3. Otherwise, the
spectra M̃0(ω) and M̃1(ω) overlap, and the terms cannot be well-separated anymore.

2. Non-degenerate SPDC, without Dispersion

Consider now the case of non-degenerate SPDC with the following two-photon spectral distribution, illustrated in
Fig. S2b:

|f(ωs, ωi)|2 = 1
2πδ∆

(
exp

[
− (ω1 − ω2 − 2Ω)2

2∆2

]
+ exp

[
− (ω1 − ω2 + 2Ω)2

2∆2

])

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Phasematching

×

exp
[

− (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω0)2

2δ2

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Pump

.

(17)

Here, Ω is a frequency detuning of the central frequencies. Such a distribution can be obtained directly through phase
matching tuning or due to postselection by placing some filters before the detectors. In our experiment, measuring
coincidences between Si and InGaAs APDs resulted in spectral response functions shifted from the central frequency
ω0, equivalent to postselecting a biphoton field with a non-degenerate spectrum.

FIG. S3. Full interferograms M(τ), their spectra
∣∣M̃(ω)

∣∣, different spectral components M̃0(ω), M̃1(ω), M̃2(ω) and correspond-
ing interferogram terms M0(τ), M1(τ), M2(τ) for degenerate and non-degenerate two-photon spectral distributions |f(ωs, ωi)|
and for two cases of sample response functions H(ω): with and without optical dispersion.
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Consider again the single-layer refractive sample without dispersion (15). Substituting (14,15) into (13), we obtain:

Mc = (1 + R)2 (18a)

M0(τ) = 2R exp
[

− (T − τ)2

2∆−2

]
cos [2Ω (T − τ)] (18b)

M1(τ) = 4r (1 + R) exp
[

−∆2
+(T − τ)2

8

]
cos [ω0 (T − τ)] cos [Ω (T − τ)] (18c)

M2(τ) = 2R exp
[

− (T − τ)2

2δ−2

]
cos [2ω0 (T − τ)] . (18d)

The total interferogram M(τ), it’s terms M0(τ), M1(τ), M2(τ) and their spectra M̃0(ω), M̃1(ω), M̃2(ω) are plotted
in Fig. S3b. All the terms again can be spectrally separated: M̃0 has a broadband peak (2∆ bandwidth) centered at
2Ω, M̃1 has two peaks (∆ bandwidth) centered at ωp/2 ± Ω, and M̃2 has a narrowband peak (2δ bandwidth) centered
at ωp. Again, M0(τ) interferogram term is two times narrower than the standard OCT term M1(τ), and it can be
spectrally filtered if 2Ω + ∆ ≪ ωp/3.

3. Degenerate SPDC, with Dispersion

Consider the sample with dispersion, where the phase shift kd = n(ω)ωd
c . The refractive index dispersion can be

described as n = n0 + η (ω − ω0), where n0 ≡ n(ω0) and η ≡ ∂n
∂ω

∣∣
ω0

. So the phase shift can be expressed as

kd = d

c
[n0 + η (ω − ω0)] ω = d

c
(n0 + ηω0)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
T

ω + d

c
η

︸︷︷︸
κ

(ω − ω0)2 − d

c
ηω2

0
︸ ︷︷ ︸
const

. (19)

Omiting the last constant term, we have the following sample response function:

H (ω) = rei[ωT +κ(ω−ω0)2], r2 = R, κ = d

c

∂n

∂ω

∣∣∣∣
ω0

. (20)

Assume first that the input biphoton field has a degenerate spectral distribution (14). Then, by substituting (14,20)
into (13), we obtain:

Mc = (1 + R)2
, (21a)

M0(τ) = 2R√
1 + δ2∆2κ2

exp
(

− ∆2(T − τ)2

2 + 2δ2∆2κ2

)
, (21b)

M1(τ) = − 4
√

2r(R + 1)
4
√

∆4
+κ2 + 4

exp
(

− ∆2
+(T − τ)2

2
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
)
)

×

cos
(

ω0(T − τ) − ∆4
+κ(T − τ)2

4
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
) − 1

2 arg
(
2 − i ∆2

+κ
)
)

, (21c)

M2(τ) =R

2 exp
(

−δ2(T − τ)2

2δ4κ2 + 2

)
Re
{exp

(
2 i ω0(T − τ) − i δ4κ(T −τ)2

2(δ4κ2+1)

)

√
(δ2(−κ) − i) (∆2κ + i)

×

4 + 2erf




√
(1−i δ2κ)(∆2κ+i)

δ2(4∆2κ+2 i)+2 i ∆2 δ2 (∆2κ + i
)

(T − τ)
(δ2κ + i) (∆2κ + i)





}

, (21d)

where erf is the error function. Looking at the term M0, by comparing (21b) and (16b), one can note that dispersion
leads to an increase in the width of M0(τ) by a factor of 1 + δ2∆2κ2. Therefore, similar to conventional HOM-
interferometer-based QOCT [6], the dispersion cancellation condition is δ2∆2κ2 ≪ 1. Assuming this condition, a
narrowband pump δ ≪ ∆, and significant dispersion for standard OCT κ∆2 ≫ 1, we can simplify (21):
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Mc = (1 + R)2
, (22a)

M0(τ) =2R exp
(

−∆2(T − τ)2

2∆−2

)
, (22b)

M1(τ) = − 8r(R + 1)
∆

√
2κ

exp
(

− (T − τ)2

2∆2κ2

)
cos
[
ω0(T − τ) − (T − τ)2

4κ
+ π

4

]
, (22c)

M2(τ) = 2R

∆
√

κ
exp

(
− (T − τ)2

2δ−2

)
cos
[
2ω0(T − τ) − δ4κ(T − τ)2

2 + π

4

]
. (22d)

The total interferogram, its terms, and their spectra are plotted in Fig. S3c. The spectra
∣∣M̃(ω)

∣∣ look similar to
the case without dispersion (Fig. S3a). All the peak centers and bandwidths are the same, but the M̃1 peak is ∆

√
κ

times lower. Corresponding interferogram terms M0 and M2 looks similar to Fig. S3a; just the amplitude of the M2
term is ∆

√
κ times smaller. However, the M1 term related to standard OCT is not Fourier-limited anymore, and its

width is limited by dispersion and equals 2κ∆. So, if ∆ ≪ ωp/3, one can separate the M0 term and obtain dispersion
cancellation for MI-based QOCT.

4. Non-degenerate SPDC, with Dispersion

Finally, consider the combination of a non-degenerate input biphoton field (17) and a dispersive sample (20). By
substituting (17,20) into (13), we obtain:

Mc = (1 + R)2
, (23a)

M0(τ) = 2R√
1 + δ2∆2κ2

exp
(

−4δ2κ2Ω2 + ∆2(T − τ)2

2 + 2δ2∆2κ2

)
cos
(

2Ω(T − τ)
1 + δ2∆2κ2

)
(23b)

M1(τ) = − 2
√

2r(R + 1)
4
√

∆4
+κ2 + 4

{
exp

(
−∆2

+(T − τ + 2κΩ)2

2
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
)

)
×

cos
(

ω0(T − τ) + 4Ω(T − τ)
∆4

+κ2 + 4 − ∆4
+κ(T − τ)2

4
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
) + 4κΩ2

∆4
+κ2 + 4 − 1

2 arg
(
2 − i ∆2

+κ
)
)

+

exp
(

−∆2
+(T − τ − 2κΩ)2

2
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
)

)
×

cos
(

ω0(T − τ) − 4Ω(T − τ)
∆4

+κ2 + 4 + 4κΩ2

∆4
+κ2 + 4 − ∆4

+κ(T − τ)2

4
(
∆4

+κ2 + 4
) − 1

2 arg
(
2 − i ∆2

+κ
)
)}

, (23c)

M2(τ) =R

2 exp
(

− ∆2κ2Ω2

2∆4κ2 + 2 − δ2(T − τ)2

2δ4κ2 + 2

)
×

Re
{exp

(
2 i ω0(T − τ) − i δ4κ(T −τ)2

2(δ4κ2+1) + 2 i κΩ2

∆4κ2+1

)

√
(δ2(−κ) − i) (∆2κ + i)

×

4 + 2erf




√
(1−i δ2κ)(∆2κ+i)

δ2(4∆2κ+2 i)+2 i ∆2

(
2Ω + δ2 ((∆2κ + i

)
(T − τ) − 2 i κΩ

))

(δ2κ + i) (∆2κ + i)





}

. (23d)
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Again, considering the assumptions of dispersion cancellation δ2∆2κ2 ≪ 1, a narrowband pump δ ≪ ∆ ∼ Ω, and
dispersion significance κ∆2 ≫ 1, we simplify (23):

Mc = (1 + R)2
, (24a)

M0(τ) =2R exp
[

− (T − τ)2

2∆−2

]
cos [2Ω(T − τ)] , (24b)

M1(τ) = − 2
√

2r(1 + R)
∆

√
κ

(
exp

[
− (T − τ + 2κΩ)2

2κ2∆2

]
+ exp

[
− (T − τ − 2κΩ)2

2κ2∆2

])
×

cos
[

ω0 (T − τ) − (T − τ)2

4κ
+ π

4

]
, (24c)

M2(τ) = 2R2

∆
√

κ
exp

[
−2Ω2

∆2

]
exp

[
− (T − τ)2

2δ−2

]
cos
[
2ω0 (T − τ) + π

4

]
. (24d)

The total interferogram, its terms, and their spectra are plotted in Fig. S3d. Again, the spectra
∣∣M̃(ω)

∣∣ look similar
to the case without dispersion (Fig. S3b). Corresponding interferogram terms M0 and M2 also resemble the structure
shown in Fig. S3a. However, the amplitude of the M2 term is ∆

√
κ exp

{
2Ω2/∆2} times smaller. The M1 term is

again not Fourier-limited. Its envelope exhibits two peaks located at ±2κΩ with an equal width 2κ∆. Therefore,
even for the non-degenerate case, one can separate one can separate the M0 term and achieve dispersion cancellation
under the condition 2Ω + ∆ ≪ ωp/3.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DATA PROCESSING

A. Interferogram processing

To process the coincidence interferograms without dispersion, presented in Fig. 4b of the main text, to select the
M0 and M1 terms and to account for detection efficiencies, we calculated their Fast-Fourier Transform (FFT). The
absolute values of the obtained spectra are shown in Figure S4 and in Fig. 4c of the main text.

The red curve (VIS-VIS) represents the coincidences between two visible detectors (Laser Components COUNT
NIR) and corresponds to the degenerate case (Fig. S3a), while the brown curve (IR-VIS) represents the coincidences
between visible and infrared (MPD PDM-IR) detectors and corresponds to the non-degenerate case (Fig. S3b).

Both the VIS-VIS and IR-VIS spectra exhibit a peak at ωp, corresponding to the M̃2 term.
The VIS-VIS spectrum exhibits a broadband peak centered at ωp/2, corresponding to the M̃1 term, equivalent to

single-photon interference in a Michelson Interferometer (MI). In the case of IR-VIS coincidence detection, which is
equivalent to selecting a non-degenerate part of the biphoton spectrum, the M̃1 term is represented by two peaks
(consistent with Fig. S3b). These peaks are separated from the VIS-VIS M̃1 peak by the frequency ωc ≡ ωp/2 − ∆c,
corresponding to the dichroic mirror cut-off wavelength λc = 1 µm and its conjugate frequency ωp/2 + ∆c.

Finally, the VIS-VIS interferogram exhibits a peak centered at zero frequency, corresponding to the Hong-Ou-
Mandel (HOM) peak, M̃0. The same term is represented in the IR-VIS interferogram as a shifted peak (also in
agreement with Fig. S3b), separated from the VIS-VIS M̃0 peak by the frequency 2∆c.

To account for detection efficiency, we use the data provided by the manufacturers of our detectors (Laser Compo-
nents COUNT NIR and MPD PDM-IR), shown in Fig. S5.

To separate different spectral terms and isolate the impacts from different detectors, we divide the entire spectral
range into five zones, presented in Table I. Since the terms M̃0 (zones 1, 2) and M̃1 (zones 3–5) are partially overlapped,
we separate them by the frequency ωp/3. The right limit of zone 5, ωp − ωlim, is defined by the right limit of the
available data for the IR detection efficiency, λlim = 1650 nm.

The data in each frequency zone are normalized by the efficiency correction terms listed in the fifth column of
Table I. Note that the correction terms for VIS-VIS coincidences have an additional factor of 1/2, since in half of all
cases, two visible photons go to the same detector and contribute nothing to the coincidences.

The processed M̃1 term, presented in Fig. 4c with a bold dotted curve, combines the normalized VIS-VIS spectrum
from zone 4 and the normalized IR-VIS spectra from zones 3 and 5.

The processed M̃0 term, presented in Fig. 4c with a bold solid curve, combines the normalized VIS-VIS spectrum
from zone 1 and the normalized IR-VIS spectrum from zone 2. Its inverse FFT gives the processed interferogram,
shown in Fig. 4b as a blue curve.
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FIG. S4.

FIG. S5. Detection efficiency of Laser Components COUNT NIR (red curve) and MPD PDM-IR (brown curve)

The coincidence interferograms with dispersion, presented in Fig. 4e, were processed in the same way.
For single counts, we also calculate FFT spectra of raw interferograms, divide the data for the visible and IR

detectors by their corresponding efficiencies, combine the data from the IR detector for ω < ωc with the data from
the VIS detector for ω > ωc, and then calculate the inverse FFT to obtain a corrected interferogram, presented by
blue curve in Fig. 4a,d.

B. Generation efficiency estimation

The coincidence count rate measured with two visible detectors before the entrance of the interferometer (without
any filters) was Rdetected = 3 kcps for a pump power of P = 8 mW.

The losses caused by the VIS detectors’ quantum efficiency can be estimated as follows. Consider the processed
data for the MI-term M̃1, combined from both the VIS-VIS and IR-VIS normalized spectra, shown in Fig. 4c with a
bold dotted curve. Its integral over ω is proportional to the generated coincidence rate Rgenerated. To account for the
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TABLE I. Coincidences efficiency calibration.
Zone Term Frequency range Data taken for correction Efficiency correction

1 M̃0 0 < ω < 2∆c VIS-VIS 1
2 × ηVIS

(
ωp+ω

2

)
ηVIS

(
ωp−ω

2

)

2 M̃0 2∆c < ω <
ωp
3 IR-VIS ηVIS

(
ωp+ω

2

)
ηIR
(

ωp−ω

2

)

3 M̃1
ωp
3 < ω <

ωp
2 − ∆c IR-VIS ηIR(ω) ηVIS(ωp − ω)

4 M̃1
ωp
2 − ∆c < ω <

ωp
2 + ∆c VIS-VIS 1

2 × ηVIS(ω) ηVIS(ωp − ω)

5 M̃1
ωp
2 + ∆c < ω <

3ωp
4 IR-VIS ηVIS(ω) ηIR(ωp − ω)

VIS detector efficiency, we multiply M̃1 by the normalization factor presented in Table I, and its integral over ω is
proportional to the detected coincidence rate Rdetected.

Therefore, the source efficiency is estimated as:

Rgenerated
P

= 2
∫

M̃1(ω)dω∫
M̃1(ω)ηVIS(ω) ηVIS(ωp − ω)dω

Rdetected
P

≈ 2.7 kcps
mW . (25)

To estimate the source’s spectral coincidence efficiency S0/P , we divide the obtained value of the source efficiency
Rgenerated/P by the integral bandwidth Bω =

√
π

4 log 2 FWHMω = 2π × 145 THz:

S0
P

= Rgenerated
BωP

≈ 19 cps
THz × mW . (26)

Here and throughout the text, we use the following relations between different bandwidth measures for a Gaussian
peak:

Gaussian function = exp
(

− x2

2∆2

)
, (27a)

Standard deviation (STD) = ∆, (27b)

Full width half maximum (FWHM) =
√

8 log 2∆ =
√

4 log 2
π

B, (27c)

Integral bandwidth B =
√

2π∆ =
√

π

4 log 2 FWHM. (27d)
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