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The lack of interactions between single photons prohibits direct nonlinear operations in quantum
optical circuits, representing a central obstacle in photonic quantum technologies. Here, we demon-
strate multi-mode nonlinear photonic circuits where both linear and direct nonlinear operations can
be programmed with high precision at the single-photon level. Deterministic nonlinear interaction
is realized with a tunable quantum dot embedded in a nanophotonic waveguide mediating interac-
tions between individual photons within a temporal linear optical interferometer. We demonstrate
the capability to reprogram the nonlinear photonic circuits and implement protocols where strong
nonlinearities are required, in particular for quantum simulation of anharmonic molecular dynamics,
thereby showcasing the new key functionalities enabled by our technology.

Photons are carriers of quantum information with unique
features for quantum technology: the insensitivity to
stochastic noise, the high-speed operation and ability to
realize long-distance transmission, and the manufactura-
bility of photonic circuits used for quantum-information
processing [1]. Progress in photonic quantum technolo-
gies has brought large-scale linear optical quantum pho-
tonic circuits consisting of thousands of optical compo-
nents that process tens of photons [2], to realize photonic
devices operating in computational regimes that chal-
lenge the capabilities of conventional computers for spe-
cific quantum computing tasks [3, 4]. However, the lack
of direct photon-photon interactions prohibits the non-
linear operations that enable deterministic multi-photon
entangling gates [5, 6] and near-term photonic quantum
simulators [7, 8], and currently represents a significant
challenge for developing quantum photonic devices at the
scale required for practical applications.

One approach for implementing photon nonlineari-
ties with linear optical circuits relies on measurement-
induced operations to mediate photon-photon interac-
tions [9]. This approach exploits the nonlinear nature
of quantum measurements to reproduce the desired en-
tangling operations [10]. However, because measure-
ments are intrinsically probabilistic in quantum mechan-
ics, such operations necessarily have a finite success prob-
ability, dependent on and heralded by the detection of
compatible measurement outcomes. Multiplexing tech-
niques [11, 12] and quantum error correction [13] meth-
ods can be used to turn such probabilistic operations into
near-deterministic ones or to tolerate their failures, re-
spectively, but require enormous overheads in terms of
hardware components, stringent performance and noise
requirements, and classical co-processing [14, 15]. As
a consequence, while programmable linear optical cir-

cuits have been demonstrated in large-scale quantum ex-
periments, near-deterministic nonlinear photonic circuits
have so far been elusive for all-optical approaches.

Light-matter interactions in quantum emitters repre-
sent an alternative approach to implementing optical
nonlinearities at the single-photon level [16, 17]. Because
photon-photon operations in such systems are mediated
through direct interaction with a quantum emitter, this
approach enables nonlinearities to be implemented deter-
ministically [6]. Recent experiments have demonstrated
strong photon-photon nonlinearities with quantum emit-
ters in atomic [18, 19] and solid-state systems, including
quantum dots (QDs) [20–22] and color centers [23], vali-
dating the strong potential of this approach for enabling
deterministic nonlinear photonic devices.

Here, we demonstrate a programmable nonlinear pho-
tonic quantum processor based on deterministic optical
nonlinearities embedded in a programmable linear optical
circuit. The tunable nonlinearities are implemented on a
GaAs chip through the light-matter interaction between
single photons and an InAs QD embedded in a photonic-
crystal waveguide nanostructure. These nonlinear oper-
ations are combined with programmable linear optical
circuits implemented with a temporal interferometer, al-
lowing the use of a single QD nonlinear operation at dif-
ferent times to realize multi-mode nonlinear operations.
We demonstrate separate and simultaneous programma-
bility of both linear and nonlinear operations, thereby
displaying how quantum interference and joint spectral
properties of the processed photons can be tuned with
the different linear and nonlinear control parameters of
the circuit.

By enabling reliable photon-photon nonlinearities and
entangling gates in programmable photonic circuitry,
the developed programmable nonlinear quantum pho-
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FIG. 1. Schematics of the programmable nonlinear quantum photonic circuit. a) The programmable nonlinear
photonic circuit comprises tunable QD nonlinear transformations interleaved between two controllable linear optical circuits
implemented via time-bin Mach-Zehnder interferometers that couple a pair of temporal optical modes. The photons are injected
into the circuit on the first mode and, subsequently interfere and interact via the linear and nonlinear operations, respectively.
The transmitted photons are finally recorded with pseudo-photon-number-resolution using SNSPDs. b) SEM image of the
GaAs nanophotonic device, which is used to implement the nonlinear interaction by scattering the photons off an InAs QD
embedded in a photonic crystal waveguide. Grating couplers are used for in- and out-coupling of photons from the device to
interconnect it with the linear parts of the circuit. The electric field across the QD is controlled with electrodes (highlighted
in yellow) that allow tuning of the nonlinear interaction by controlling the detuning ∆ between the QD resonance and the
incoming photons via the DC Stark effect. c) Schematic of the linear optical setup. The pair of optical modes are encoded
in the temporal degree of freedom of the photons, where the first optical mode corresponds to an early (E) time-bin and the
second to a late (L) time-bin. The linear operations are implemented in a self-stabilizing time-bin interferometer, which couples
the E and L modes and inserts a relative linear phase ϕ between the two. Photons are injected and retrieved from the GaAs
device hosted in a 1.6K cryostat, where nonlinearities are implemented by scattering off the QD at the two different times E
and L. The two temporal modes are recombined in the time-bin interferometer, where the output interference is affected by
both linear and nonlinear phases. The nonlinear interaction significantly changes the properties of the photons, as illustrated
by the theoretical joint temporal intensity (JTI) shown with (right inset) and without (left inset) nonlinear interactions for
different settings of ϕ.

tonic platform has potentially transformative applica-
tions, e.g., for synthesizing advanced photonic quan-
tum states [20, 24, 25] or realizing deterministic Bell-
state analyzers [26] and quantum optical neural net-
works [27]. We illustrate this potential by realizing
a proof-of-concept quantum simulation of anharmonic
molecular vibrational dynamics by exploiting the nat-
ural mapping of this chemistry problem to the nonlin-
ear quantum photonics platform. Our work extends
pioneering previous work based solely on linear op-
tics and probabilistic measurement-induced nonlineari-
ties [28, 29], thereby paving a way to scaling photonic
quantum devices.

Programmable linear and nonlinear photonic cir-
cuits. Fig. 1a displays the schematics of the photonic
circuit realizing programmable nonlinear photonic oper-
ations between two tunable linear interferometers. The
scheme employs temporal degrees of freedom and univer-
sal two-mode linear operations as performed with two
Mach-Zehnder interferometers implemented via a self-

stabilizing time-bin interferometer (see Fig. 1b, and Ap-
pendix A for more details). The temporal mode encoding
allows scattering from the same QD at different times
allowing to scale up to multiple modes. The photon-
photon interaction is mediated using an InAs QD, which
is embedded in a two-sided GaAs photonic crystal waveg-
uide (PCW, shown in Fig. 1b) to enhance light-matter
interactions between the incoming photons and the quan-
tum emitter (coupling strength parameter of β ≃ 88%)
[30]. To achieve this configuration, the photons emerg-
ing from the first time-bin interferometer are coupled
via a grating coupler [31] from free-space and into the
GaAs chip. After the interaction with the QD the pho-
tons are outcoupled from the chip and directed back to
the time-bin interferometer to perform the second linear
operation. Finally, after the interferometers, the pho-
tons are collected via optical fibers, demultiplexed via
fiber beam-splitters, and detected with four supercon-
ducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPDs) en-
abling pseudo-number-resolving photon counting.

We consider input states with two photons in the first
input mode, which can be implemented by sending weak-
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FIG. 2. Programmability of the linear and nonlinear photonic operations. a) Experimental normalised joint temporal
intensity data obtained via time-resolved correlation measurements of the output photons. The different columns correspond to
the different settings of the linear phase of the interferometer, while the different rows correspond to the different QD detunings
in order to control the strength of the nonlinearity. All measurements are taken with a 700 ps long input pulse. b) Measurements
of interference in the circuit for different nonlinearities. The measured probability for the output configuration |20⟩ is shown as
a function of the linear phase ϕ for different values of the detuning ∆ that controls the strength of the nonlinearity. Error bars
represent 1 standard deviation and are calculated assuming Poissonian photon statistics. c) Characterisation of the nonlinear
phase and scattering probability parameters as a function of detuning ∆. Black (purple) data represent the nonlinear phase
(scattering probability) as extracted from fitting the measured photon statistics to the nonlinear transformation model described
in the main text. Inset: representation of the detuning ∆ between the incoming photons (labeled as γ) and the QD used to
control the nonlinearity. d) Comparison of the transmission probability after the scattering process for one-photon (yellow)
and two-photon (blue) components as a function of the implemented nonlinear phase φNL. Markers are values calculated from
the experimental data, while solid lines are theoretical values modeling the experimentally characterised system parameters.
Analogue curves are also shown for the cases where scattering in a chiral or single-sided waveguide is employed (dotted purple
line, assuming a unit β), and for the optimized measurement-based linear optical scheme proposed by Sparrow et al. [28]
(dashed black line).

coherent laser pulses in the initial time-bin correspond-
ing to the first mode and condition on two photon de-
tection events at the SNSPDs. The input pulses are
created by modulating a narrowband continuous-wave
(CW) laser through a lithium niobate intensity-electro-
optic-modulator (EOM) driven by an arbitrary waveform
generator (AWG) that generates Gaussian pulses of du-
ration 300 to 700 ps at a repetition rate of 38.5 MHz,
i.e. slower than twice the temporal distance between the
two time-bins in order to populate only the first time-bin
mode. The coherent state is attenuated to n < 0.1 pho-
tons per pulse on average at the QD to suppress noise
due to multi-photon components. In- and out-coupling
from the GaAs chip is achieved with an efficiency of ap-
proximately 60%, which can readily be improved further
by optimized gratings [31] or by utilizing evanescent cou-
pling to a tapered optical fiber [32].

To program the photon-photon nonlinearities, we use
two control parameters: i) the spectral detuning ∆ be-
tween the QD resonance and the photon frequency, and
ii) the temporal bandwidth of the photons relative to the
intrinsic linewidth, σ, of the QD resonance (correspond-

ing to a lifetime 2π/σ = 311 ps for the QD used in this
work). The spectral detuning i) is tuned by controlling
the DC voltage applied to the QD, which shifts its reso-
nance due to the DC Stark effect [33]. The bandwidth ii)
is adjusted by changing the duration of the modulation
applied to the EOM via the AWG. In both cases, the in-
teraction is strongest when the pulses are resonant with
the QD and when the bandwidth of the pulses matches or
is narrower than the QD linewidth. The linear operations
are programmed by tuning the reflectivity and relative
phase of the self-stabilising temporal interferometers by
rotating the polarization in each arm of the interferom-
eter [34]. Further details on the experimental apparatus
can be found in Appendix A.

Characterisation of the linear and nonlinear oper-
ations. First, the QD detuning, pulse width and linear
phase are scanned to demonstrate the complete and si-
multaneous linear and nonlinear programmability of the
circuit. The interplay between linear and nonlinear pro-
cesses can be observed from the dynamics of the joint
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temporal intensity (JTI) of the photons which are scat-
tered in the nonlinear transformation and interfered in
the linear circuits. We probe the dynamics in time-
resolved photo-correlation measurements of the photons
emerging from the final Mach-Zehnder interferometer af-
ter the photons have scattered and interfered. Fig. 2a
displays the normalised two-photon JTI measured in the
|02⟩ configuration (both output photons in the second
mode) for different values of both the linear phase ϕ
and the nonlinearity control parameter ∆. It is observed
that, while no correlations are present in the absence of
the nonlinearities (∆ ≫ σ), they arise when the QD is
brought into resonance leading to a JTI with pronounced
correlations along the diagonal in addition to persistent
side lobes [20]. When the linear phase is scanned, the
side lobes interfere due to their emergence in the contri-
butions to the JTI from the terms where only a single
photon is present in each time-bin mode during the scat-
tering process, which we label as the |11⟩ term. The
diagonal part is mostly due to contributions from the
terms with both photons in the same mode, i.e. the |20⟩
and |02⟩ terms, and is thus not affected by ϕ.

The quantum interference patterns are also affected
by the interplay between the linear and nonlinear pa-
rameters. Fig. 2b shows the interference fringe in the
output configuration with both photons bunched in the
first mode, i.e. |20⟩, obtained when scanning the linear
phase ϕ and setting the Mach-Zehnder interferometers
to balanced beam-splitters (θ = π/2). In the absence of
nonlinearities (i.e. ∆ ≫ σ), an interference fringe visibil-
ity of 97.1% is observed (dark blue curve in Fig. 2b, see
Appendix C for details on the data analysis), which is
reduced by the nonlinear phase and amplitude contribu-
tions realized when bringing the QD into resonance. We
describe the nonlinear transformation of the scattering
process through a nonlinear phase parameter φNL and
the scattering probability ℓNL according to

|1⟩ 7→
√
η(1 − ℓNL)eiϕ |1⟩ (1)

|2⟩ 7→
√
η2ei(2ϕ+φNL) |2⟩ , (2)

where ϕ and η are the linear phase and transmission pa-
rameters, respectively and the response is truncated to
two-photon components. We note that this description
of the scattering process is a simplified parametrization
where both a Kerr-like nonlinear phase as well as the
finite overlap between the input and output spectra are
embedded in a single nonlinear phase parameter φNL (see
Appendix B 2 for details). Nevertheless, this simplified
model captures well the effects of the nonlinearities ob-
servable in our device. The nonlinear phase parameter
φNL manifests itself by reducing the visibility in the in-
terference fringes in Fig. 2b due to the nonlinear contri-
butions between the two-photon terms and the |11⟩ term.

Using this model for the nonlinear transformation, we
extract the nonlinear phase parameter φNL and nonlin-
ear scattering probability ℓNL as a function of the nonlin-
earity control parameters by modelling the experimental

photon statistics data (see Appendix B 2 for more details
on the model and analysis). Fig. 2c shows the results
as a function of detuning ∆. Equivalent results for con-
trolling the nonlinearities by tuning the bandwidth of
the photons are shown in Appendix B. From the pho-
ton statistics we can extract the applied nonlinear phase
parameters up to φNL ≃ π/4, indicating a large range
of tunability of the nonlinearities embedded within the
universal programmable two-mode linear interferometer.

The finite nonlinear scattering probability ℓNL arises
due to the scattering process being implemented in a
two-sided waveguide, where scattered photons can also
be reflected. Because the probability of having at least
one photon reflected is higher for the |1⟩ than for the |2⟩
term [30], this process results in a finite success prob-
ability, cf. Fig. 2d, which decreases when increasing
the strength of the nonlinearity. Notably the success
probability for the nonlinear approach is found to signifi-
cantly outperform that of the measurement-based scheme
based on linear optics (dashed black line in Fig. 2d) [28].
Furthermore, full deterministic operation can be read-
ily achieved by implementing either one-sided waveg-
uides [35] or chiral photon-emitter interaction [36] (dot-
ted purple line in Fig. 2d), for which a unity intrinsic
scattering success probability in the full [0, π] range is
achievable.

Photonic quantum simulation of anharmonic
molecular dynamics. In the following, we illustrate the
usability of the programamble nonlinear photonic circuits
for one exemplary application of quantum simulation of
the anharmonic molecular dynamics. First proposed in
Ref. [28], this class of quantum simulation methods ex-
ploits the equivalence between phonons evolving in the
vibrational modes of a molecule and photons evolving in
the optical modes of a photonic circuit, as depicted in
Fig. 3a. In fact, because phonons and photons are both
bosonic particles, the quantum dynamics of vibrations
in a molecule evolving under a transformation U will be
described by the same input-output statistics as a pho-
tonic system evolving through a circuit implementing an
equivalent optical transformation U . In such a mapping,
the N = 3M − 6 [37] vibrational modes of an M -atom
molecule each correspond to an optical mode in the pho-
ton circuit.

In the harmonic approximation, the system is in gen-
eral represented by N coupled harmonic oscillators, with
couplings between the vibrational modes that corre-
spond to linear operations between the associated optical
modes. The evolution of molecular quantum dynamics
in the harmonic approximation can thus be simply im-
plemented via a linear optical system: input photons are
prepared in the same state as the initial phononic state of
the molecule, and the unitary transformation U is imple-
mented by programming the linear circuit. The output
state is then analyzed via photon-detection [28]. How-
ever, the potential energy landscapes for most molecular
systems of practical interest are far from being harmonic,
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FIG. 3. Proof-of-concept quantum simulation of vibrational dynamics in H2O with a programmable nonlinear
photonic quantum circuit. a) Illustration of molecular potential of vibrational degrees of freedom that in general is an-
harmonic (depicted as solid line) i.e. a harmonic approximation (dashed line) is not sufficient. b) The quantum vibrational
dynamics of the molecule is mapped onto a photonic system by associating optical modes to vibrational modes, and single op-
tical excitations (photons) to single vibrational excitations (phonons). The associated vibrational dynamics for an anharmonic

Hamiltonian Ĥa (upper inset) can be described in the localised basis (depicted on left and right) by converting to the normal
basis (depicted in the middle) via a matrix transformation U , evolving in the normal basis for a time t, and then converting back
to the localised basis via U†. In the photonic implementation, the linear parts of the circuit perform the basis changes and the
harmonic evolution. Subsequently, the photonic nonlinear interactions (depicted as yellow boxes) implement the anharmonic
part of the evolution. c) Experimental results for the quantum simulation of the anharmonic dynamics of the H2O molecule
initialised with two photons in the same localised stretch mode. The top and bottom panels report the output occupancy for
the configurations where the excitations emerge in separate or in the same localised stretch mode, respectively. The data are
fitted to the theoretical model (solid lines), and compared also to the predictions using the harmonic approximation (dashed
lines). The data markers are color-coded according to the strength of the nonlinear phase (scale bar as inset) associated with
each evolution time step.

and higher order corrections are required to better cap-
ture relevant properties of the system.

In the mapping between vibrational and optical modes,
such higher-order corrections correspond to nonlinear
coupling terms between the modes, which in the first-
order Trotter approximation correspond to single-mode
nonlinearities embedded in between two linear optical
transformations [28]. Such a circuit is exactly what we
implement in our device, as shown in Fig. 1, where the
capability to tune both linear and nonlinear operations
enables direct implementation of the transformations cor-
responding to the anharmonic dynamics of molecules. In
particular, we simulate the anharmonic vibrational dy-
namics in the H2O (water) molecule, which has three
vibrational eigenmodes: two high-energy symmetric and
asymmetric stretch modes (shown in Fig. 3b, with more
details in Appendix E), and a low-energy bending mode,
which is uncoupled to the others. Molecules are often ex-
cited in modes localized around a single atom or chemical
bond [38, 39] and here the localized modes are repre-
sented by stretch modes of the individual left and right
H atoms, as shown in Fig. 3b. Because these localized
modes are superpositions of the stretch eigenmodes, they
are uncoupled from the bending mode, and the system
can thus be modeled by restricting to these two high-
energy vibrational modes and mapped into the two-mode
photonic device. In this way, the time evolution of the
molecular vibration dynamics of H2O including its an-
harmonic potential energy can be simulated by tuning

the linear and nonlinear parameters of the quantum pho-
tonics circuit. We consider the H2O molecule initialized
with two excitations (phonons) on the left stretch mode,
corresponding to an initial photonic state with two pho-
tons on the first optical mode. The first linear opera-
tion implements a basis transformation of the localised
modes into the vibrational eigenmodes of the molecule,
for which the evolution for a given time step is then sim-
ulated as follows. From the anharmonic eigenenergies of
the vibrational modes, whose values are reported in Ap-
pendix E, we calculate the phases accumulated during
the simulated evolution time by the configurations with
one and two excitations on each eigenmode, up to simu-
lated evolution times of 0.5 ps (see Fig. 3b). The relative
phases between configurations with a different number
of excitations in the same mode determine the nonlin-
ear phase φNL to be applied, while the relative phases
between configurations with the same number of excita-
tions correspond to the relative linear phase ϕ between
the modes [28]. We then program the detuning ∆ to
match the required nonlinear phase according to the re-
lation characterised in Fig. 2c, while the linear phase
ϕ is programmed by reconfiguring the linear time-bin
interferometers. The second interferometer transforms
the eigenmodes back to the localised modes, and pho-
ton counting at the output then provides the statistics
for the excitations in the localised modes after the evolu-
tion. The results are shown in Fig. 3c, where we report
the probabilities of the phonons in the final molecular
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state occupying different local modes (top panel) or be-
ing bunched in the same mode as the input local mode
(bottom panel). The results closely follow the theoreti-
cal evolution of the anharmonic model (solid line), which
differs significantly from the predictions within the har-
monic approximation (dashed line). The applied nonlin-
ear phase shift for each different time step is shown via
the color code of the data points. We note that the largest
differences between experiment and theory are found at
the time instances where the strongest nonlinear phase
shift is required, which originate from imperfections in
the scattering process due to a finite quantum cooperativ-
ity. Future improvements to the device include reducing
minor residual broadening processes to improve quantum
cooperativity of the QD photon-emitter interface [40] and
chiral operation in glide-plane photonic crystal waveg-
uides [41] for true deterministic operation.

Discussion. We have demonstrated a programmable
nonlinear photonic circuit with tunable nonlinearities
generated through photon-sensitive scattering with a
quantum emitter. The versatility of this technology was
tested by implementing an exemplary application - the
analog quantum simulation of vibrational quantum dy-
namics of a molecule. The implementation relies on tem-
poral encoding allowing for a highly resource-efficient re-
alization since multiple nonlinear operations are encoded
by reusing the same quantum emitter at different times.

The demonstrated capability to combine linear and
nonlinear operations in a photonic device unlocks new
opportunities for photonic quantum technologies. These
include implementing deterministic Bell-state and quan-
tum non-demolition measurements [26, 42] and determin-
istic photonic entangling gates [43], tasks that are fun-
damentally constrained in conventional linear optical ap-
proaches posing significant limitations when developing
resource-efficient photonic quantum computing architec-
tures [44, 45] or quantum repeater architectures [46]. Us-
ing nonlinear quantum photonic circuits for further scal-
ing up analog quantum simulations of vibrational dynam-
ics to complex molecular or even biological systems repre-
sents an important research direction, potentially open-
ing a route to earlier practical applications for photonic

quantum simulators. Our resource-efficient approach is
particularly appealing for scaling the nonlinear circuits
to target larger molecular systems, and low-loss time-
bin linear interferometers with hundreds of modes have
already been realised [3, 47]. Operating such nonlinear
circuits at a sufficiently large scale can potentially re-
alize quantum simulations of complex molecules with a
computational advantage over classical simulation tech-
niques. In this respect, the ability to perform direct non-
linear operations could significantly increase the compu-
tational complexity of the simulated problem, thereby
reducing the number of photons and hardware perfor-
mance requirements needed to reach the quantum ad-
vantage regime [48]. Another promising direction would
be to configure the programmable nonlinear quantum
photonic circuit as a quantum neural network [27] and
train the system to synthesize advanced quantum states
of light, e.g., multi-photon entangled graph states for
photonic quantum computing [44, 45] or one-way quan-
tum repeaters [49], or non-gaussian quantum states such
as Schrodinger cat states or GKP states for continuous-
variable quantum information processing [50, 51].

Our experiment is the first step towards unlocking such
opportunities for photonic quantum hardware using pro-
grammable nonlinear photonic circuits.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup details

In this section, we provide additional details on the functioning and characterisation of the experimental setup. A
detailed schematic of the setup is shown in Fig. A1a. It consists of the creation of weak-coherent time-bin states, linear
operations implemented through a single double-path time-bin interferometer (TBI), and a light-matter interface with
a chip hosting QDs at cryogenic temperatures to implement the nonlinearities.

1. Linear circuits via double-path time-bin interferometers

A single double-path time-bin interferometer (TBI), schematized in Fig. A1a, enables the dual task of manipulating
the excitation laser and processing the emitted signals using the two different paths. The functioning of the TBI
to generate and process time-bin states has already been described and demonstrated in previous works [34], and
we describe it here for completeness. The initial time-bin states and linear optical operations over the two time-bin
modes are performed in what we call excitation path of the interferometer, depicted in red in Fig. A1a. The second
linear operation is instead performed through the detection path, depicted in blue. The advantage of the double-path
configuration for the interferometer is to obtain self-stabilization of random phase fluctuations in the interferometer,
allowing us to avoid the need for active phase stabilization in the temporal interferometer.

Excitation path

To generate the initial weak-coherent time-bin states, we start with a narrow bandwidth continuous-wave laser
(Toptica CTL) which is then temporally modulated via a lithium niobate intensity electro-optical modulator (EOM)
driven by an arbitrary waveform generator (AWG). The AWG generates RF driving pulses with a Gaussian waveform
at a repetition rate of 38.5 MHz. These signals are sent to the EOM to modulate the laser light, resulting in the
generation of a train of optical Gaussian laser pulses with a separation of 26 ns, as illustrated in Fig. A1b. The pulses
are attenuated to create weak-coherent states so that, when reaching the QD, the average photon number per pulse
is ⟨n⟩ < 0.1.

After passing through a linear polarizer (LP1) to purify the polarization and an half-wave plate (HWP) to prepare
the light in horizontal (H) polarization, the pulses are injected into the excitation path of the TBI. This is done by
first passing the pulses through a polarizing beam splitter (PBS1), which is used to separate the input light into the
excitation path from the output light from the detection path of the TBI. In the excitation path, the evolution of the
states of light can be described as follows. The electric field at the input is given by the Jones vector

EL = φ(t)

(
1
0

)
(A1)

where φ(t) is the laser envelope function and (10) and (01) are vectors representing the orthogonal basis of horizontal
(H) and vertical (V) polarization. The TBI can be seen as an asymmetric Mach-Zehnder interferometer, with a first
50/50 beam-splitter (BS) dividing the input pulses into a short arm and a long arm with a 1.1 m length difference
corresponding to a 3 ns delay between the two arms. The pulse propagating through the short path and reflecting at
a second PBS (PBS2) generates an early excitation pulse |eL⟩. The pulse propagating through the long part is first
rotated in polarization into V by an HWP at 45◦ and then transmitted at PBS2 to generate the late excitation pulse
|lL⟩. The time-bins |eL⟩ and |lL⟩ represent the two optical temporal modes we use to encode quantum information
of the weak-coherent state. The respective electric fields are given by

EeL =
√

Tshortφ(t− tshort)

(
1
0

)
(A2)

ElL =
√

Tlonge
−iθφ(t− tlong)

(
0
1

)
(A3)

where θ is a random phase difference between the long-path and the short-path, which will be compensated when
transmitting back through the TBI in the detection path. The parameters Tshort and Tlong represent the transmission
efficiency over the short and long arm, respectively, while tlong and tshort represent their propagation time.

A controllable linear phase between the |eL⟩ and the |lL⟩ pulses is implemented by a quarter waveplate (QWP) and a
linear polarizer (LP2) on the excitation path after PBS2. The QWP converts the linearly-polarized pulses into circular



2

and LP2 selects the components with the desired relative linear phase ϕ between |eL⟩ and the |lL⟩. Consequentially,
an HWP is installed after LP2 to tune the polarization of the output lights to optimize coupling efficiency into a
polarization-maintaining fiber and to the chip hosting the QD. Taking into account all these polarization operations,
the electric field amplitudes and intensities for each time-bin mode at the output of the excitation path are given by:

EeL
out =

(
1 + i

2

)√
Tshortφ(t− tshort) (sin (ϕ) + i sin (ϕ− 2θQWP )) (A4)

ElL
out = eiθ

(
1 + i

2

)√
Tshortφ(t− tshort) (cos (ϕ) − i cos (ϕ− 2θQWP )) (A5)

IeLout =
∣∣EeL

out

∣∣2 =
Tshort

4
|φ(t− tshort)|2 (2 − cos (2ϕ) − i cos (2ϕ− 4θQWP )) (A6)

I lLout =
∣∣ElL

out

∣∣2 =
Tshort

4
|φ(t− tshort)|2 (2 + cos (2ϕ) + i cos (2ϕ− 4θQWP )) . (A7)

To balance the amplitudes of the |eL⟩ and |lL⟩ modes, the QWP is set to π/4. Experimentally, for each ϕ the QWP
and HWP are rotated to maximize the total transmission. This is done practically by blocking one arm of the TBI
and minimize the power in the fiber until fully suppressing the power by scanning the QWP. We then rotate the QWP
by π/4 and tune the HWP to maximize the power in the fiber. Repeating this process for every implemented ϕ, the
output excitation field intensity of the |eL⟩ and the |lL⟩ is independent of ϕ. The total relative phase between the
two generated time-bin modes at the output of the excitation path is then calculated as

δθ = arg
(
Eel

out

)
− arg

(
ElL

out

)
= θ + arg

(
cos (ϕ) − i cos (ϕ− 2θQWP )

sin (ϕ) + i sin (ϕ− 2θQWP )

)
= θ + 2ϕ− π/2.

(A8)

Detection path

After scattering through the QD device, the early and late time-bin pulses, which we now label as |eS⟩ and |lS⟩ to
indicate states after the scattering, are collected by a single-mode fiber and coupled to the detection path of the TBI
for the second linear optical operation. This is shown in Fig. A1a, where the detection path is depicted in blue.

A QWP and HWP are installed in front of a PBS (PBS3) at the entrance of the detection path to fix the polarization
of the signals and maximize the transmission. Afterward, an HWP is used to control the splitting ratio of the signals
divided into the short arm and the long arm of the TBI by PBS2. Once the early and late pulses are split, propagated
through the short and long arms, and interfered at the 50/50 BS, three time bins emerge, as shown in Fig. A1b.
An early-early time bin (labeled e) where the state |eS⟩ undergoes the short path and thus does not interfere with
components from |lS⟩. Similarly, a late-late time bin (labeled l) where |lS⟩ undergoes the long path and thus does
not interfere with components from |eS⟩. The middle time bin (labeled m) instead represents a component where the
state |eS⟩ undergoes the long path and interferes at the BS with the component from |lS⟩ that undergoes the short
path. After this transformation in the TBI, the two outputs from the BS are measured via pseudo-number-resolving
photo-detection by using one balanced fiber beam-splitter per mode and four SNSPDs. The output electric fields of
the signals after the TBI transformation and at the detectors are described as

Ee
a1

Ee
b1

Em
a1

Em
b1

El
a1

El
b1

 =



ηSa1 0
ηSb1e

iθ1 0

ηLa1e
i(θ2+θ′) ηSa1

ηSb1e
iθ′

ηSb1e
iθ1

0 ηLa1e
iθ2

0 ηLb1


(
EeL

out EeL
out

)
. (A9)

Here, a1 and b1 label the spatial modes associated to each SNSPD, as shown in Fig. A1a. The factors ηSa1 and ηSb1

indicate the combined efficiency of the short arm and of the detectors a1 and b1, respectively, and ηLa1 and ηLb1 are
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FIG. A1. (a) Complete schematic of the experimental setup. A free space double-pass time-bin interferometer (TBI) contains
the excitation path sketched in red line and the detection path in blue. The main body of the TBI (shaded in light blue)
comprises an asymmetric Mach-Zehnder interferometer composed of a polarized beam splitter (PBS2), a 50/50 beam splitter
(BS), a pair of mirrors and a half-waveplate (HWP) in the long path. The excitation path prepares the respective early and late
excitation pulses depicted in orange and red pulses. The pulses are then coupled to a photonic crystal waveguide embedding
QDs placed at a cryogenic temperature of 1.6K. After the nonlinear scattering at the QD, the output time-bin pulses the
early(|eS⟩)and late signal(|lS⟩) pulses are sent to the detection path of the TBI. The resulting time-bin states are illustrated
in (b) for three cases: i) the (|eS⟩) transmits the PBS2 to the short path and arrives at the BS denoted as |ee⟩, corresponding
to an early (e) time-bin. ii): The(|lS⟩) reflects into the long path and arrives at the BS denoted as |ll⟩, corresponding to a late
(l) time-bin. iii) The (|eS⟩) propagates in the long path while the (|lS⟩) to the short path, arriving at the BS spontaneously
denoted as |el⟩ and |le⟩ and corresponding to the middle (m) time-bin event. The outputs of the TBI are measured using
superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPDs). (c) and (d) report the experimental histogram registered in the
detector a1 for a linear phase of 0 and π, showing a minimum and maximum, respectively, of the interference in the m state
between the early and late time-bins, while no interference in the e and l states.

analogous parameters for the long arm. The phases θ1 and θ2 indicate the phase difference for the relevant events
of the transmitted to reflected and the reflected to transmitted at the final BS. For a standard 50/50 BS, θ1 = θ2 =
π/2. θ’ represents the phase difference between the long arm and the short arm of the detection path within the TBI.
In the absence of nonlinearities (e.g. when the QD is far detuned), for the central m time bin the intensities at two
detectors in different arms are given by

Ima1 = |Em
a1|2 = η2Sa1 + η2La1 − 2ηSa1ηLa1 sin (θ2 + θ′ − θ − 2ϕ) (A10)

Imb1 = |Em
b1|2 = η2Sb1 + η2La1 + 2ηSa1ηLa1 sin (θ1 − θ′ + θ + 2ϕ) (A11)

which present interference fringes given by

Ima1 − Imb1
Ima1 + Ib1

= −C cos (2ϕ + θ − θ′ − π

2
) (A12)

where

C =
2(ηSa1ηLa1 + ηSb1ηLb1)

η2Sb1 + η2La1 + η2Lb1 + η2Sa1

(A13)

is due to possible efficiency imbalances. These linear optical operations are thus equivalent to the time-bin operations
schematised in Fig. 1 of the main text.
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FIG. A2. The integrated intensity in the output time-bins of the TBI when verying the linear phase ϕ. (a) reports the
normalised intensity for the e and l detection window, and (b) reports them for the m detection window.
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FIG. A3. The intensity contrast between the detectors a1 and b1 for the m output time bin for different values of ϕ.

The equations above represent interference fringes appearing as a function of the controllable linear phase ϕ, as
well as of θ - θ’ which is the difference of the relative phase between the short and long arms in the TBI for the
excitation and detection paths. Since random drifts in the TBI affect the excitation path and detection path equally,
θ - θ’ remains constant, which represents the self-stabilization of our two-path TBI and allows us to avoid active phase
stabilization. Note, however, that while θ - θ’ is constant it can be non-zero, requiring initial calibration of the TBI
to characterize it. Such calibration procedure is described in the following section.

Time-bin interferometer calibration

As described in Eq. A12 in the previous section, interference fringes in the TBI interferometer appear in the central
m time-bin as a function of the implemented linear phase ϕ up to a constant offset θ − θ′ given by the difference of
the relative phases between the interferometer arms for the excitation and detection paths. Calibrating for this offset
is equivalent to characterizing the 0 phase for ϕ. Experimentally, we do it by scanning ϕ to find the phase ϕ0 that
maximally suppresses the m detection events for the detector a1, as shown in Fig. A1c. As expected, for such ϕ0 the
m detection events for the detector b1 are maximized, as shown in Fig. A1d.

We also show in Fig. A2a the intensity for the e and l time bins at the output of the TBI when scanning ϕ from the
calibrated ϕ0 with step of 10◦. As expected, the intensity remains constant as no interference is occurring. In Fig.A2b
we instead plot the intensity for the central m time-bin, for which strong interference fringed are instead observed. In
Fig. A3 we plot the associated intensity contrast between the two detectors (without any background subtraction).
A high contrast of 97.12%, which corresponds to the interference visibility, is observed at the zero phase ϕ0 ∼ 380◦.
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(a)

|in
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FIG. A4. (a) Scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of the photonic crystal waveguide device, which entails the quantum
dot implementing the nonlinear light-matter interface. (b) The device response to the applied DC voltage bias across the
membrane, which is used to program the strength of the implemented nonlinearities.

2. Nanophotonic device for the nonlinear interface with a quantum dot

Fabrication of the photonic nanostructure

An image of the designed and fabricated integrated nanodevice with a photonic crystal waveguide (PCW) and
grating couplers is shown in Fig.A4a. The device is fabricated out of a 180nm thick membrane made up of silicon-
doped n-layer, intrinsic layer, and carbon-doped p-layer from the bottom to top. Quantum dots are grown in the
middle of the membrane. A p-electrode of Cr/Au is deposited on the surface of the membrane, as shown Fig. A4a
with a false yellow color pattern, while the n-electrode of Ni/Ge/Au/Cr/Au is deposited on the buried n-layer. The
p-n electrodes create access to an external voltage source, allowing the tuning of the strength of the non-linearity by
tuning the QD resonance by an offset ∆ (see main text) via DC Stark tuning. In addition, the externally applied
electric field enables suppression of the charge noise. In Fig. A4b we report the characterised I-V curve of the sample.
The bias required for tuning the QD is between 1.2V to 1.3V where the corresponding current is sufficiently low. As
the bias voltage increases above 1.5V, the current exponentially rises to a few µA.

A pair of grating couplers with orthogonal orientations are designed to couple the photons in and out of the PCW
with high efficiency. These couplers are shallowly etched using reactive-ion etching (RIE) to obtain high photon
collection efficiency [52]. The PCW is etched deeply after the grating couplers using ICP-RIE. Finally, wet etching
employs 5% hydrofluoric acid to release the membrane [53].

Resonant transmission measurements

Resonant transmission measurements are employed to characterize QDs that are efficiently coupled and Purcell-
enhanced by the waveguide mode. The transmission intensity for CW light is given by [24]

T = 1 − β(2 − β)

(1 + 2Γd

Γ )(1 + nr
nc

)
(A14)

where the β quantifies the proportion of the light couples to the waveguide mode, defined as β =
γwg

γwg+γloss
, γwg is the

QD decay rate in the waveguide, and γloss is the decay rate of residual emission not captured by the waveguide.
Γ is obtained as γtot

2π which is the natural Fourier transform-limited linewidth at full width at half maximum
(FWHM). Γd is the pure dephasing induced by phonons, causing homogenous broadening in the QD spectrum. The
parameter nr represents the mean photon number within the QD lifetime, while nc represents the critical photon

number, given by
1+2(

Γd
Γ )

4β2 . The fraction nr

nc
quantifies the effective saturation of the QD transition. To evaluate how

well the QD couples to the waveguide mode, weak excitation of nr ≪ nc is required. Such a weak excitation is also
required when implementing strong photon-photon nonlinearities mediated by the QD. Transmission profiles with
different input powers are measured via connecting the output to a SNSPD, and are shown in Fig. A5a. The reported
optical powers are read from an external power meter before coupling into the chip, and are thus not the effective
powers reaching the QD. The resonant dips do not decrease as the input power increases from 10 nW to 100 nW.
This implies maximal power applied in the measurement remains in the weak excitation regime in this power range.
All the data in the main text and the rest of the supplementary is collected with an input power of 50 nW.
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FIG. A5. Resonant transmission intensity when (a) increasing the excitation power for a continuous wavelength (CW) laser,
and (b) changing the pulse duration at fixed power when sending pulses. In all plots, the measured data points are dots while
the solid curves are fits using a Voigt models. To display each transmission spectrum clearly, plots are sequentially shifted on
the x-axis.

power (µW) 10 20 25 50 100
σsd (MHz) 124.01± 39.18 149.88 ± 10.45 178.99± 11.46 134.30 ± 12.99 116.15 ± 21.86

TABLE A1. Spectral diffusion σsd for different input laser powers, estimated via fitting the resonant transmission spectra to a
Voigt model.

To determine β and residual spectral diffusion σsd, a Voigt fit model is applied to analyze the transmission spectrum.

The Lorentzian lineshape, characterized by ΓFWHM = (Γ+Γd)
√

1 + nr

nc
, is convolved with a Gaussian lineshape arising

from spectral diffusion induced by charge noise. Γ and Γd are obtained from the resonant fluorescence characterization
(see next section). The fittings give β ≥ 88% and the spectral diffusions shown in table A1 for different laser powers.
As expected, the spectral diffusion is power-independent in the weak excitation regime.

Pulsed laser light instead of CW laser light is used when operating the device with time-bin states. The transmission
intensity from different pulse durations is seen in Fig. A5b. The resonant dip decreases and the spectrum broadens
as the pulse duration decreases.

Resonant fluorescence measurements

Resonant fluorescence is employed to further characterise the QD device by using an excitation laser focused directly
on the QD [52] using a coherent Mira operating at a high repetition rate of 76 MHz. The laser is mode-locked to the
resonant frequency of the QD and reshaped using a 4f stretcher to excite the QD. By further controlling the excitation
laser’s polarization, a high signal-to-noise ratio is achieved, facilitating high-fidelity characterization. Time-resolved
intensity measurements yield a QD decay rate of 3.21 GHz (see Fig. A6a), corresponding to a lifetime of 311 ps,
indicating a Purcell factor of approximately 3 [54]. This corresponds to a Fourier-transform limited linewidth of 510
MHz.

Hanbury-Brown-Twiss (HBT) measurements reveal a g2(0) value of 2%, signifying that the QD produces highly pure
single photons. An unbalanced Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer, with a long arm delayed by exactly 13.15 ns, matching
the repetition rate of the coherent Mira, is employed to interfere consecutively emitted single photons, achieving an
indistinguishability of 94.8% with calibration to account for setup imperfections. The partially distinguishable emitted
photons are attributed to pure dephasing induced by acoustic phonon vibrations [55].

Appendix B: Modeling of the photon scattering process
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FIG. A6. QD characterization under pulsed resonant fluorescence. (a) The measured time-resolved intensity is reported as
orange curve and fitted to a single exponential (dashed orange line) with the deconvolution of the instrumental response function
(shown as green curve). (b) Characterisation of the single photon purity via the Hanbury Brown and Twiss (HBT) method.
Insert: zoom on the the zero-time delay area. A g2(0) value of of 2 % at π pulse excitation is observed. (c) Single photon
indistinguishability characterisation performed through an un-balanced Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer. The co-polarization
configuration coincidence curve is shown as orange while the cross-polarization coincidence correlation is plotted in green.

In this Appendix we describe the model used to describe the nonlinearities that result from the scattering of photons
through the QD in a two-way PCW. We start describing a general model using the input-output formalism, and then
proceed describing a simplified parametrization that can be used to capture the phenomenology observed in our device.

1. Review of input-output theory

The Hamiltonian governing the interaction between photon pulses and a two-level system comprises three compo-
nents i) an optical term, ii) an ’atomic’ term, and iii) the interaction between photons and the atom [16]. The optical
component of the Hamiltonian is given by

H0 =

∫ ∞

−∞
dωω

(
r†ωrω + l†ωlω

)
(B1)

where r, l are the operators for the respective right and left propagating photons with frequency of ω. The rest of the
system Hamiltonian under the rotation wave approximation scheme [16] is given by

H1 =
1

2
Ωσz +

V
√
vg

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

[
σ+ (rω + lω) + σ−

(
r†ω + l†ω

)]
(B2)

Ω is the transition frequency of the QD (two-level system), σz = 2σ+σ−−1, σ+(σ−) is the atomic transition operator,
V, Vg denotes the QD waveguide coupling constant and the photon group velocity respectively. The input photons are
coupled into the waveguide to interact with the QD using the left grating coupler, see Fig. A4a. Afterward, resulting
photons propagate in both left and right directions. Our detectors are positioned on the right side. The output state
of the one-photon state is expressed as,

⟨0|rout(p)r†in(k)|0⟩ = tkδ(k − p) (B3)

where tk = 1
2

(
(k−Ω)−i/τ
(k−Ω)+i/τ + 1

)
denotes the one-photon transmission coefficient. Here, k (p) is the frequency of the

input (output) photon, and τ is the lifetime/2 of the QD. The two-photon state is given,

⟨0|rout(p1)rout(p2)r†in(k1)r†in(k2)|0⟩ =

tk1
tk2

[δ(k1 − p1)δ(k2 − p2) + δ(k1 − p2)δ(k2 − p1)] +

i

2π
√
τ
δ(k1 + k2 − p1 − p2)sp1

sp2
(sk1

+ sk2
),

(B4)
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where sk =

√
2/τ

(k−Ω)+i/τ . The transmitted two-photon state consists of two components. The first term conserves the

energy of input-output photons pairwise. Consequently, this is comparable to the two uncorrelated photons and the
transmission efficiency is the production of the two individual single-photon transmissions. The second term conserves
the total energy of the system and creates a correlation between the two photons. This term introduces a non-linear
effect. For more details on the derivations above see [16].

The equations above are for monochromatic light. In the experiment, input photons are temporally shaped with
approximately a Gaussian profile expressed as

ϕ(ωk, σ) =
1

4
√

2πσ2
e−

(ωk−ω0)2

4σ2 (B5)

Where ωk = (k−Ω)τ . Similarly, the pulse width σ of the Gaussian spectrum is normalized to τ as well. Accordingly,
the one-photon state B3 with a Gaussian pulse input reads as

⟨0|rout(p)r†in(k)|0⟩
= tkϕ(ωk, σ)

=
1

2

(
(k − Ω) − i/τ

(k − Ω) + i/τ
+ 1

)
1

4
√

2πσ2
e−

(ωk−ω0)2

4σ2

(B6)

which indicates that the output single-photon wavepacket remains identical to the input. The amplitude is modulated
by the transmission coefficient determined by the β and the input photon frequency k.

The two-photon output state is expressed as.

⟨0|rout(p1)rout(p2)r†in(k1)r†in(k2)|0⟩

=tk1tk2ϕ(ωk1, σ)ϕ(ωk2, σ) +

∫
dωk1fB(ωk1ϕ(ωk1, σ)ϕ(ωk2 + ωp2 − ωk1, σ)

=tk1tk2
1√

2πσ2
e−

(ωk1−ω0)2

4σ2 − (ωk2−ω0)2

4σ2 +

i

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

e−
(ωk1−ω0)2

4σ2 − (ωk2+ωp2−ωk1−ω0)2

4σ2

(i + ωk2)(i + ωp2)
√

2πσ2

(
1

i + ωk1
+

1

i + ωk2 + ωp2 − ωk1

)
dωk1

(B7)

Changing both the input-photon frequency and FWHM has been shown to not only impact the single-photon trans-
mission coefficient but also adjust the correlation observed in two-photon states.

Experimental and theoretical time-resolved joint temporal intensities calculated with this model are reported in
Fig. B7 as a function of both control parameters we use to tune the strength of the implemented nonlinearities: the
QD spectral detuning ∆ and the pulse bandwidth.

2. From input-output theory to a nonlinear phase

Here we describe the mapping between the more general input-output theory and the simplified model that we use
in Eq. 1 and Eq. 2 to represent the nonlinear phenomena that we observe in our device. As described in the main
text, we will truncate our description to one- and two-photon terms. As shown in Fig. 1a), in our circuit we start
with a state |20⟩, then perform a linear operation composed of a beam-splitter and a linear phase ϕ. These linear
operations transform the state as:

|20⟩ =
1√
2
a†20 |0⟩ BS−−→ 1

2
√

2

(
â†0 + â†1

)2

|0⟩ =
1

2
√

2

(
â†20 + â†21 + 2â†0a

†
1

)
|0⟩ ,

ϕ−→ 1

2
√

2

(
â†20 ei2ϕ + â†21 + 2â†0â

†
1e

iϕ
)
|0⟩ .

(B8)

After this initial linear interferometer, the nonlinear operations are performed through scattering with the QD on
each individual mode. An important effect that emerges in the scattering process is the distortion of the spectral
wavefunction of the photons, as contained in Eq. B7. In terms of second quantization operators, we describe this

effect as a mapping from the old operators to new operators â†0 7→ â†
′

0 , and we will denote Fock states in these updated
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FIG. B7. Extensions of the data and analysis shown in Fig. 2, reporting the experimental (left) and theoretical (right) JTI for
various values of the linear phase ϕ, the relative detuning ∆/σ, and the input pulse duration Σ.
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modes as for example â†
′

0 |0⟩ = |1′⟩. Including the finite probability of transmitting the single-photon components,
the scattering process can thus be represented as:

â†0â
†
1 →

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†

′

0 â
†′
1 , â†20 →

√
η2â†20 , â†21 →

√
η2â†21 . (B9)

The circuit then continues by interfering the two modes in a second linear circuit, providing

1

2
√

2

(
â†20 ei2ϕ + â†21 + 2â†0â

†
1e

iϕ
)
|0⟩

NL−−→ 1

2
√

2

(√
η2â†20 ei2ϕ +

√
η2â†21 + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†

′

0 â
†′
1 e

iϕ
)
|0⟩

BS−−→ 1

4
√

2

[√
η2

(
â†0 + â†1

)2

ei2ϕ +
√
η2

(
â†0 − â†1

)2

+ 2
√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
â†

′

0 + â†
′

1

)(
â†

′

0 − â†
′

1

)
eiϕ

]
|0⟩

=
1

4
√

2

[√
η2

(
â†20 + â†21 + 2â†0â

†
1

)
ei2ϕ +

√
η2

(
â†20 + â†21 − 2â†0â

†
1

)
+ 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
â†

′2
0 − â†

′2
1

)
eiϕ

]
|0⟩ .

(B10)

Output statistics of the devices can be readily obtained from this equation. For example, the amplitude for the
|20⟩ output configuration is calculated as

1

4
√

2

[√
η2â†20

(
ei2ϕ + 1

)
+ 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†

′2
0 eiϕ

]
|0⟩

=
1

4

(√
η2

(
ei2ϕ + 1

)
|20⟩ + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2eiϕ |2′0⟩

)
,

(B11)

with associated probability given by

P20 =
1

16

[
η2

(
2 + ei2ϕ + e−i2ϕ

)
⟨20|20⟩ + 4η2(1 − ℓNL)2 ⟨2′0|2′0⟩

+2
√

η4(1 − ℓNL)2
((
eiϕ + e−iϕ

)
⟨2′0|20⟩ +

(
e−iϕ + eiϕ

)
⟨20|2′0⟩

)]
=

1

16

[
2η2 (1 + cos(2ϕ)) + 4η2(1 − ℓNL)2 + 4

√
η4(1 − ℓNL)2 cos(ϕ)

(
rinte

iθint + rinte
−iθint

)]
=

1

16

[
2η2 (1 + cos(2ϕ)) + 4η2(1 − ℓNL)2 + 8

√
η4(1 − ℓNL)2 cos(ϕ)rint cos(θint)

]
(B12)

In the equations above, we have introduced the parametrization of the overlap between the input and output states
from the scattering process, i.e. the overlap integral between the one- and two-photon states (Eq. B7), using a polar
decomposition as:

⟨20|2′0⟩ = ⟨2′0|20⟩∗

⟨20|2′0⟩ = rinte
iθint , rint ≤ 1, θint ∈ [0, 2π]

(B13)

which is a general description of any overlap integral between normalized quantum states. If the states are identical
|20⟩ = |2′0⟩, the overlap will simply be unity (losses are accounted for as prefactors of the quantum states).

Simplified parameterization of the scattering process

We find that, for our device, a simplified parameterization of the nonlinear process can still capture the measurable
photon statistics while providing a more direct interpretation. We define such parametrization by assuming a Kerr-
type transformation for the nonlinear operations as:

â†0â
†
1 →

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†0â

†
1, â†20 → eiφNL

√
η2â†20 , â†21 → eiφNL

√
η2â†21 , (B14)



11

which in terms of Fock states correspond to the transformations reported in the main text:

|1⟩ 7→
√
η(1 − ℓNL)eiϕ |1⟩ (B15)

|2⟩ 7→
√
η2ei(2ϕ+φNL) |2⟩ . (B16)

In this model, both the nonlinear phase θint and the finite state overlap rint are now embedded in a single parameter
φNL. The relationship between these parameters can be derived by describing the photon statistics obtainable with
this simplified model and comparing it with the analogous for the full model (as in Eq. B12). To do so, we write the
evolved state according to the simplified model as

1

2
√

2

(
â†20 ei2ϕ + â†21 + 2â†0â

†
1e

iϕ
)
|0⟩

NL−−→ 1

2
√

2

(√
η2â†20 ei(2ϕ+φNL) +

√
η2â†21 eiφNL + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†0â

†
1e

iϕ
)
|0⟩

BS−−→ 1

4
√

2

[√
η2

(
â†0 + â†1

)2

ei(2ϕ+φNL) +
√
η2

(
â†0 − â†1

)2

eiφNL + 2
√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
â†0 + â†1

)(
â†0 − â†1

)
eiϕ

]
|0⟩

=
1

4
√

2

[√
η2

(
â†20 + â†21 + 2â†0â

†
1

)
ei(2ϕ+φNL) +

√
η2

(
â†20 + â†21 − 2â†0â

†
1

)
eiφNL + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
â†20 − â†21

)
eiϕ

]
|0⟩ .

(B17)

The output statistics can again be calculated easily from here, for which we obtain:

P20 =
1

16

[
η2

(
2 + ei2ϕ + e−i2ϕ

)
⟨20|20⟩ + 4η2(1 − ℓNL)2 ⟨20|20⟩

+2
√
η4(1 − ℓNL)2

((
eiϕ + e−iϕ

)
eiφNL ⟨20|20⟩ +

(
e−iϕ + eiϕ

)
e−iφNL ⟨20|20⟩

)]
=

1

16

[
2η2 (1 + cos(2ϕ)) + 4η2(1 − ℓNL)2 + 8

√
η4(1 − ℓNL)2 cos(ϕ) cos(φNL)

] (B18)

The equations describing the output statistics according to the full (Eq. B12) and the simplified (Eq. B18) are
equivalent via the relationship

rint cos(θint) = cos(φNL) =⇒ φNL = arccos(rint cos(θint)) (B19)

This indicates that we can transform the full wavefunction description into a simple nonlinear phase picture. Fur-
thermore, we observe that the effective nonlinear phase applied undergoes modulation by rint, which is less than
one.

Note also that the sign of the interference phase θint alters depending on whether the detuning is positive or
negative. However, this information is impossible to extract from the photon statistics model encompassing the
nonlinear phase φNL and nonlinear scattering probability ℓNL. This limitation arises due to the symmetry nature of
the setup, particularly with nonlinearities present in both modes.

Theoretical simulations of the nonlinear parameters in our experiments according to this model are shown in Fig. B8
and Fig B9 for the case where a perfectly coupled QD (β = 1) is assumed.

Appendix C: Details of data analysis and photon counts

As described in Appendix A, each of the detected output modes has 3 peaks, a central peak m which is where the
interference happens (due to temporal/spatial overlap) and two side peaks. When measuring the time-resolved photon
coincidences, a 3x3 grid of peaks thus arises in the histogram, as seen in Fig. C10. Assuming a two-photon input state
(the lower order states are automatically filtered, and we assume no higher order states), from these histograms we
can gain information about the photon scattering and interferometer alignment/coupling. In particular, from these
coincidences it is possible to probe the difference in transmission after scattering with the QD. In this section we
describe how we do it.

A coincidence between early-early (EE) and EE or late-late(LL) and LL components can only occur if both photons
go through the short path or long path twice, respectively. This implies that during the scattering a two-photon
pulse was present. On the contrary, a coincidence detection in the EE and LL (or LL and EE) peaks implies that a
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FIG. B8. Theoretical values of the two-photon transmission η and the nonlinear scattering probability ℓNL as a function of the
QD lifetime σ and relative detuning ∆/σ.

FIG. B9. Theoretical values of the nonlinear phase φNL as a function of the QD lifetime σ and relative detuning ∆/σ.

FIG. C10. A schematic of the full time-bin interferometer and examples of joint time-resolved coincidence histogram. The
central row (2-modes) is the only place where interference occurs. The general photon statistics for all output modes is also
changed by interaction with the QD due to the unbalanced transmission coefficients.
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one-photon pulse was present in both time-bin modes during the scattering. The imbalance between the number of
counts in these bins thus provides the imbalance in the transmission of (squared) one-photon states and two-photon
states after scattering with the QD.

The different bins also provides a characterization of unbalanced losses in the interferometer. For this, we consider
coincidences between any pair of detectors to estimate the number of counts in the EE-LL (LL-EE) bins. Assuming
we are far off resonance with the QD, the coincidences between a1-EE and a2-LL are be proportional to

C20,side =
1

2
· 1

2
· 1

2
· 1

4
· 1

4
· η2Eη2Lηa1ηa2, (C1)

where the factors respectively come from: one photon needs to go in each mode at the first BS (1/2), at the second BS
the photon that went early (late) needs to go early (late) again (1/22), and finally the photons need to go to the right
combination of detectors (1/42). Finally there is the coupling of the different paths through the interferometer and of
the detectors. We call the combined experiment efficiency terms for this detectors configuration N20 = η2Eη

2
Lηa1ηb1.

For the other combinations the expected number of counts in the side peaks are given by

C11,side =
1

2
· 1

2
· 1

2
· 1

4
· 1

4
· η2Eη2L (ηa1ηb1 + ηa1ηb2 + ηa2ηb1 + ηa2ηb2) ,

C02,side =
1

2
· 1

2
· 1

2
· 1

4
· 1

4
· η2Eη2Lηb1ηb2,

(C2)

For the central peak (EL+LE and EL+LE), the number of counts for the (20) bunching case is given by

C20,center =
1

2
· P(20) · η2Eη2Lηa1ηa2, (C3)

where the factor of (1/2) is due to the photons having to split up and go to different detectors in the pseudo-
number-resolving scheme, P(20) is the probabillity for the photons to give this specific coincidence, and the last part
is the efficiency, which is identical to the efficiency term in C20,side. Note that P(20) is the number we are interested
in calculating which depends on both the linear phase and the interaction with the QD. However, the different
coincidences are globally normalized with respect to each other, meaning that the probability we are interested in
calculating is

P(20) =
P(20)

P(20) + P(11) + P(02)
=

2C20,center

N20

(
2C20,center

N20
+

4C11,center

N11
+

2C02,center

N02

)
=

1

1 + 2
C11,center

C20,center

N20

N11
+

C02,center

C20,center

N20

N02

=
1

1 + 2
C11,center

C20,center

C20,side

C11,side
+

C02,center

C20,center

C20,side

C02,side

,

(C4)

where the efficiency factors can be directly exchanged with the counts in the side peaks due to the prefactors being
the same for all three cases. The factor of 2 on the (11) antibunching term is due to a factor of 1/4 rather than 1/2
in front of the C11,center term.

Appendix D: Tests for the model for photon statistics

In Appendix B the photon coincidence statistics are given for the two-photon input into a MZI with a QD situated
in both arms. It is also clear that the general loss η is not relevant for the overall statistics since it can be factored
out. Thus the only relevant parameters are the linear phase, the nonlinear phase and the nonlinear loss

P20 =
1

16
η2

[
2 (1 + cos(2ϕ)) + 4(1 − ℓNL)2 + 8(1 − ℓNL) cos(ϕ) cos(φNL)

]
,

P02 =
1

16
η2

[
2 (1 + cos(2ϕ)) + 4(1 − ℓNL)2 − 8(1 − ℓNL) cos(ϕ) cos(φNL)

]
,

P11 =
1

4
η2 [1 − cos(2ϕ)] ,

(D1)

since the global probabilities are renormalized after detection. An example of fitting this model to the data is shown
in Fig. D11. The fits describe the observed statistics in most cases, with spurious variations (e.g. the probability
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FIG. D11. Models for photon statistics. Left: Quantum interference data fitted to the model for two-photon statistics including
the linear and nonlinear contributions, but not distinguishability effects. Right: same but including photon distinguishability
in the model for the fits.

for (11) coincidence not going to zero) which can be accounted to additional noise processes not included in the
model, such as partial distinguishability between the photons from the two arms of the interferometer. Including the
partial distinguishability in the fit model shown in Fig. D11 right, gives a better fit compared to the model without.
The partial distinguishability of 10 % is obtained in the model which is comparable to the value measured from the
resonant fluorescence A6. With the QD off the (11) probability goes to zero, thus the effect does not arise from the
linear optics, but rather from the scattering process itself. This indicates that the two scatterings are not identical.

Spectral diffusion could be an explanation for this e.g. the resonance frequency of the QD drifts between the two
scatterings. However the delay between the early and late scattering is on the order of 5ns, which is too fast for any
substantial spectral diffusion to take place. Instead this effect is probably attributed to some pure dephasing process,
which acts on these time-scale.

In order to model this effect, we introduce orthogonal ancillary virtual modes in the description, and make a
unitary coupling to this extra mode. This model can describe partial distinguishability between the early and late
scattering [56]

â†0
⊥−→ cos (θ⊥)â†0 + sin (θ⊥)â†0⊥, (D2)

where the â†1 would not go through the same transformation but stay in the initial mode. Implementing this additional
unitary transformation to the equations for the two-photon statistics from section B 2 we arrive at the following

1

2
√

2

(√
η2â†20 ei(2ϕ+φNL) +

√
η2â†21 eiφNL + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2â†0â

†
1e

iϕ
)
|0⟩ ,

⊥−→ 1

2
√

2

[√
η2

(
cos (θ⊥)â†0 + sin (θ⊥)â†0⊥

)2

ei(2ϕ+φNL) +
√
η2â†21 eiφNL

+2
√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
cos (θ⊥)â†0 + sin (θ⊥)â†0⊥

)
â†1e

iϕ
]
|0⟩ ,

=
1

2
√

2

[√
η2

(
cos2 (θ⊥)â†20 + sin2 (θ⊥)â†20⊥ + 2 cos (θ⊥) sin (θ⊥)â†0â

†
0⊥

)
ei(2ϕ+φNL)

+
√

η2â†21 eiφNL + 2
√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
cos (θ⊥)â†0 + sin (θ⊥)â†0⊥

)
â†1e

iϕ
]
|0⟩ ,

BS−−→ 1

4
√

2

[√
η2

(
cos2 (θ⊥)(â†0 + â†1)2 + sin2 (θ⊥)(â†0⊥ + â†1⊥)2 + 2 cos (θ⊥) sin (θ⊥)(â†0 + â†0)(â†0⊥ + â†1⊥)

)
ei(2ϕ+φNL)

+
√
η2(â†0 − â†1)2eiφNL + 2

√
η2(1 − ℓNL)2

(
cos (θ⊥)(â†0 + â†1) + sin (θ⊥)(â†0⊥ + â†1⊥)

)
(â†0 − â†1)eiϕ

]
|0⟩ ,

(D3)

from which the two-photon statistics can be calculated. Note that ⟨0| â0⊥â†0 |0⟩ = 0.
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FIG. E12. A schematic of the three vibrational modes in a water molecule. Upper part shows the local basis and the lower
part shows the normal or eigenbasis.

Appendix E: Quantum simulation of water molecule

1. Anharmonic water

The H2O water molecule has three phononic modes, which are described as coupled anharmonic oscillators. In the
local basis these are the left, right, and bending modes, shown in the top panel of Fig. E12. However, the coupling
between the bending mode and the stretch modes is negligible. In the experiment, the simulation procedure starts
by transforming from the local basis to the normal(eigen) modes of the Hamiltonian, given by the symmetric and
antisymmetric stretch modes shown in the bottom panel of Fig. E12.

The frequencies of the single excitations of the eigenmodes are given by [28, 57]

ν|10⟩=Sym. = 3740.05cm−1, ν|01⟩=Asym. = 3619.68cm−1, (E1)

whereas the frequencies for two excitations are given

ν|20⟩ = 7391.43cm−1, ν|02⟩ = 7154.35cm−1, ν|11⟩ = 7206.46cm−1, (E2)

from which the anharmonicity is clearly seen, i.e. ν|20⟩ ̸= 2ν|10⟩.
For the H2O molecule, this basis transformation from the local stretch modes to the eigenmodes corresponds to a

unitary transformation equivalent to that of a 50:50 beam splitter.

UL =
1√
2

(
1 −1
1 1

)
. (E3)
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