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Optical interferometers are extensively used in
fundamental physics test, gravitational wave de-
tection, quantum metrology, topological photon-
ics, and quantum information processing. Fiber-
based interferometers are compact, robust and
cheap, thus are ubiquitously deployed. How-
ever, the optical phase in fiber interferometers
is sensitive to ambient perturbation, resulting
in compromised phase sensing precision. There-
fore, phase control, shifting and stabilization of
fiber interferometers is essential. Methods to
create stable interference patterns and to lock
a fiber interferometer at arbitrary phase have
been shown, which however are sophisticated,
bulky and delicate, preventing wider application
in harsh environment outside laboratories or in
space. Here we demonstrate a new method for
arbitrary-phase locking of fiber unbalanced Mach-
Zehnder interferometers. Compared to exist-
ing method, our method is simpler, more robust
and more compact. We showcase the prepara-
tion and characterization of narrow-band energy-
time-entanglement photon state generated in in-
tegrated nonlinear microresonators, where two-
photon interference visibility reaching 0.993(6) is
enabled. Our method constitutes a critical build-
ing block for photonic quantum network, and is
useful to emerging single-photon interference in
curved space-time that facilitates exploration of
the interface of quantum mechanics and general
relativity.

Optical phase is extensively used for coding informa-
tion in modern telecommunication systems. As is sensi-
tive to environment perturbation, optical phase also pro-
vides a route for sensing and measurement, e.g. to pre-
cisely characterize temperature, pressure and vibration
along the fiber path. Unlike optical intensity, direct de-
tection of optical phase is challenging. Thus optical inter-
ferometers, mediating optical phase and intensity, are de-
veloped and employed. Today optical interferometers are
equally essential in emerging applications including fun-
damental physics test [1, 2], gravitational wave detection
[3, 4], quantum metrology [5, 6], topological photonics [7–
9], and quantum information processing [10–16]. In these
applications, stable interference is critical. For exam-
ple, the quantum interference of single photon travelling
through curved space-time can be exploited to identity

the interface of quantum mechanics and general relativity
[17–19]. To detect gravitational red-shift-introduced tiny
phase difference δϕ, the interferometer’s phase fluctua-
tion must be suppressed orders of magnitude lower than
|δϕ|. In quantum communication, the fidelity of quantum
information encoding and decoding critically rely on the
interferometers’ stability at the transmitter and receiver
ends.

Fiber interferometers featuring compactness, robust-
ness and low cost are commonly used. However, contrast
to interferometers based on free-space optics, the optical
interference in fiber interferometers can be severely cor-
rupted by thermal and mechanical disturbances. Conse-
quently, active feedback control and stabilization of op-
tical phase are critical in these interferometers and their
applications. Unbalanced Mach-Zehnder interferometers
(UMZI) are the most widely used fiber interferometers.
The phase control and stabilization in a UMZI is illus-
trated in Fig. 1a. A laser of frequency f0 enters Port
1, while Port 2 is idle. The laser is evenly splitted into
two branches by a beam splitter (BS). The fiber length
in the upper branch is longer than that of the lower
branch by L. The two branches recombine on another
BS and create optical interference. The phase difference
Φ between the two branches linearly depends on L, as
Φ = 2πnLf0/c = πL/Lπ, where n is the refractive in-
dex of optical fibers, c is the speed of light in vacuum,
and Lπ = c/(2nf0) is the unit length for π-phase shift.
Neglecting optical loss in optical fibers and BS, we ap-
ply L = L0 + ∆L, where L0 = 2NLπ (N ∈ N+) and
|∆L| < Lπ ≪ L0. Thus

Φ = 2πN + π∆L/Lπ, (1)

The normalized output optical intensity at Port 3 varies
as I3 = (1 + sinΦ)/2 = [1 + sin(π∆L/Lπ)]/2, as shown
in Fig. 1b solid curve.

Experimentally, locking Φ is equivalent to stabilize ∆L.
However, due to ambient thermal and mechanical pertur-
bation, ∆L fluctuates temporally as ∆L(t). Commonly,
a feedback loop is required to stabilize ∆L(t). Figure 1b
dashed line shows the normalized output optical inten-
sity I4 = [1 − sin(π∆L/Lπ)]/2 at Port 4 probed by a
photodetector (PD). Due to the unitary nature of BS
[20], I4 has a π-phase shift to I3. For example, the sta-
bilization of ∆L = 0 requires locking I4 to the set-point
I0 = 0.5, marked as the star in Fig. 1b. To do so,
the electric signal from the PD is fed into a PID mod-
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Figure 1. Principle of a fiber unbalanced Mach-
Zehnder interferometer (UMZI). a. The common phase-
locking method of a fiber UMZI. FS, fiber stretcher to add a
fiber length δL. b. The UMZI’s output optical intensity I3
(from Port 3) and I4 (from Port 4) as a function of ∆L For
example, locking I3 = 0.5 (red star) requires locking I4 = 0.5
via reducing the error signal ϵ. There are two locking regions,
the green-shaded region where I4 has negative slope and neg-
ative feedback is enabled; and the region where I4 has positive
or near-zero slope and the negative feedback fails.

ule, which generates a control signal based on the error
signal ϵ = I4(∆L) − I0. The control signal drives the
fiber stretcher (FS), which varies the fiber length of the
lower branch, such that ϵ = 0 is maintained, resulting in
∆L = 0.

However, the above method has two limitations. First,
the PID’s output control signal enables negative feedback
if and only if I4(∆L) is monotonic. Exemplified in Fig.
1b, if the PID allows negative feedback on the negative
slope of I4(∆L) (green-shaded region), the feedback be-
comes positive on the positive slope of I4(∆L) and thus
invalid for locking. Second, for locking near ∆L ∼ ±Lπ/2
marked with crosses in Fig. 1b, I4(∆L) is insensitive
to ∆L variation, nullifying phase locking. Consequently,
once the PID is configured, the locking range is limited,
e.g. the green-shaded region in Fig. 1b.

To overcome these issues, several strategies have been
implemented [21–23], where a phase-locking laser consist-
ing of multiple frequency components is used. In Ref.
[21, 22], the phase-locking laser is sinusoidally phase-
modulated to generate sidebands. In Ref. [23], a por-
tion of the phase-locking laser is frequency-shifted by
an acousto-optic modulator (AOM). The misaligned in-
terference fringes corresponding to different frequency
components are measured, digitized, and processed with
micro-controllers to calculate the real-time phase. This
phase is compared to the set-point, and a digital control
signal is generated. The digital signal is then converted
to an analogue signal driving the fiber stretcher. In such

a way, the phase is varied and stabilized.
Here we demonstrate an innovative phase-locking

method that is much simpler, more robust and efficient
compared with existing methods. The principle is follow-
ing. To stabilize ∆L at any value, instead of changing
the set-point from I0 = 0.5, we shift the laser frequency
f0 to f0 −∆f . Thus Eq. 1 becomes

Φ(f0 −∆f) = 2πn(L0 +∆L)(f0 −∆f)/c

= 2πn(L0 +∆L− Loffs)f0/c

= 2πN + π(∆L− Loffs)/Lπ (2)

where ∆f ≪ f0, Loffs = L0∆f/f0, and the secondary
term ∆f0∆L is neglected. A comparison of Eq. 2 with
Eq. 1 suggests that, the frequency shift of −∆f trans-
lates I4(∆L) by Loffs. This is illustrated as the transla-
tion from the red curve to the blue curve in Fig. 2a. Thus
now, for the laser of frequency f0 −∆f , stabilizing I4 at
I0 = 0.5 leads to locking ∆L = Loffs, as the translation
from the red star to the blue star in Fig. 2a. Note that,
the blue curve’s slope at the blue star (∆L = Loffs) is
identical to the red curve’s slope at the red star (∆L = 0),
thus the feedback remains equally effective. Meanwhile,
sufficiently large L0 enables Loffs = L0∆f/f0 > 2Lπ.
Therefore, with proper ∆f , ∆L can be locked to any
value within [−Lπ, Lπ], as

∆L =
L0

f0
∆f (3)

Figure 2b shows our experimental setup to quantify
the phase-locking performance. The output from an
external-cavity diode laser (ECDL) is splitted into two
branches. In the probe branch, light is oriented to hor-
izontal (H) polarization and enters Port 1 of the UMZI.
In the locking branch, light is oriented to vertical (V)
polarization, frequency-shifted by an AOM, and enters
Port 2. Meanwhile, a variable optical attenuator (VOA)
is used to compensate the AOM’s transmission varia-
tion with different modulation frequency ∆f . The UMZI
has L0 ≈ 14 m (∼ 69 ns time delay), and is placed
in a heat-insulated container to suppress high-frequency
phase fluctuation. Upon exiting Port 4, the light compo-
nents for probe and locking are separated by a polarizing
beam splitter (PBS) and probed by two PDs.

Experimentally, the AOM’s modulation frequency ∆f
is increased stepwise from 78.0 MHz to 92.5 MHz, re-
sulting in linearly increasing Loffs. Thus stabilizing the
output optical intensity of V polarization at Port 4, i.e.
I4,V = I0 = 0.5 and Φ(f0 − ∆f) = 2πN , leads to lock-
ing ∆L = Loffs. With the linearly increasing Loffs and
thus ∆L, the detected I4,H of H polarization varies sinu-
soidally as Φ(f0) = 2πN + π∆L/Lπ. In sum, we have

I4,V = 0.5

I4,H =
1 + sin( πL0

Lπf0
∆f)

2

(4)
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Figure 2. Illustration of our frequency-shifted method for arbitrary-phase locking of a fiber UMZI. a. Principle
of our phase-locking method. To lock ∆L at any value, the locking laser is frequency-shifted by −∆f , such that I4(∆L)
curve is translated by Loffs, i.e. from the red curve to the blue curve. Stabilizing I4 at I0 = 0.5 leads to locking ∆L = Loffs,
corresponding to the translation from the red star to the blue star. The slope at the red star is identical to that at the blue
star, thus the feedback remains equally effective. b. Experimental setup. c. Comparison of phase locking performance. As the
AOM’s modulation frequency ∆f is increased stepwise, I4,H is measured over 1 second for each stepped ∆f . Our method (red
dots) allows locking I4,H to any value, while the common method (blue dots) fails in the region near I4,H = 0 and 1 (red-shaded
region). d. Extracted phase Φ as a function of ∆f , and the linear fit. Error bar is plotted as the standard deviation of Φ at
each step, which is however much smaller than the dot size and thus is invisible.

For each stepped value of ∆f , Figure 2c red dots show
the measured I4,H over 1 second. Meanwhile, the locking
performance of I4,H using our method is compared with
that using the common method (blue dots). The latter is
implemented by removing the AOM and VOA. Note that
for negative and positive slope of I4,H (white regions),
different PID configurations are optimized. It is clear
that, while the common method fails in the region near
I4,H = 0 and 1 (red-shaded region), corresponding to
Φ(f0) = π/2, 3π/2 and 5π/2, our method remains equally
effective at any value. Each stepper Φ is extracted from
measured I4,H using Eq. 4, whose average value and
standard deviation are calculated. Figure 2d shows the
extracted Φ as a function of ∆f , and the linear fit. By
averaging the standard deviation for each stepped Φ, we

estimate the phase-locking precision to be 0.011 rad. This
corresponds to stabilizing ∆L with precision of λ0/561,
where λ0 = c/f0 is the optical wavelength in vacuum.
For example, we have λ0/561 = 2.76 nm for λ0 = 1550
nm.

To showcase an application of our phase-locking
method, we characterize two-photon interference visibil-
ity of narrow-band, energy-time entangled photon pairs
[24], which are critical quantum light sources for long-
distance quantum communications [10–14]. Figure 3a
shows the experimental setup. The ECDL’s output is
divided into two branches. The lower branch is again
the locking branch. In the upper branch, the laser of
frequency fp is coupled into an integrated silicon ni-
tride (Si3N4) microresonator of intrinsic quality factor
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Figure 3. Characterization of narrow-band, energy-time entangled photon pairs using our phase-locking method
a. Experimental setup. b. Two-photon correlation histogram. In the left/right panel, the peak at zero delay appears/vanishes
due to constructive/destructive two-photon interference. c. Two-photon interference fringe. The fit indicates a raw visibility
of V = 0.777(8). By subtracting the background, the visibility is improved to 0.993(6). Error bar is plotted, however much
smaller than the dot size and thus invisible.

exceeding 107 [25, 26] and 100 GHz free spectral range
(FSR). Via cavity-enhanced spontaneous four-wave mix-
ing (SFWM) [27, 28] in the Si3N4 microresonator, two
photons in the pump laser annihilate, creating a pair of
signal and idler photons aligned to the microresonator’s
resonance grid. The signal and idler photons have fs and
fi frequency. Energy conservation requires 2fp = fs + fi.

Due to random generation time of photon pairs, the
photon pair |es⟩|ei⟩ created earlier is superposed with
that created later |ls⟩|ls⟩, resulting in an entangled state
|Ψ⟩ = (|es⟩|es⟩ + |ls⟩|ls⟩)/

√
2, where s/i denotes sig-

nal/idler photon. To measure two-photon interference
fringe, the pump laser is filtered out and a UMZI is
used to overlay photons generated at different time
[24]. The signal and idler photons are separated using
a dense wavelength-division multiplexer (DWDM) after
the UMZI, and detected with superconducting nanowire
single-photon detectors (SNSPD).

With the experimental setup, we project the sig-
nal/idler photon along the state |ϕs/i⟩ = (|es/i⟩ +

eiΦ(fs/i)|ls/i⟩)/
√
2, where Φ(fs/i) is the UMZI’s phase for

the signal/idler photon. The probability of measuring
|Ψ⟩ to be |ϕs⟩|ϕi⟩ is

p =
1

4
+

1

4
cos [Φ(fs) + Φ(fi)]

=
1

4
+

1

4
cos 2Φ(fp)

(5)

Here we use 2Φ(fp) = Φ(fs) +Φ(fi) due to 2fp = fs + fi
and Φ(f) = 2πnLf/c. Experiment, we vary the AOM’s
modulation frequency ∆f to stabilize Φ(fp) within the
range [−π, π].

The the photon arrival events detected by SNSPD are
recorded and analyzed with a time tagger. The two-
photon correlation histogram, describing the two-photon
arrival time difference, is shown in Fig. 3b, where two-
photon interference is evidenced. When Φ(fp) = 0, the
central peak reaches the maximum and is fourfold to the
sidebands. When Φ(fp) = ±π/2, the central peak van-
ishes due to destructive interference.

To obtain interference fringe and extract interference
visibility, the zero-delay peak in Fig. 3b is post-selected.
The coincidence count rate ncc is calculated by summing
up the bins within the temporal range [−2.8, 2.8] ns.
Figure 3c shows the measured ncc versus Φ(fp), where
Φ(fp) is calculated from ∆f using Eq. 1 and 3. The
raw interference visibility V is extracted by fitting ncc

with ncc = 0.5A[1 + V cosΦ(fp)], where V = 0.777(8) at
P = 689 µW pump power and A is another fit parame-
ter. As shown in Fig. 3b, the background far from zero
delay is substantial due to spontaneous Raman scatter-
ing [29], which heavily deteriorates interference visibility.
We calculate the background by averaging the bin values
far from the zero delay, and subtract the background for
each data point in Fig. 3c. Finally a visibility of 0.993(6)
is achieved.

In conclusion, we demonstrate a simple and efficient
method allowing arbitrary-phase locking for fiber UMZI
with a fully analog PID feedback. The phase-locking sys-
tem requires neither digital signal processing, nor analog-
digital conversion. In addition, upon shifting the PID set-
point, its slope remains maximized, resulting in equally
efficient PID performance. For a UMZI of arm length
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difference of 14 meter, we experimentally lock the phase
difference Φ to any value within [0, 2π] and with 0.011 rad
precision. The precision can be further improved by us-
ing a high-speed fiber stretcher enabling larger feedback
bandwidth.

We use the stabilized UMZI to showcase the prepa-
ration and characterization of two-photon interference
visibility of integrated, narrow-band, energy-time en-
tangled photon pairs. Our method enables two-photon
interference visibility of 0.993(6), evidencing the qual-
ification to encode and decode information in quan-
tum communication systems. It also benefits emerging
single-photon interference experiments in curved space-
time, which can facilitates exploration of the interface
of quantum mechanics and general relativity. Further-
more, using ultralow-loss integrated waveguides [30–32],
integrated AOM [33–35] or EOM [36, 37], and VOA [38],
our method can be translated to integrated photonics, al-
lowing photonic-chip-based interferometers for integrated
quantum systems and networks.
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