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Indistinguishability of independent single photons
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The indistinguishability of independent single photonprissented by decomposing the single photon pulse
into the mixed state of different transform limited puls&fe entanglement between single photons and outer
environment or other photons induces the distribution efdénter frequencies of those transform limited pulses
and makes photons distinguishable. Only the single phatdtihsthe same transform limited form are indistin-
guishable. In details, the indistinguishability of singleotons from the solid-state quantum emitter and spon-
taneous parametric down conversion is examined with twaigghHong-Ou-Mandel interferometer. Moreover,
experimental methods to enhance the indistinguishakilieydiscussed, where the usage of spectrum filter is
highlighted.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Ar, 42.25.Hz, 03.65.Yz

I. INTRODUCTION trum broadening will make photons distinguishable. Sinice i
is hard to measure all the physical information of each photo
Linear optical quantum computatiofi [1] is based on the‘sou.rce,the d_irectanalysis of the photon state with interfee
interference between different photohs [2], in which the in 'S highly desired. _ L _
distinguishability of photons is a fundamental and critiea In this paper, we will give a brief description of single pho-
quirement. Any distinguishability will reduce the visipjiof ~ ONS to show the indistinguishability. In the frequency ey
interference and the fidelity of quantum computation proto-0f freedom (DOF), the whole photon state is a mixed state
col [3]. It will also directly affect the other applicationsith ~ Of transform limited pulses with different center frequiesc
photon interference, such as quantum key distribuibnid] a 10 @id in the analysis, we regarded the bandwidth of distri-
high precision quantum phase measurerrlént [5]. MoreovePution of these center frequencies as the extrinsic widtt, a
photon indistinguishability is fundamental to stimulaeedis- the bandwidth of the transform limited pulses as the intrin-
sion [6,[7] and has been applied in quantum clonlig [8, 9F'C width. For the same sm_gle photon source,.sm.gle. phqtons
and éntanglement measufel[10]. Based on the spontaneo'ﬂéve the same extrinsic width and the same intrinsic width.
parametric down conversion (SPDC), the indistinguishabil | N€ total spectrum bandwidth is the combination of the in-
ity in the multiphoton interference has been intensely exam{rinsic width and the extrinsic width. Generally, when the e
ined recently in experiment [11, 12,13 14] 15] and theorylinsic width is much larger than the intrinsic width, thagle
[16,[17/18[ 19]. However, the kernel is the indistinguishab Photons are totally distinguishable. Only when the extcins
ity of independent single photons. In SPDC, independent sinidth is zero, the single photon pulse is transform limited
gle photons are heralded by detecting the twinning photon&d indistinguishable.  In either Lorentzian or Gaussian di
with several experiments focusing on their indistinguisha ~ tfibutions of the spectrum, the photon indistinguishapiis
ity and interferencel [20, 21, 22]. In the solid-state quan-the ratio of intrinsic width to total bandwidth. In experinte
tum emitters, single photons have been remarkably examind€ distinguishability can be measured with Hong-Ou-Mande
[23,[24,[25] 26/ 27, 28], where, in addition to photon statis-(HOM) interferometeri[2], where the visibility shows the in
tics and quantum éfﬁciencies, indistinguishability is treo distinguishability. In the main section, we will examineth-
important character of distinguishability of single photons from solid quantumiem
ters and SPDC after a general description of the single photo
state is given. In the discussion section, experimentahmet
ods to enhance the indistinguishability are presentedyavhe
The effect of spectral filter is highlighted.

the single photon source [22,/28].

Generally, the distinguishability of the single photons
comes from the entanglement with other photons or outer e
vironment. Theoretically, the single photons can be dbedri
as the mixed state by tracing out the entangling parts. In
SPDC, the property of entanglement can be achieved through
the analysis of the phase matching condition [22, 29]. How-
ever, it is more complicated in the solid-state quantum emit
ters. Many kinds of physical processes introduce the entan- ) o )
glement between the environment and the emitted single pho- Y& begin the description of single photons from the trans-
tons. For example, in the single quantum dot, the interactorm limited pulse, which is a pure quantum state,
tion with phonon results in short dephasing time and gives 4o
rises to a very broad spectrum of the photons [30]. This spec- |w) = / dvg.,(v)at(v) vag, (1)

— 00

II. DESCRIPTION AND INDISTINGUISHABILITY OF
SINGLE PHOTONS

wherea' (a) is the single photon creation (annihilation) oper-
*fs2293@columbia.edu ator. |g.,(v)|? is the spectrum of the transform limited pulse
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A A. Indistinguishability of single photons from single sold
S(v)
I' \ guantum emitter
\
/ . .
! \ Here we focus on the single photons from single quantum
/ \ A dot. The single photon from two-level quantum dot sponta-
7 ' ‘\ S neous emission has the Lorentzian distribution,
{ "
A \ 1 T2
g /4 Mo 1 vz 4
__-—” \‘——.> gUJ(U) \/E(U_w)'i'ir/z’ )
000 v wherel is the intrinsic width and describes the rate of spon-

taneous emission [81]. Correspondingly, the lifetim&iis=
FIG. 1: (color online) lllustration of total single photorulge (red /L' In addition to the intrinsic linewidth, the spectrum bread
dashed curve, widthA,) composed of transform limited pulses €NiNg mainly comes from the dephasing process. Also, the
(grey bold curves, widthA,) with different center frequencies. Spectral diffusion of single quantum dot gives chh more
WhenAs = A, the single photon pulse is transform limited and broader spectrum [82]. All these spectrum broadening can be

indistinguishable.

with center frequency and widthA,, (intrinsic width). We

will discuss the independent single photons from the same 1

source and assume the sadig, since the interactions be-

included in the distribution of (w). For simplicity, we only
consider the spectral broadening from pure dephasing which
can also be described as the Lorentzian function,
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tween the single photons and outer environment or other pho-
tons are highly similar during the generation. Correspondwherew. is the center frequency of the distributigtw). The

ingly, the transform limited pulse has the duratiorlgf, =

1/A,.
f;o dv|g.(v)|? = 1. The indistinguishability of two inde-

pendent transform limited photon pulseis;” = |(w;|w;)|”.

Roughly, the two photons are totally distinguishable when

lw; —wj| > A, and indistinguishable fav; = w;.

extrinsic width isI” = 1/T;, whereT} is the pure dephasing

Also, g, (v) satisfies the normalization condition time. The total state can be described with E¢. (2). The whole

spectrum is

1 Iy

S(v) = 7 (Uv—w.)?+T12

(6)

Since the_sir_wgle photons may be entangled_ with other thNhereAL =Ty = 1/T, = I"+T'/2is the total spectral width
tons or extrinsic system, the center frequencies have tie diand the superscrigh in A% denotes Lorentzian distribution.

tribution f(w) [ff;oo dwf(w) = 1] with width A (extrinsic
width). Then, the whole state is written as

+oo
p= [ duf)le) ol.

— 00

(2)

The total spectrun$(v) = fif: dw f(w) |gw(v)]? is broad-
ened toAg > A, because of the distributiofi(w). How-
ever, the lifetime of the single photon pulse is same witls¢ho
transform limited pulses, that 8, = Tr.. Fig. [ illus-
trates that the total single photon pulse is composed cérdiff
ent transform limited pulses. Only whexy = A, =1/T),is
satisfied, the single photon pulse becomes transform lilnite
Formally, the indistinguishability can be described as

“+o0
K —tr(pop) — / / duidw; f (i) f () [wilw) [

(3)
If and only if p is the pure statel’ = 1. That is withA; =0

In the time domain, we get/T> = 1/2T) + 1/T3. When
I =0,Ty =T/2 = 1/2T}, the single photons are transform
limited.

The indistinguishability of the two transform limited pats
centered ab; andw; is

F2

) ¢ —
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while the indistinguishability of the two single photonsthwi
Eq. () is

r

K, = —.
L= or,

8
WhenI” = 0, K, = 1 and the single photon are the transform
limited and indistinguishable.

Experimentally, the HOM interferometer is usually used
to measure the indistinguishability of two single photaas,

andAg = A, the single photon states are indistinguishableshown in Fid.2(a). Two single photons are injected into the

On the other hand, whedAs > A,, K — 0, the single

two input ports of a 50/50 beamsplitter separately. The two-

photon states are distinguishable. From this view, two phophoton coalescence probabilify, 5 of output portsA and B
tons may be distinguishable even when they have the samsg null when two photons are indistinguishable and arrive at

description. Therefore, the indistinguishability debes the

the beamsplitter simultaneously. Any distinguishabilitiy

nature of identicality of the pure state. Based on the singlénduce nonzero two photon coalescence probability and re-
photon from solid-state quantum emitters and SPDC, we wilduce the interference visibility. In order to obtain the coa

now give detailed discussions on its indistinguishability

lescence probabilit¢’ 4 5 (7) with the intervalr between the
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arrival times of two photons, we first calculate probabitfy  shows photon bunching when the two photons are indistin-
two photons exiting in the same output p6ii 4 (7), which  guishablel[16, 33]. Therefore,

Caa(r) = % <E(_)(t)E(_)(t + T)E(+)(t + 7—)E(-i-) (t)>
+o0 400
= % //_ dwidwjf(wi)f(wj)/_ dt (wi] (w;] ED O EC) (t + 1) ED (t + 1) ED () |w;) |w;)
+o0 400
= i//_ dwidwjf(wi)f(wj)/_ dt[<wj|E(_)(t)E(+)(t) |w;) (Wil EO(t + 1) ED (¢ + 7) |wy)
+ (W | EDOED 4+ 7) |wi) (wil EO(t+ 1) ED (1) |w;)]
= [+ K ()] ©

-

where ECO) (1) = [ dwa(w)e~™*/\/27 is the detection (@)

operator. The coefficient/8 comes from photon loss of the ‘7
beamsplitter {/4) for two photons and the normalization co-

efficient of two permutations of two photons detecting by two 50/50 BS T
detectors1/2). In the practical experiment, the detection du-

ration is much larger than the photon pulse lifetime and the ,&

integral time is extended to-o00, +00). In the above equa- 0 2 2 s FRT)
tion, K () is the indistinguishability of two photons with time n

interval

—
O

Visibility K(0) =

\ — - —— Gaussian

o
©
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o
o
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FIG. 2: (color online)(a) lllustration of two-photon Hor@u-
N . Mandel interferencer is the interval between arrival time of the two
o > input photons. (b) Two-photon Hong-Ou-Mandel interfeertsi-
K(r) = / / dwidw; f(wi) f(w;) / dt bility with different ratios ) of external width to intrinsical width.
e e n =n, = 2I"/T for Lorentzian distribution ang = 1, = o1/,
(10) for Gaussian distribution. The visibility approaches; whenr is

2
~ ‘<wi| E(_)(t)E(+) (t+7) ) much larger than

For the Lorentzian distribution, the indistinguishalyil

Ki(r) = r e TIrl (11) which is illustrated in Fig.[2(b) with different ratios of €x
2l trinsic width to intrinsic width;y = A¢/A,. For Lorentzian
Hitg distribution,n = n, = 2I"/T". When extrinsic width is much
and the two-photon probability is =1L
P P y larger than the intrinsic widthy; > 1, the indistinguishabil-
1 r ity i i
Can(r) = Z(l n T eIy, (12) ity is approaching td /7, .

The excess probability ok (1) is the signature of the photon
indistinguishability. It is the result of photon bunchingn
the permutation symmetry of bosonic particles [18, 19]. o ) N ) o
Because of the symmetry of the beamsplitter, the probabil- In the SPDC, the distinguishability of smg!e p_hotons is in-
ity of two photons together in the output pdstis same with duced by the entanglement between the twinning photon. In
Caa(7). Therefore, the two-photon coincidence probabilityorder to obtain the information of the heralded single phpto

Ca5(r) based on the energy conservation law is the entangling parts need to be traced out in theory. From
SPDC, the two-photon state can be written as|[29, 34]

B. Indistinguishability of single photons from SPDC

CAB(T) =1 —2CAA(T)

= [11 - K(})]/2 (13) |S, 1) = //_+OO dedWI(I)(WS,LU[)CLTS(WS)CL}(W]) [vag ,
= 305 (14) = (15)

where®(wgs,wr) = P(ws+wr)H (wg,wr) is the two-photon
Cap(7) shows the typical HOM dip with thé /e width of  wave function, which contains the information of the pump
pulse lifetime,1/T" = T3, as shown in the experimental re- beam spectrun®(ws + w;) and the phase matching condi-
port [28]. The visibility shows the indistinguishability &;,,  tion H(wg, w;) in the nonlinear crystal. We assume the pump



beam is transform limited and the spectrif{ws + w;)|? is lll. DISCUSSION

Gaussian distribution with the widih,. By making the de-

tection of the idle photon/( with a single frequency of?;, A. The definition and the experimental enhancement of
the signal photon¥) has the transform limited single photon indistinguishability

state from EqL(15),

From the single photon state, the indistinguishabilityas d
scribed in Eq.[(B), which is the purity of the state if the $ing

+00 ; photons are generated in the same source. For the single pho-
19)q, = / dwsP(ws + Qr)H(ws, r)ag(ws) [vag . tons from the different source, the indistinguishabilistihe
e (16) description ofK;; = tr(p; ® p;). At the same time, from

the multi-mode theory, the indistinguishability is debexd as

&/ A, where€(A) is the excess (accidental) two-photon prob-
ability [1€]. In Refs. [18/ 19], the indistinguishabilitg ide-
ived from the coefficients of Schmidt decomposition. All of

Under the normal phase matching condition for thin nonlin-
ear crystal, the bandwidth df (wg, ;) is much larger than
the pump width|[35, 36]. Therefore, tHé(ws, ;) is slowly
varying function and can be taken outside of the integral. | - )
this case, the transform limited single photon pulse has th ese definitions are equivalent.

same shape and width of the pump beam, which can be de- It needs to be emphasized that the extrinsic spectral width
. . ~(v—w)? /402 ’ comes from the entanglement with outer environment or other
scribed withg,, (v) = e~V /%% [ /2702,

photons. Only this extrinsic spectral width will bring thisd

Since the actual detection of the idle photon is the sum ofinguishability. In the above discussion, we assumed that a
the above detections of different frequersty, the center fre-  0ther DOFs of the single photon have the same states and no
quency of the transform limited single photon pulse has thé&ntanglement with the frequency DOF. Actually, the entan-
distribution of f(w). Without loss of generality, we assume glement between the frequency DOF and other inner DOF of

L (w—we)?/202 2 [@2E 3¢ the same photon may induce the mixed spe_ctrum descriptio_n.
that f(w) = e 7/ 2mo; [85,136]. Therefore, the o ever. for the same entanglement, the mixed spectrum will

heralded single photon can be formally described in 8. (2hot induce the distinguishability when all the DOFs are in-
with intrinsic widtho, and extrinsic widthr ;. The total spec-  cluded, since the entangled state can be described as & linea

trum is also Gaussian distribution with the width superposition form for the single photon in a higher dimen-
sional space.
o= Jo2 1 02 (17) Practically, in order to enhance the indistinguishahitify-
g I ferent methods are needed to narrow the extrinsic spectral

width or broaden the intrinsic spectral width. For the quan-
Moreover, the indistinguishability of two photons withent ~ tum emitters, low temperature is needed to reduce the mtera
val 7 is calculated, tion with phonons. In this case, the dephasing time is extdnd
[37] and the extrinsic spectral broadening is controlledrdA
- ) over, the interaction with optical cavity mode will decreas
IemT, (18) the lifetime of the spontaneous emission through Purcell ef
fect |38]. Therefore, the intrinsic width is broadened alnel t
indistinguishability is enhanced [28]. In SPDC, particiude-
The two-photon coalescence probabili€ysz(7) for the  sign on the phase matching condition helps to generate-indis
HOM interference is tinguishable single photons [22,129]. However, the usage of
spectrum filter is the most feasible method to enhance the in-

Kg(t) =

g

1 distinguishability, especially in the experiment on SPDC.
Cap(T) = 5(1 - ﬁe_T%ﬁ) (19) J Y e3P 4 P
g
with the visibility of K(0) = o, /o, which is also shown in B. The effect of spectrum filter
Fig. [2(b) with different ratios of), = os/0,. Moreover,
the indistinguishability approachestgn with large extrin- In experiment, the narrow spectrum filter is widely used

sic width. If the two-photon wave function can be factorized to enhance the indistinguishability and interferencebifisy.
i.e. ®(ws,wr) = ®(ws)P(w;), the single photons is trans- Theoretically, the detection operator after the spectriber fi
form limited [22,/29] 34]. In this case,; = 0 and the single can be described as

photons are indistinguishable.

From the results of HOM interference, Ed._{14) and Eq. E(Jr)(t) — 1 /+ dwF (w)a(w)e ™, (20)
@), the width of indistinguishability, or the two-photon Ver oo
fourth-order coherence, only depends on the intrinsic lwyidt

or the lifetime of the transform limited pulse. However, the where |F(w)|* is the spectral transmissivity of the filter.
total single photon spectral width determines the widttheft Here we assume the Gaussian distribution| Bfw)> =
single photon second-order coherence time. e~ (w=we)?/20%  centered same at. with width o .
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With the spectrum filter, the spectrum of the single photons

is still Gaussian distribution and its width narrows to 0.5 =
0.4
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At the same time, the filter narrows the intrinsic width,

, Op0y FIG. 3: (color online) Indistinguishability with differeémidths of fil-
g = T (22) ters. (a) Two photons coalescence probabilityz(7) of the HOM
V% +0oF interference without filter (red dashed curve) and with fitegreen
solid curve forR = 0.5 and blue dotted curve faR = 0.1). Here
Using Eq[(I8B), the indistinguishability is we setn, = 3 for all three cases. The two curves with filters are
normalized to the maximal probability df/2 for total distinguish-
oy /0.3 + U? + 02F able casegf( _>>_a;)._ (b) T_he red solid and the green dgshed curves
K. = : ’ (23) show .the |nd|st|ngu!shablllty fon, = 3. andn. = 10 with Gaus-
\/02 + aQF\/o—? 402 sian fllters,.respectlvely. The red SO|Id.L( = 3) and green open_
g g f (n,, = 10) circles are for the corresponding results of Lorentzian fil

ter on Lorentzian spectrum distribution. In this caBe= 2I'r /T,

forT = O'_ ) wherel'r is the Lorenzian filter width.
More rigorously, the effect of the spectrum filter extended

from Eq.[10) is described as:
the same result as in Figl] 2(b), where the extrinsic width is

K //+°O dwsds; (i) F(w;) /+°O gt replaced by the filter width.
@ AT In PDC, for the pump pulse duration o10fs (full width

— 00 — 00

) ) 2 . at half maximum), the indistinguishability with a full wid&at

x ’<Wj| E ()BT (t) |Wz'>‘ /C (24)  half maximum3nm filter is abou®.94 for > 3 [3€]. It is
+00 little higher than the experimental results iin [5] 14] bessau

= // dw;dw; f (w;) f(wy) there may be entanglement in other degrees of freedom be-
—0 tween the twin photons besides the frequency entanglement

2 [18]. Here, we used the condition that the single photon in-

* * 2
/dvF(U)gwi (V) F* (v)gs, (v)) /C trinsic width o, is same with the pump beam width for thin

nonlinear crystal.
0g\/02 -‘rO'?c + 0%
= (25)

X

\/03 + 0%, \/ag + 0? C. Independent photons from many quantum emitters

whereC is the probability to detect the single-photon afterthe |, some cases, there is more than one independent photon

filter from many quantum emitters. The total state is
+oo +oo
C = / dw f (w) / dt (w| EC) () EW(¢) |w)(26) o ﬂp 28)
s oo N = ke
N 27) =
2 2 2
\ Ot OFT0F wherep,, = (C|vag (vad + |72 dw f.(w) [w) (w]) is for

. . s Lo
Certainly there is photon loss fé¥ < 1 when using the filter the m_dep_endent single phomf‘ with= 1 N Loo dwf.k(w)‘
to enhance the indistinguishability. Considering the photon loss in the practical experiment and
Fig.[d shows the effect on the indistinguishability with-dif duantum efficiency of the quantum emittefs, dw fi(w) <
ferent ratios of spectral filter width to intrinsic widttR = 1. Moreover, fx(w) may have different center wavelengthes.
or/o,. InFig.[3(a), the width of HOM dip is broadened to For example, there is size distribution of quantum dotshis t
1/07,, since the intrinsic width is narrowed by the spectral fil- case, the total spectrum will include the broadening frare si
ter in Eq.[22). Fig[B(b) shows the indistinguishabilitythvi  distribution. Therefore, the spectrum is very broad and the
ne = 3 (red solid) and; = 10 (green dashed). In compar- photons will be distinguishable even at the low temperature
ison, the results of the Lorentzian filter on Lorentzian spec
trum distribution are also shown in Fi@l] 3(b) with red solid

(n, = 3) and green opem(, = 10) circles. These reuslts are IV.. CONCLUSION
numerically calculated with E{.(24) and Hg)26). Cleatthg
indistinguishability is approaching tbwhen the filter width The description of the single photons state in the spectrum

is closing to0. Forn > 1, the indistinguishability shows domainis presented to discuss the indistinguishabiliye &-



tio of extrinsic spectrum width to intrinsic width goverdget  hanced with the narrow spectral filter or by controlling the
indistinguishability. Single photons are indistinguiblesonly ~ generation condition.

when they have the same transform limited forms, while they
are highly distinguishable when the extrinsic spectrumthvid

is much larger than the intrinsic width. Fundamentally, the
indistinguishability of independent photons shows theesam
ness of part which can be described with pure state and only
the indistinguishable parts can interfere each other. I ex
periment, the indistinguishability shows excess proliiginif F.W.S. thanks Z. Y. Ou for helpful discussion. This work is
two-photon coincident detection in Hanbury-Brown-Twissi funded by DARPA, NSF Contract No. ECCS 0747787, and
terferometer[33] or less probability in HOM interferomete the New York State Office of Science, Technology and Aca-
Moreover, the indistinguishability can be experimentalty = demic Research.
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