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Quantum metrology deals with improving the resolution of instruments that are otherwise lim-
ited by shot-noise and it is therefore a promising avenue for enabling scientific breakthroughs. The
advantage can be even more striking when quantum enhancement is combined with correlation
techniques among several devices. Here we present and realize a correlation interferometry scheme
exploiting bipartite quantum correlated states injected in two independent interferometers. The
scheme outperforms classical ones in detecting a faint signal that may be correlated/uncorrelated
between the two devices. We also compare its sensitivity with that obtained for a pair of two inde-
pendent squeezed modes, each addressed to one interferometer, for detecting a correlated stochastic
signal in the MHz frequency band, being simpler may eventually find application to fundamental
physics tests, e.g. searching for the effects predicted by some Planck scale theories.
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Introduction

Quantum metrology is a sub-field of quantum physics
which deals with improving measurement sensitivity be-
yond the classical limits, by exploiting the properties of
quantum systems [1–4]. It has already been used to
enhance the performance of interferometers [5–12], im-
prove phase estimation [13] and super-resolution [14–16],
surpass the shot-noise limit in imaging [17–19] and ab-
sorption measurements [20, 21]. A first level of improve-
ment achieved with quantum light is offered by the use of
squeezed states, that has found applications in advanced
detection of gravitational waves [22, 23]. A second level
can be obtained by making use of quantum correlations,
as entanglement. For example, in [24, 25], an advantage
of using quantum correlated light when comparing sig-
nals in a pair of interferometers has been demonstrated.

Correlation techniques exploiting more than one inter-
ferometer are currently employed in fundamental physics,
representing the best sensing methodology proposed for a
range of predicted fundamental backgrounds [26–31] and
in particular in the research of Planck scale effects [32–
35]. These sources of noise can produce correlated phase
fluctuations in two separated interferometers increasing
the chance of distinguishing them with respect to other
noise sources, thus exceeding the sensitivity of the single
device of orders of magnitude. However, in all the exper-
iments reported up to now [28–30, 34, 35] the two (or
more) interferometers are fed with separated and inde-
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pendent sources of coherent (and in some case squeezed)
light, resulting in uncorrelated quantum fluctuations. A
double interferometer configuration is for instance the
basis of the Fermilab “holometer” [32, 34], a device con-
sisting of two co-located 40 m Michelson interferometers
(MIs). The purpose of the holometer is to search for a
particular type of correlated background noise, conjec-
tured in some heuristic Planck scale theories and dubbed
holographic noise [34]. Planck scale is where quantum
effects unavoidably enter into the description of gravi-
tational theories. Many quantum gravity theories and
phenomenological approaches contemplate quantization
of the space-time at that scale. Non-commutative geo-
metrical variables are associated with uncertainty in mea-
suring relative positions or rotation [33, 36]. It has been
argued that light, meanwhile propagating in the arms of
an interferometer, would sum up incremental displace-
ment at each discrete Planck interval step leading to a
measurable effect. Long-range (spacelike) quantum-like
correlation among these variables, and the consequent re-
duction of the effective numbers of independent degrees
of freedom, would allow also to account for the holo-
graphic principle. It is indeed in the comparison of the
noise among different interferometers that one can find
the signature of this ‘exotic’ correlation and provide ex-
perimental clues to the nature of those degrees of free-
dom. The range of this correlation is expected to be
only bounded by causality, namely the two interferome-
ters should occupy the same space time volume. How-
ever, since Planck scale effects could have different be-
havior depending on the geometrical configuration of the
arms (radial, rotational, translational symmetry), a table
top or single room experiment is desirable because of the
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necessity of frequent and quick reconfiguration of the ge-
ometry of the system (change of the symmetry/distance).
Lack of sensitivity due to the smaller scale (namely one
order of magnitude with respect to Fermilab holometer)
must be compensated. Increasing the power is possible
[37] but only with quantum enhanced techniques the sen-
sitivity of a large experiment can be reproduced or even
improved. If confirmed, holographic noise would provide
the first empirical support to theories attempting to unify
quantum mechanics and gravitation. At the moment the
holometer is operated with classical light only.

According to [24, 25] injecting correlated quantum
modes such as twin beam (two mode squeezed vacuum),
instead of independent beams, allows a drastic improve-
ment of the sensitivity with respect to the classical case,
but the advantage can be in principle disruptive also with
respect to the use of two independent squeezed modes.
The last condition is obtained when the efficiency and
the control of the system are such that photon number
entanglement of twin beam is efficiently preserved up to
the joint detection [25].

In the present paper we realize the first proof of prin-
ciple of this scheme, showing experimentally the advan-
tage of quantum correlation with respect to the classical
case in detecting faint signals that can be either corre-
lated or uncorrelated in two interferometers, and match-
ing the same performance of the double squeezing con-
figuration for the former case. For that purpose we use
non-classical correlated states in quadratures (twin beam
-like state) that provide the same performance of the en-
tanglement in the actual efficiency regime, reducing at
the same time the complexity of the experiment. Our
results, on the one hand, open a new branch in quantum
metrology, i.e. distributed quantum correlation among
several interferometers with great potentiality (provided
a large efficiency), on the other hand pave the way for
unprecedented sensitivity in devices dedicated to search
of Planck scale effects.

Results

The experimental setup

A simplified schematic of the experiment is shown in
Fig. 1. A similar configuration is also used in large scale
experiments, such as LIGO [23] and the Fermilab holome-
ter [34], however, the latter without the injection of quan-
tum states. Each interferometer consisted of two piezo
actuated end mirrors, a balanced beam splitter, and a
power recycling mirror. The relative phase of the in-
dividual interferometer arms was chosen such that each
read-out port was close to the dark fringe and most of
the power in the interferometer was recycled [38]. The
interferometer fringe position was chosen such that the
output power was 500 µW. The

√
P scaling of the shot-

noise power spectral density at 13.5 MHz was verified
by increasing the input power in the interferometer (see
Methods, locking scheme section, for further details).

Each MI was fed with 1.5 mW of 1064 nm light from
a low noise Nd:YAG laser source. The same laser source
was used for squeezing generation.

The squeezed-light sources were based on parametric
down-conversion in a potassium titanyl phosphate crys-
tal placed in semi-monolithic linear cavities (see Meth-
ods). The squeezed light was injected in the two MIs via
their antisymmetric (read-out) ports. The read-out sig-
nals were separated from the squeezed modes by means
of optical isolators. The amount of squeezing before in-
jection into the interferometers was measured on a ho-
modyne detector for both sources to be -6.5 dB relative
to the shot noise level (SNL).

The coupled interferometers performance is severely af-
fected by optical losses, which have been carefully charac-
terized (See Methods, optical losses estimation section).

The two possible configurations

The experiment was performed in two different config-
urations, as shown in Fig. 1.
Independent squeezed states - (ISS). Two independent

squeezed states were injected into the interferometers’
anti-symmetric ports. This case represents the bench-
mark to compare with the twin beam approach. A faint
correlated stochastic signal acting in both the MIs can
emerge by calculating the cross-correlation of their out-
puts in the time domain, or the cross-spectrum in the
frequency domain, even if in a single interferometer the
signal is completely hidden by the shot-noise. The quan-
tum noise (shot noise) in an interferometer is given by
the contribution of the vacuum fluctuation entering the
unused port of the beam splitter. If vacuum is substi-
tuted by a squeezed state, with a reduction of the noise
in one quadrature (at the expense of increasing noise in
the other one), and the phase difference with the main
laser set properly, the output intensity fluctuation reflects
the one of the squeezed quadrature [39]. This improves
the signal to noise ratio of the phase signal measurement.
Thus, the use of two independent squeezed sources, pro-
viding a reduction of the photon noise in each interferom-
eter output, while leaving them uncorrelated, also leads
to a significant enhancement in the cross-correlation mea-
surement [24, 25].
Twin beam-like state - (TWB). A single squeezed state

was split on a balanced beamsplitter and the modes were
injected into the antisymmetric MI ports. The two split
beams show non-classical correlations along one quadra-
ture direction similar to the one present in a proper twin
beam or two-mode squeezed state [39]. In practice, it
turns out in a stronger than classical correlation between
the fluctuation of the interferometers output intensities.
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Exploiting this quantum correlation, we demonstrate a
noise reduction below the SNL in the subtracted outputs
of the two interferometers. The subtraction is sensitive
to signals that are not correlated between the interferom-
eters, and the obtained noise reduction allows detection
of signals of smaller amplitude.

We emphasize that genuine twin beam photon-number
entanglement can, in principle, offer far superior perfor-
mance [24, 25], but, though robust to decoherence [40],
requires efficiency and stability control yet out of reach
in realistic systems.

Independent squeezed states (ISS)

The same stochastic signal (simulating the presence
of the holographic noise) was injected by two electro-
optical modulators (EOMs) in both interferometers, with
an amplitude well below the sensitivity of the single MI,
approximately 1/5 of the SNL. The cross-correlation is
conveniently evaluated in time domain by considering the
normalized covariance, defined as:

ρ(τ) =
|Cov(X1(t)X2(t+ τ))|√

Var(XSNL
1 (t))Var(XSNL

2 (t))
, (1)

where X1(t) (X2(t)) is the time series of the read-out
signal of the first (second) interferometer, while XSNL

1

(XSNL
2 ) refers to the shot noise limited, classical, signal.
Figure 2(a) shows ρ(τ) of the read-out signals as a

function of the number of samples. The sampling rate
was 500 kS s−1 and the total acquisition time was 1 s.
Fig. 2(a) is plotted by calculating ρ for increasing subsets
of the total number of samples. One can observe that
the background level systematically decreases with in-
creasing number of samples, as expected for statistically
independent noise sources, while the peak height due to
the injected correlated signal approaches a constant value
(apart some random fluctuations). The correlated noise
peak, which is initially hidden in background noise, is
resolved for shorter integration times when squeezing is
used (red traces), compared to the classical case of no
squeezing (blue traces). This results in a more rapidly in-
creasing SNR in the squeezing case, as shown in Fig. 2(b).
Here, each data point is derived from the ratio between
the normalized covariance peak height for τ = 0 and
the floor level, averaging over 19 independent data sets
similar to the one originating Fig. 2(a). The SNR with
squeezing injected is consistently higher, by a factor of 2.
This is in accordance with the squeezing level introduced
and the level of losses estimated inside the interferom-
eter as discussed in Methods, optical losses estimation
section. Note that the SNR scales as the square root of
the number of samples, i.e. with the square root of the
acquisition time. Thus, a factor 2 of SNR enhancement
corresponds to a reduction of 4 times in the measurement
time.

In the spectral domain, correlated signals can be ex-
tracted by the cross-linear spectral density (CLSD) of
the two interferometers, as shown in Fig. 3. This quan-
tity is obtained by dividing the time series in Nspectra

bins. For each bin the cross-power spectral density is
calculated as the discrete Fourier transform [41] of the
cross-correlation. The average of the Nspectra cross-power
spectral density values is then evaluated. Note that in
analogy with the cross-correlation, the average reduces
the contribution of the uncorrelated photon noise by a

factor N
−1/2
spectra, while the correlated signal is unaffected.

To obtain the CLSD the square root of the power spec-
tral density is calculated: therefore the overall scaling of
the uncorrelated contribution with the number of spec-

tra is N
−1/4
spectra. For Nspectra sufficiently high, the CLSD

approaches the linear spectral density of the correlated
signals.

Figure 3(a) shows the CLSD in a bandwidth of 100 kHz
after down-mixing [42] the detected signal at 13.5 MHz.
The acquisition time was 20 s (106 samples) and the aver-
age was performed over Nspectra = 1000. The CLSDs of
the solely uncorrelated photon noise are reported as thick
solid lines, red with squeezing injection and blue without.
They represent the sensitivity level in the detection of a
correlated signal, calibrated in m Hz−1/2 (see Methods,
sensitivity calibration section). This should be compared
with the respective sensitivity of the single interferome-
ter in the two cases (dashed lines). While almost a factor
of 5.6 of improvement is gained by the cross-spectra sta-
tistical averaging, an additional multiplicative factor of
1.35 (corresponding to about 2.6 dB) is obtained from
the injection of squeezed states.

Injecting a small stochastic signal, the corresponding
CLSDs (faint CLSD traces in Fig. 3(a)) are almost over-
lapping the CLSD of the photon noise in the coherent
(classical) case, while the traces are clearly separated
from the CLSD of photon noise when squeezing is ap-
plied.

Figure 3(b) shows the scaling of the CLSD average with
the number of spectra. The CLSDs of the photon noise,

independent in the two interferometers, scale as N
−1/4
spectra

as expected. When a correlated stochastic signal is in-
jected (simulating the presence of holographic noise), the
CLSD reaches a plateau determined by the amplitude of
the signal. The maximum absolute sensitivity, i.e. the
residual uncorrelated photon noise level, achieved with
independent squeezed states is measured to be 3× 10−17

m Hz−1/2 (with 68% confidence interval), corresponding
to 1/20 of the SNL. This number also represents a limit
to the magnitude of a correlated signal (e.g. holographic
noise) detectable in this frequency band. We note that,
in principle, it is possible to beat the Fermilab holometer
performance with a 1 meter long arm, for example con-
sidering a higher yet realistic optical power (namely 10
kW), longer averaging time (larger than 1 h) and with



4

the help of squeezing.

Twin beam-like state (TWB)

With the two modes of an evenly split squeezed beam
injected into the MIs antisymmetric ports, the non-
classical quadrature correlation is expected to provide
a photon noise reduction in the read-out signal subtrac-
tion. Any phase difference between the two MIs produces
a change in the relative photo-currents which is detected
with sub shot-noise sensitivity.

Figure 4 shows the variance of X1(t)−X2(t+ τ) as a
function of time delay τ . More specifically, Var(X1(t) −
X2(t+τ)) = Var(X1)+Var(X2)−2Cov(X1(t)X2(t+τ)).
For τ = 0 the correlation between the two modes leads
to a photon noise reduction of 2.5 dB with respect to
the SNL, represented by a dip in the variance (thick red
line). When two uncorrelated stochastic signals are in-
jected in the MIs, the dip reduces by ∼ 1 dB, as shown
by the red faint line. This must be compared with the
change between classical coherent trace levels with and
without signal injection (blue thick and faint line respec-
tively), which is only ∼ 0.3 dB. Note that for τ 6= 0,
the covariance of X1(t) and X2(t + τ) is zero. Since
Var(X1(t)−X2(t+τ)) preserves some sub-shot-noise fea-
tures (around 1 dB), each of the two modes is a squeezed
beam affected by 50 % loss induced by the beam splitter:
the individual squeezing level is therefore degraded, but
still present in the global state.

This enhancement is also observed in the power spec-
tral density of the subtracted interferometer outputs,
plotted in Fig. 5. This experimentally demonstrates that
the presence of faint uncorrelated signal can be more eas-
ily detected by twin beam-like correlations. Conversely,
a correlated signal is completely suppressed by the sub-
traction. Therefore, measuring the read-out signals sub-
traction for varying distances between the MIs, or the
temporal delay, can provide an alternative way to study
the coherence properties of the noise sources under inves-
tigation.

Figure 6 shows the power spectral density of X1(t) −
X2(t) for a single frequency tone applied to one of the
MIs. Also in this case the quantum-enhancement is
clearly visible. The power spectral density enhancements
of the individual interferometers are 1.1 and 0.8 dB re-
spectively, resulting in a collective enhancement of 2 dB
in the output subtraction, facilitated by the non-classical
correlation among the modes. This enhancement might
be applied to identify unwanted uncorrelated background
sources, such as scattering or resonances [43].

The twin beam approach also allows an enhanced es-
timation of a correlated signal if one considers the mea-
surement proposed in [24, 25], requiring the comparison
of two configurations of the setup: one with correlated
stochastic signal and the other one with uncorrelated

signal. The latter one represents the real background
reference, as the holographic noise of fundamental ori-
gin cannot be turned off, and also allows discriminating
this fundamental signal from other sources of technical
noise that are insensitive to the geometrical configura-
tion. In particular, the holographic noise would become
independent in the two interferometers if the geometri-
cal configuration is changed (for example if one of the
arms is rotated of 180 degrees)[32, 33]. We note that,
under the approximation in which the signal X in each
device can be written as the sum of photon noise and
the stochastic white noise (in this case representing the
signal), Xi = XWNi +XPNi (i = 1, 2), it turns out that

Var(X1(t)−X2(t))corr −Var(X1(t)−X2(t))uncorr (2)

= 2Cov(XWN1(t), XWN2(t)),

providing a way to estimate the covariance of the stochas-
tic signal. Since the photon fluctuation of each term in
the left hand side of Eq. (2) is below the shot noise level
(when quantum correlations are injected), we expect a
reduction in the uncertainty on the covariance evaluated
in this way. As demonstrated in [25], when the pho-
ton number correlation (entanglement) is injected and
preserved at the output ports (requiring very high effi-
ciency and to be very close to the dark fringe), the ad-
vantage of this scheme can be disruptive. Considering
the best squeezing factor obtained up to now, of 15 dB
[44], and an optical power of 10 kW as currently used in
large scale experiments, an overall efficiency larger than
99% would be required to have a significant advantage
with respect to the independent squeezing setting. The
fringe stability strongly depends on the optical power in-
jected and other parameters. For example, for the optical
power used in our experiment it is necessary to reach <
0.1 µrad. Nevertheless a significant quantum advantage
persists also for less demanding conditions. For our ex-
perimental parameters, theory predicts almost the same
quantum enhancement as for the independent squeezing
case [25]. However we stress that the twin beam approach
is different from using independent squeezing, both con-
ceptually and for potential perspectives. Fig. 7 presents
the SNR obtained in our experiment when the same level
of white noise is injected, first correlated and then uncor-
related, to perform the variance subtraction in Eq. (2).
Each point, corresponding to a fixed number of samples
(measurement time), is obtained by calculating the ratio
of the mean value of the covariance and its standard devi-
ation in a statistically significant number of subsets. The
red series corresponds to the injection of a twin beam-
like state while the blue one stands for the coherent case.
The quantum advantage, as extracted from the fit, is 1.52
which corresponds to about 1.8 dB, quite close to the 2
dB reported for example in Fig. 5 in presence of uncor-
related noise. The results of Fig. 7, can be in principle
compared with the ones reported in Fig. 2(b) related to
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the measurement of the normalized covariance in the in-
dependent squeezing case (the normalization is irrelevant
for the SNR). However, we stress that some technical
difference occurred in the realization of the two measure-
ments, in particular the starting level of squeezing was
of 2.5 for twin beam-like case and 3dB for independent
squeezing due to alignment, and also the injected noise
was actually higher in the twin beam-like case. It can
be shown numerically that these discrepancies account
for the different quantum advantage obtained in the two
cases. Thus, apart from technical issues that are always
subject to fast technological evolution, the twin beam
correlation has been demonstrated for the first time to
be useful in an interferometric scheme with potential im-
portant applications. In fact, this represents a first step
that paves the way to achieve the dramatic improvement
predicted in [24, 25].

Discussion

In this work we have presented the first realization
of a double interferometric system enhanced by quan-
tum correlations, where each interferometer is injected
with a mode of a bipartite twin beam-like state. We
have demonstrated its applicability to the measurement
of possible Planck scale effects [30, 32, 34] expected in
the MHz-range. The technique proposed here can be
in principle implemented also at audio frequencies, more
interesting for stochastic gravitational wave background,
although in this case it is necessary taking into account
the quantum back-action, that is not a priori negligible
in that frequency range. Although an extended discus-
sion of this point is largely beyond the purpose of this
work we note that a possible approach to back-action
noise reduction can be found in [45–47].

The twin beam-like state provides a clear quantum en-
hancement with respect to both the single interferome-
ter and a system of two of them fed with only coherent
beams. We have also compared its performance with two
independent squeezed states injected in the same system,
that represent the state of the art in the field, substan-
tially obtaining a similar behavior in the detection of a
correlated signal. In perspective, considering state of the
art squeezing generation (15 dB) and an overall efficiency
of 90%, the expected sensitivity will be improved by al-
most one order of magnitude with respect to a pure classi-
cal approach, such as the one used at Fermilab holometer.
Incidentally, in our experiment we put a limit to certain
fundamental effects related to Planck scale physics at fre-
quency of 13.5 MHz. However, as predicted in [24, 25],
the twin beams approach, representing the first instance
of a conceptually new class of quantum enhanced inter-
ferometry, opens the perspectives of an extremely high
advantage in the case of large detection efficiencies and
fine control of the fringe point, still challenging in present

technology.

Methods

Locking scheme

A detailed schematic of the individual interferometer
is shown in Fig. 8.

Because of the power recycling mirror (PRM), a change
in any individual arm length affects the interferometer
power output and the cavity resonance condition at the
same time. Therefore two degrees of freedom need to be
controlled: rather than considering the individual arm
lengths L1 and L2, we define the common arm length
(CARM) as (L1 + L2)/2 and the differential arm length
(DARM) as L1 − L2. The CARM controls the cavity
resonance, while the DARM controls the interferometer
fringe position.

The CARM was locked to the cavity resonance through
the Pound-Drever-Hall locking technique (PDH) [48]. A
20 MHz phase modulation was applied to the input beam
by an electro optical modulator (EOM). The beam re-
flected from the PRM was separated from the incoming
beam with a Faraday isolator and detected by a photo
detector which generated an error signal by demodulat-
ing the signal at 20 MHz. This error signal was processed
by a proportional-integral (PI) controller, and the output
was applied to both end mirror actuators with no relative
phase lag.

The DARM was locked close to the interferometer dark
port using a phase modulated sideband at 7.6 MHz. The
read-out signal was demodulated at 7.6 MHz and pro-
cessed by a PI. The output of this PI controller was ap-
plied to the end mirrors actuators differentially (i.e. the
two actuators moved exactly out of phase).

The DARM locking sideband at 7.6 MHz was gener-
ated by an EOM, positioned in one arm of the interfer-
ometer. This EOM was also used to generate single fre-
quency tone and stochastic noise modulation from 12.3
to 13.8 MHz (extending well outside the measurement
band). The stochastic noise generator had two channels
and allowed producing both uncorrelated and highly cor-
related noise between them. These modulations acted as
artificial signals for testing the system performance.

The intra-cavity power was measured using a spurious
reflection from the beamsplitter. This was used to es-
timate the gain of the cavity, which in typical working
conditions varied between 8 and 10.

Sensitivity calibration

The sensitivities plotted in Fig. 3 are expressed in m
Hz−1/2. This was obtained by calibrating the strain δx
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produced by the phase modulator generating the phase
noise:

δx(m ·Hz−1/2) =
λ

2

Vrms

Vπ

1√
BW

, (3)

where λ = 1064 nm, BW is the measurement band-
width, and Vπ and Vrms are, respectively, the half-wave
voltage and the input root-mean-square voltage at the
phase modulator.

Squeezing generation

The schematic of the squeezed-light source is shown
in Fig. 9. The source was based on parametric down-
conversion in a potassium titanyl phosphate crystal
placed in a semi-monolithic linear cavity.

The cavity was seeded with 1064 nm light to lock the
cavity length, using a PDH lock, and the crystal was
pumped with 70 mW of 532 nm light. The pumping gave
rise to a phase dependent amplification of the seed beam.
Locking this relative phase between seed and pump to the
bottom of the generated gain curve, through a sideband
generated error signal, the squeezing was produced in the
amplitude quadrature.

Quantum Noise Locking

The outputs from the squeezing sources were injected
from the antisymmetric port into each interferometer,
according to configuration ISS or TWB in Fig 1. The
control beams of both squeezing sources entered the in-
terferometers with the squeezed light carrying sidebands
at 37.22 MHz (36.7 MHz), see Fig. 8. These sidebands
were used to lock the squeezing phase to the bright out-
put beam of the interferometer through a piezo actuated
mirror in the squeezed beam path.

Data Acquisition

The alternating current (AC) outputs of the photo
detectors were demodulated at 13.5 MHz and lowpass
filtered at 100 kHz. Both the two direct current (DC)
output signals and the two demodulated AC output sig-
nals (dubbed X1 and X2 in the text) were simultane-
ously recorded using a data acquisition card. When cor-
related white noise or twin beam-like light was injected,
the phase between the two electrical local oscillators used
for demodulation was adjusted to maximize the cross cor-
relations.

Optical losses estimation

We have performed a characterization of the losses of
the main coherent beam based on a model of the fringe
of a power recycling interferometer. By fitting the exper-
imental data of the gain G and the power measured at
the anti-symmetric port PAS as functions of the DARM
with the theoretical expression, one can extract both the
reflection of the PRM and the mode mismatch:

Reflection of the PRM: Rprm = 0.91(1). This value,
obtained from the fit, is consistent with an independent
measurement and with the nominal value provided by
the producer, supporting the validity of the model;

Mode mismatch and other losses inside the power-
recycling cavity (excluding Rprm), and from the beam
splitter to the detector included: Ld = 0.26(1). This
accounts for cavity mode mismatching, the presence of
the EOM inside the arms and output isolators (2 of
them are used in a single interferometer).

The other optical losses from end mirror and the beam
splitter are negligible.

From the value reported above we have an overall effi-
ciency of 0.91 ∗ (1− 0.26) = 0.67, i.e. 33% of losses. On
the other hand, the observed reduction of squeezing from
6.5 dB to 2.6 dB corresponds to a loss of about 42%. The
residual 9% of difference, can be attributed to the dou-
ble passing through the output isolators (injection and
readout) of the squeezed beam, while the local oscillator
passes only once. It is worth observing that the reported
value of losses can slightly change from one run to an-
other because of different misalignment and accordingly
also the level of quantum noise reduction in the various
measurements.

Data Availability

All relevant data that have been acquired to generate
the figures presented in here and to obtain the parameters
reported are available at least from the authors.
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Figure 1: Simplified schematic of the double-interferometer
setup. Two Michelson Interferometers (MI1, MI2) with arm
length L = 0.92 m were co-located, with a distance between
the two balanced beam splitters (BSs) of around 10 cm. M:
piezo-actuated high-reflectivity (99.9%) end mirrors. PRM:
partially reflecting (90%) power recycling mirror, radius of
curvature rc = 1.5 m. X1(X2): read-out signals. A Fara-
day isolator in each output port allowed for measuring the
read-out signals while either independent squeezed states ISS
or twin beam-like states TWB were injected into the anti-
symmetric ports. For the ISS case the cross-correlation of
the outputs is calculated, while for the TWB case the output
subtraction is the relevant quantity.
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and red traces). Black data is the ratio between squeezed and
coherent SNR values.
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YAG laser of wavelength λ = 1064 nm. The input power is
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formed by a power-recycling mirror (PRM) of 90% reflectivity
, a 50-50 beam splitter (BS), and two plane end-mirrors M (re-
flectivity ∼ 99.9%). These mirrors are mounted on piezoelec-
tric actuators (PZT), used for maintaining the interferometer
at the desired working point through the implemented locking
scheme (see Methods, locking scheme section). An electro-
optical modulator (EOM) in one arm of the MI is eventually
used to inject a phase signal. Two Faraday isolators per-
mit to separate the light exiting the interferometer from the
entering quantum states. The acquisition board consists in
a 14 bit data acquisition system with 4 channels (DC and
AC for each MI) and acquisition rate 500 kSample/s. The
DC signal from the output PD is collected without any fur-
ther processing, while the AC signal is down mixed at 13.5
MHz, preamplified and low passed at 100 kHz. HVA: high-
voltage amplifier. LO: local oscillator. PD: photo-diode, In-
GaAs with high quantum-efficiency photodiodes (99%) and

low noise (Noise Equivalent Power 1.2 × 10−11 W Hz−1/2)
are used at the read-out port. Beam-Focusing: set of lenses
in order to have Gaussian Optical mode TEM00. δlC , δlD:
correction signals from the common arm length (CARM) and
differential arm length (DARM) lockbox respectively.
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