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Nonlinear quantum photonics serves as a
cornerstone in photonic quantum technolo-
gies, such as universal quantum computing
and quantum communications. The emergence
of integrated photonics platform not only of-
fers the advantage of large-scale manufactur-
ing but also provides a variety of engineering
methods. Given the complexity of integrated
photonics engineering, a comprehensive simu-
lation framework is essential to fully harness
the potential of the platform. In this con-
text, we introduce a nonlinear quantum pho-
tonics simulation framework which can accu-
rately model a variety of features such as adi-
abatic waveguide, material anisotropy, linear
optics components, photon losses, and detec-
tors. Furthermore, utilizing the framework,
we have developed a device scheme, chip-scale
temporal walk-off compensation, that is use-
ful for various quantum information processing
tasks. Applying the simulation framework, we
show that the proposed device scheme can en-
hance the squeezing parameter of photon-pair
sources and the conversion efficiency of quan-
tum frequency converters without relying on
higher pump power.

1 Introduction
Quantum optics has played a pivotal role in testing
fundamental principles of quantum physics through-
out the historical development of quantum informa-
tion science. More recently, however, it has emerged
also as a powerful tool for various useful applica-
tions, including quantum computing, quantum sim-
ulation, quantum communication, and quantum sens-
ing. Due to its bosonic nature, photons rarely in-
teract with their surroundings, and it makes them
nearly free from decoherence even at room temper-
ature. Therefore, when combined with mature fiber
technologies, infrared photons are considered the best
quantum information carrier for long-distance quan-
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tum communications. Furthermore, photons have re-
cently emerged as one of the leading universal quan-
tum computing platforms. Based on the very origi-
nal one-way quantum computing architecture [1] and
its subsequent developments [2, 3], utility-scale, error-
corrected universal quantum computing may be pos-
sible in the foreseeable future. One of the main chal-
lenges toward this goal is to realize hardwares that can
meet a formidable number of optical components, re-
liable operations, and very high performance metrics
all at the same time. At present, there is little doubt
that integrated photonics platform is one of the most
promising approaches to fulfill such requirements.

Meanwhile, optical switches are crucial building
blocks for photonic quantum technology, primarily
due to the non-deterministic nature of key photonic
quantum processes [4]. For instance, techniques like
spontaneous downconversion, which is used to gen-
erate single photon states [5], and fusion operations
that grow the size of a cluster state, are inherently
non-deterministic [6, 7]. However, these processes can
be multiplexed to create nearly deterministic sources
of single photons or entangled states. Such multi-
plexing requires the use of reliable optical switches
as its key components [8]. Likewise, an active feed-
forward, which is the core functionality for photonic
quantum computing, also requires the high-speed op-
tical switching [4]. Among the various candidate tech-
nologies for switches, electro-optic (EO) technology
stands out thanks to its ultra-high speed, very low in-
sertion loss, and minimal power consumption [9]. As
for integrated quantum photonics, where minimizing
loss and heat is crucial, the adoption of EO switch is
necessary for the most of high-speed applications.

Given the demanding requirements of fault-tolerant
quantum computing, especially the tremendous num-
ber of optical components, taking advantage of inte-
grated photonics is an inevitable choice. Therefore,
the various useful components of it such as tapers,
curves, and optical anisotropy should be considered.
Curves are crucial for routing different optical com-
ponents and reducing device footprints. Tapers are
used not only to connect different optical components
with different waveguide geometry, but also to control
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optical modes in the waveguide in a desired fashion.
In addition, to effectively utilize the Pockels effect,
which is the primary principle behind EO switches,
it is crucial to consider anisotropy; Pockels effect can
be found in materials without centrosymmetry, such
as piezoelectric lead zirconate titanate, BaTiO3, and
LiNbO3 [10]. When these materials are utilized in
integrated photonics for optical switches, the c-axis
is very often lie in the plane of the wafer due to the
ease of fabrication and the better device performance
[11, 12, 13]. When the c-axis is in the wafer plane,
however, the effective index of waveguide modes de-
pend on its relative direction as to wafer flat, because
the angle between propagation direction and c-axis
changes. It poses a significant challenge in the design
process of optical components since it increases design
complexity. Despite such difficulties, the monolithic
fabrication of various optical components, including
switches, on a single chip is still advantageous. It
offers benefits in terms of low-loss operation and cost-
effective manufacturing, making its adoption highly
desirable.

Another key aspect of integrated nonlinear pho-
tonics is the strong nonlinear interactions. The uti-
lization of integrated waveguides for nonlinear inter-
actions facilitates the concentration of optical power
within a remarkably small mode area [14, 15]. Addi-
tionally, these waveguides confine optical modes in a
way that extends the interaction time, surpassing the
limitations set by the Rayleigh range in free space op-
tics. Consequently, operating in the high-gain regime
becomes more feasible and therefore important. How-
ever, transitioning to this regime also presents chal-
lenges: conventional theoretical models used in the
low-gain regime lose their validity due to the signifi-
cant contribution of higher order expansion terms in
the time evolution operator [16]. Additionally, third-
order nonlinear effects, such as self-phase modulation
(SPM) and cross-phase modulation (XPM), become
crucial factors to consider [17]. Therefore, accurate
simulation of high-gain effects is a critical task in the
design of efficient and bright nonlinear optical devices
on an integrated photonics platform.

In summary, the capability to model and design
nonlinear quantum optics processes on integrated
photonics is pivotal for the scalability. The integrated
photonics platform have many commonly used com-
ponents, such as curves and tapers, which are es-
sential building blocks for advanced optical circuits.
Additionally, considering optical anisotropy and high-
gain regime is essential for accurate prediction of the
nonlinear processes on platforms equipped with EO
switches.

In this work, we present a framework capable of
simulating nonlinear quantum processes in integrated
photonics platform. Based on the theoretical ground-
work by Quesada et al. [18, 19], we have extended
it further as a simulation framework tailored for non-

linear integrated photonics. We begin by providing
the theoretical background, which is generalized for
structures that vary in an adiabatic limit, such as
curves and tapers. Subsequently, we validate the
framework through diverse case studies, including in-
homogeneous spatial nonlinearity, waveguide tapers,
anisotropic waveguides, and strongly pumped nonlin-
ear processes. Additionally, our framework includes
a model for the propagation loss, various linear opti-
cal components and detectors, which have been veri-
fied against experimental data. Based on these basic
functionalities, we further introduce a more advanced
chip-scale nonlinear quantum photonic circuit called
temporal walk-off compensation (TWOC), or quasi-
group velocity matching [20, 21]. Through an analysis
of a two-mode vacuum squeezer and quantum pulse
gate (QPG) enhanced by TWOC, we illustrate the
versatility and applicability of our simulation frame-
work.

2 Theory
In this section, we establish the theoretical ground-
work for our simulation, which is primarily based on
the previous studies [18, 22]. These works provide
a theoretical model to calculate nonlinear quantum
processes in waveguides, including the time-ordering
effect and the third-order nonlinearity. Building upon
the foundations, we extend the formulation further to
include nonlinear propagation within slowly chang-
ing waveguides under the adiabatic limit, where the
coupling between spatial eigenmodes of the waveg-
uide is negligible. This approach enables us to accu-
rately model the curvature, tapering, and anisotropy
of the waveguide commonly used in integrated quan-
tum photonics.

We derive the equation of motion (EOM) from
Maxwell’s equations, following the approach outlined
by Lægsgaard [23]. Subsequently, by assuming the
adiabatic limit, we simplify the model to exclude
cross-coupling between spatial modes. We then carry
out the quantization of the field by substituting
bosonic operators for classical fields. Additionally,
we incorporate linear optics and detectors into our
framework using the Gaussian optics formalism, [24],
further enhancing its capability.

2.1 Equation of motion under adiabatic evolu-
tion
We begin by defining electric and magnetic fields as
the superposition of eigenmodes. The set of spatial
eigenmodes at a certain frequency is determined by
the waveguide geometry and the optical properties
of the material. Each eigenmode is characterized by
its field profile, propagation constant, group velocity
[25]. From this set, we select a few modes that would
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engage in nonlinear interactions. The modal prop-
erties we consider include the central frequency ω̄m,
group velocity vm(z), normalized modal electric field
e⃗m(r⃗, t), normalized modal magnetic field h⃗m(r⃗, t),
and field amplitude ψm(z, ω) [23]:

E⃗(r⃗, t) = 1√
4π

∑
m

∫
dω

√
ℏω̄m

vm(z)ψm(z, ω)e⃗m(r⃗, t)

+ c.c, (1a)

H⃗(r⃗, t) = 1√
4π

∑
m

∫
dω

√
ℏω̄m

vm(z)ψm(z, ω)⃗hm(r⃗, t)

+ c.c, (1b)

where z is the longitudinal coordinate along the
waveguide. We neglect the frequency dependence of
the modal field e⃗m(r⃗, t), assuming that the spectral
bandwidth of the optical modes is sufficiently nar-
row. Subsequently, the time-dependent modal fields
e⃗m(r⃗, t), h⃗m(r⃗, t) are expressed as:

e⃗m(r⃗, t) = e⃗m (r⃗⊥, z) exp
{
i

[∫ z

0
dz′km (z′, ω) − ωt

]}
,

(2a)

h⃗m(r⃗, t) = h⃗m (r⃗⊥, z) exp
{
i

[∫ z

0
dz′km (z′, ω) − ωt

]}
,

(2b)

where km(z, ω) and e⃗m(r⃗⊥, z) denote the propagation
constant and normalized modal field of the spatial
mode m at local point z. The modal fields are nor-
malized to conform the following normalization con-
dition,

2vm(z) =
∫
dr⃗⊥ [e⃗m (r⃗⊥, z) × h⃗∗

m (r⃗⊥, z)

− h⃗m (r⃗⊥, z) × e⃗∗
m (r⃗⊥, z)] · ẑ, (3)

where the integration is performed over the waveguide
cross section. This normalization allows the optical
energy passing through the waveguide cross-section
at position z to be represented as [26]

Em(z) =
∫

ℏωdωψ∗
m(z, ω)ψm(z, ω). (4)

From the Maxwell’s equations, the EOM governing
the evolution of the field amplitudes is derived and
takes the following form [23]:

∂ψm

∂z
= i

2

√
ω̄m

πℏvm(z)

∫
dadte⃗∗

m(r⃗, t) · δP⃗ (r⃗, t) (5)

+
∑
n̸=m

1
2

Cm,n√
vn(z)vm(z)

× exp
{
i

∫ z

0
dz′[kn(z′, ω) − km(z′, ω)]

}
ψn(z, ω),

where δP⃗ (r⃗, t) represents the nonlinear polarization,
and Cm,n is cross-coupling coefficient between differ-
ent mode n. The EOM captures two dynamics: the
nonlinear interaction between optical modes and the
linear coupling due to the variation in waveguide ge-
ometry, where each dynamics is expressed in the first
and second terms, respectively. Note that the nonlin-
ear polarization δP⃗ (r⃗, t) can be further divided into
the second order nonlinear polarization δP⃗(2)(r⃗, t) and
the third order nonlinear polarization δP⃗(3)(r⃗, t):

δP j
(2)(r⃗, t) = ϵ0χ

jkl
(2)E

k(r⃗, t)El(r⃗, t), (6a)

δP j
(3)(r⃗, t) = ϵ0χ

jklm
(3) Ek(r⃗, t)El(r⃗, t)Em(r⃗, t), (6b)

where χjkl
(2) and χjklm

(3) are second-order and third-order
nonlinearity tensor components [27]. Among the com-
binations of mode mixing in nonlinear polarization,
effective terms are considered where phase matching
and energy conservation are satisfied simultaneously.

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq.
(5) describes the linear coupling caused by waveg-
uide geometry variation along its propagation. Under
such conditions, the continuous translational symme-
try is broken, and the set of eigenmodes depends on
z. Therefore, the electric field after a small prop-
agation should be expanded on another eigenmode
basis. Such a process continuously happens as the
wave propagates through the waveguide, and there-
fore the amplitude of each mode needs to be updated
accordingly. In this work, however, we limit our study
to the adiabatic regime, where propagation direction
and waveguide geometry change slowly, so the cross-
coupling can be ignored. Hence, we consider the first
term solely while ignoring the second term of Eq. (5).

As an illustration, we consider the spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC) process, which
occurs alongside SPM and XPM. In the SPDC pro-
cess, we consider pump, signal, and idler modes with
central frequencies ω̄p, ω̄s, and ω̄i, respectively. A
pump mode is excited by coupling a laser into a non-
linear waveguide, leading to the generation of photon
pairs in the signal and idler modes, in accordance with
the energy conservation (ω̄p = ω̄s + ω̄i) and the phase
matching conditions. In this process, third-order non-
linearity induces parasitic phenomena, particularly
noticeable in a high-gain regime. The pump beam
undergoes SPM, while the signal and idler modes are
influenced by the pump through XPM. We ignore the
XPM between the signal and idler since it is negligi-
ble compared to the XPM induced by the pump. It is
straightforward to extend the EOM of SPDC to other
similar nonlinear processes such as spontaneous four-
wave mixing (SFWM) and quantum frequency con-
version (QFC) as well. In what follows, we present a
detailed description of the EOM targeting SPDC and
QFC.

From the assumption of narrow spectral bandwidth,
we first approximate the propagation constant to the
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first order:

km(z, ω) ≈ k̄m(z) + 1
vm(z) (ω − ω̄m), (7)

where k̄m(z) is the propagation constant at center fre-
quency of mode m, ω̄m. To avoid fast evolution of the
phase of the pump amplitude, which requires time-
consuming iterations in simulation, the nonlinear evo-
lution is described in the reference frame where the
pump envelope is stationary in time. On the frame,
the pump envelope always arrives at t = 0 everywhere
and its amplitude is represented as

βp(z, ω) =
√
ℏω̄pψp(z, ω)

× exp
(

−i
∫ z

0
dz′ω − ω̄p

vp(z′)

)
. (8)

Applying the same reference frame, the field ampli-
tudes of signal and idler modes are written as

aj(z, ω) = ψj(z, ω)

× exp
[
i

∫ z

0
dz′

(
1

vj(z′) −
1

vp(z′)

)
(ω − ω̄j)

]
.

(9)

Moving forward, we quantize the field amplitudes
into operators as follows:[

aj (z, ω) , a†
j′ (z, ω′)

]
= δj,j′δ (ω − ω′) ,

[aj (z, ω) , aj′ (z, ω′)] = 0,
(10)

such that
a†

j (z, ω) aj(z, ω) (11)

represents the spectral photon number density at po-
sition z using the relation in Eq. (4). As a result, we
have the following equations of motion for the signal
and idler, where both XPM and SPDC processes are
included.

∂

∂z
as(z, ω) = i∆ks(z, ω)as(z, ω) (12a)

+ i
γXPM,s(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)as(z, ω′)

+ i
γPDC(z) exp[i

∫
dz′∆k̄PDC(z′)]

√
2π

×
∫
dω′βp(z, ω + ω′)a†

i (z, ω′),

∂

∂z
ai(z, ω) = i∆ki(z, ω)ai(z, ω) (12b)

+ i
γXPM,i(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)ai(z, ω′)

+ i
γPDC(z) exp[i

∫
dz′∆k̄PDC(z′)]

√
2π

×
∫
dω′βp(z, ω + ω′)a†

s(z, ω′).

The first term on the right-hand side causes a tempo-
ral walk-off between the pump and the mode j(= s, i),
where the rate of change in the spectral phase is de-
fined as

∆kj(z, ω) =
(

1
vj(z) −

1
vp(z)

)
(ω − ω̄j). (13)

The central phase mismatch is

∆k̄PDC(z) = k̄p(z) − k̄s(z) − k̄i(z), (14)

and the pump autocorrelation function is given by

Ep(∆ω) =
∫
dω′βp(z, ω′ − ∆ω)∗βp(z, ω′). (15)

The dynamics of pump pulse within our simulation
framework is also governed by Eq. (5) under the as-
sumption of a strong and undepleted pump. Accord-
ingly, the effect of SPDC and XPM on the pump pulse
is negligible. Consequently, the pump field dynamics
is primarily influenced by SPM, leading to an EOM
that is independent of other modes [17]:

∂

∂z
βp(z, ω) = i

γSPM(z)
2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)βp(z, ω′),

(16)
where the parameters γPDC(z), γSPM(z), and
γXPM,j(z) represent the strength of nonlinear inter-
actions. Their expressions are written in App. C.3,
as in the literature [18]. However, in our EOM, pa-
rameters such as central phase mismatch, group ve-
locity, and nonlinear coefficients are allowed to vary
with z, making the EOM applicable to waveguides
with slowly changing geometries.

A generalization to the QFC can be obtained with
a small revision of Eq. (12). QFC typically in-
volves either sum-frequency generation (SFG) for up-
conversion or difference-frequency generation (DFG)
for down-conversion of optical frequencies. Simply
speaking, the sum-frequency generation combines two
photons to produce a photon at a higher frequency,
whereas the difference-frequency generation results in
a photon at a lower frequency. The major differ-
ence of QFC from the squeezing is that we treat
the signal (idler) mode as the non-vacuum state in-
put for the upconversion (downconversion) process.
Let’s compare two QFC scenarios involving three op-
tical modes: TE0 mode with 1550 nm wavelength as
signal, TM0 mode with 775 nm wavelength as idler,
and TM0 mode with 1550 nm wavelength as pump.
When the input mode is signal, we expect an upcon-
version of the signal photon into an idler photon by
SFG. Conversely, when the input mode is idler, we
expect downconversion of idler photon into a signal
photon by DFG. With the notation convention, the
energy conservation expression becomes consistent as
ω̄i = ω̄s + ω̄p. In the following manner, the EOM of
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QFC for both SFG and DFG is

∂

∂z
as(z, ω) = i∆ks(z, ω)as(z, ω) (17a)

+ i
γXPM,s(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)as(z, ω′)

+ i
γ∗

QFC(z) exp[−i
∫
dz′k̄QFC(z′)]

√
2π

×
∫
dω′β∗

p(z, ω′ − ω)ai(z, ω′),

∂

∂z
ai(z, ω) = i∆ki(z, ω)ai(z, ω) (17b)

+ i
γXPM,i(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)ai(z, ω′)

+ i
γQFC(z) exp[i

∫
dz′∆k̄QFC(z′)]

√
2π

×
∫
dω′βp(z, ω − ω′)as(z, ω′),

where γQFC is a nonlinear coefficient for QFC written
in App. C.3, and the central phase mismatch is given
by

∆k̄QFC(z) = k̄p(z) + k̄s(z) − k̄i(z). (18)

By comparing equations (12) and (17), another major
difference between the squeezing and the QFC can
be found: QFC mixes the annihilation operators of
the idler and the signal with each other, while the
squeezing mixes the annihilation operator of the idler
(signal) mode with the creation operator of the signal
(idler) mode.

2.2 Solving equations of motion

Here, we briefly summarize the procedure to find the
solution of Eq. (12) following [18], where SPDC is
modeled in detail. For numerical evaluation, the op-
erators aj(z, ω) are discretized into frequency mode
operators. In the frequency range of interest, the fre-
quency of each mode is ωn = ω1 + (n − 1)∆ω|Nf

n=1,
and annihilation operators at a single frequency is
represented as aj(z, ωn). To simplify notations, let’s
group these operators into a vector as aj(z) =
(as(z, ω1), . . . , as(z, ωNf

))T. Starting from Eq. (12),
discretized EOM takes the following form:

∂

∂z

(
as(z)
a†

i (z)

)
= i

[
G(z) F(z)

−F†(z) −H†(z)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Q(z)

(
as(z)
a†

i (z)

)
,

(19)

where each block is defined as

Fn,m(z) = γPDC(z)√
2π

βp(z, ωn + ωm)

× exp
[
i

∫
dz′∆k̄PDC(z′)

]
∆ω, (20a)

Gn,m(z) = ∆ks(z, ωn)δm,n

+ γXPM,s(z)
2π Ep(ωn − ωm)∆ω, (20b)

Hn,m(z) = ∆ki(z, ωn)δm,n

+ γXPM,i(z)
2π E∗

p (ωn − ωm)∆ω. (20c)

The solution can be represented using the propagator
U(z, z0) as follows:(

as(z)
a†

i (z)

)
= U(z, z0)

(
as(z0)
a†

i (z0)

)

=
[

Us,s(z, z0) Us,i(z, z0)
(Ui,s(z, z0))∗ (Ui,i(z, z0))∗

](
as(z0)
a†

i (z0)

)
.

(21)

The propagator U(z, z0) can be obtained by Trotter-
ization with arbitrary precision by choosing an arbi-
trary small ∆z:

U(z, z0) =
n∏

p=1
exp (i∆zQ(zp)) + O(∆z2), (22)

where O(∆z2) represents Trotterization error. The
propagator U(z, z0) is also called transfer matrix in
some literature [22]. If the SPDC is phase matched
along a waveguide with continuous translational sym-
metry, where ∆k̄(z) = 0 is satisfied for all z, the ma-
trix Q is position independent. Therefore, along a
straight and uniform waveguide, which starts at z0
and ends at z1, the propagator is obtained as

U(z1, z0) = exp(i(z1 − z0)Q), (23)

without Trotterization error. The operators at dif-
ferent positions z and z0 are related by the transfer
function as

as(z, ω) =
∫
dω′Us,s (ω, ω′; z, z0) as (z0, ω

′)

+
∫
dω′Us,i (ω, ω′; z, z0) a†

i (z0, ω
′) ,

(24a)

ai(z, ω) =
∫
dω′U i,i (ω, ω′; z, z0) ai (z0, ω

′)

+
∫
dω′U i,s (ω, ω′; z, z0) a†

s (z0, ω
′) ,

(24b)

where the continuous transfer function is related to
the discrete transfer function as

U i,j (ωm, ωn; z, z0) =
[
Ui,j(z, z0)

]
mn

/∆ω. (25)
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In the case of QFC, to obtain the input-output rela-
tion, we make a substitution in the operators within
Eq. (24) as a†

s (ω′) → as (ω′) and a†
i (ω′) → ai (ω′).

Our numerical computation method works very ef-
ficiently in simulating nonlinear quantum processes in
waveguides. For instance, in a homogeneous waveg-
uide where SPM is disregarded, the Q(z) matrix needs
to be computed only once, allowing the simulation to
complete in just a few seconds on a personal computer
for 300 frequency modes. For example, periodic pol-
ing is a commonly used technique to implement quasi-
phase matching for many kinds of nonlinear crystals.
In those cases, the Q(z) matrix is strongly position-
dependent due to the fast-oscillating part in Eqs. (12,
17), specifically the term exp[i

∫
dz′∆k̄PDC(QFC)(z′)].

This results in the matrix exponential in Eq. (22)
being calculated multiple times along the coherence
length, determined by the center phase mismatch. To
enhance computational speed under these scenarios,
we eliminate the fast oscillation by changing the frame
of reference:

as(z, ω) = a′
s(z, ω) exp

[
i

∫ z

0
dz′∆k̄s(z′)

]
, (26a)

ai(z, ω) = a′
i(z, ω) exp

[
i

∫ z

0
dz′∆k̄i(z′)

]
. (26b)

Here, ∆k̄PDC(z) = ∆k̄s(z) + ∆k̄i(z). After substi-
tuting operators with these expressions, Eq. (12) no
longer contains the oscillating term:

∂

∂z
as(z, ω) = i

[
∆ks(z, ω) − ∆k̄s(z)

]
as(z, ω)

+ i
γXPM,s(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)as(z, ω′)

+ i
γPDC(z)

√
2π

∫
dω′βp(z, ω + ω′)a†

i (z, ω′),

(27a)
∂

∂z
ai(z, ω) = i

[
∆ki(z, ω) − ∆k̄i(z)

]
ai(z, ω)

+ i
γXPM,i(z)

2π

∫
dω′Ep(ω − ω′)ai(z, ω′)

+ i
γPDC(z)

√
2π

∫
dω′βp(z, ω + ω′)a†

s(z, ω′).

(27b)

Such modification yields a constant Q(z) matrix along
the waveguide where parameters like γPDC, γXPMj ,
∆kj , and ∆k̄j are also independent on z. Implement-
ing such change in the reference frame can accelerate
the simulation of periodically poled waveguides by
approximately 10 times, significantly enhancing the
computational efficiency.

2.3 Connection to Gaussian quantum optics
We outline the connection between our simulation
framework and Gaussian quantum optics, building

upon the foundational work [24]. Although the typ-
ical Hamiltonian for nonlinear interactions involves
three and four bosonic operators, we can reduce the
complexity to two bosonic operators by treating the
pump classically. Consequently, the Hamiltonian for
all nonlinear interactions of our interest are composed
of quadratic bosonic operators, hence categorized as
Gaussian processes. It means that all of our discus-
sions so far stay within the Gaussian quantum optics
framework [28]. Let’s take a look at an example of
parametric downconversion from the Gaussian quan-
tum optics viewpoint. Signal and idler input modes
begin in a vacuum state, which are inherently Gaus-
sian. Since Gaussian processes transform Gaussian
states into other Gaussian states, the output modes
also remain Gaussian. Furthermore, adopting a Gaus-
sian optics formalism significantly simplifies the anal-
ysis when optical losses and photodetection need to
be handled because they are relatively convenient to
be implemented for Gaussian states.

To begin, we represent the collection of operators
involved in the interaction as a vector of operators:

A = (a1, . . . ,aNs ,a
†
1, . . . ,a

†
Ns

)T, (28)

where Ns is the number of spatial modes. Each
component of A represents a spatial mode, which is
again composed of frequency modes within that spa-
tial mode. The operators for frequency mode coin-
cide with those introduced in the discretization of the
EOM, as shown in Eq. (19). In such settings, a gen-
eral quadratic Hamiltonian is formulated as

H = 1
2A†HA, (29)

with H being a matrix with scalar elements. The uni-
tary evolution U = exp (−iH) constructed from the
Hamiltonian dictates the evolution of the mode oper-
ators A in the Heisenberg picture as U†AU . By ap-
plying the Baker-Hausdorff lemma, it can be demon-
strated that

U†AU = MA, (30)

where M is a symplectic matrix defined as
exp [−iKH]. The matrix K is given by

K =
[

1 0
0 −1

]
⊗ 1Nf

. (31)

Note that the symplectic matrix M satisfies the sym-
plectic condition, MKM† = K, to preserve the
bosonic commutation relation. Importantly, without
considering a displacement in the phase space, any
given Gaussian state can be uniquely characterized
by its covariance matrix σ. Consequently, the evolu-
tion of the system can be effectively described as a
transformation of a covariance matrix:

σ → MσM†. (32)
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Our simulation framework specifically computes the
transfer matrix U, which acts on a subset of oper-
ators, namely as and a†

i , from the full collection of
operators A. Therefore, this transfer matrix can be
converted into the symplectic matrix M that propa-
gates the covariance matrix. For the signal and idler
modes, where the collection of operators is denoted
as A = (as,ai,a†

s,a
†
i )T, the corresponding symplectic

matrix is found as follows:

M =


Us,s 0 0 Us,i

0 Ui,i Ui,s 0
0 Us,i∗ Us,s∗ 0

Ui,s∗ 0 0 Ui,i∗

 . (33)

The covariance matrix approach in our simula-
tion framework allows us to effectively model optical
loss. To implement this, we prepare virtual radiation
modes, representing channels into which the signal
and idler photons can be lost, initially in a vacuum
state. These signal and idler modes then interact with
the radiation modes through a series of virtual beam
splitters along a given waveguide. The process of op-
tical loss is simulated by coupling these modes and
subsequently tracing out the radiation modes. The
symplectic matrix representing this coupling, or the
“beam splitter” interaction, is given by:

Mcoupler =
[

MSS MSL

MLS MLL

]
, (34)

where the label S denotes the set of spatial modes of
interest (such as signal and idler), and L represents
the radiation modes into which the photon is lost.
For instance, when applying loss to the set of spatial
modes S = {signal, idler}, MSS is a diagonal matrix
containing the transmittance of each spatial and fre-
quency mode. Similarly, MSL is a diagonal matrix
representing the reflectivity. To construct the covari-
ance matrix for modes S and L, we utilize the fact
that the covariance matrix of a vacuum is an iden-
tity matrix. Then, the combined covariance matrix
before the coupling is a block-diagonal matrix. After
the coupling, as per Eq.(32), the evolved covariance
matrix becomes:

Mcoupler

[
σS 0
0 12|L|

]
M†

coupler

=
[

MSSσSM†
SS + MSL12|L|M†

SL · · ·
...

. . .

]
.

(35)

Here, |L| represents the number of modes labeled L,
which is equal to |S|. By tracing out the radiation
modes or simply discarding block matrices which cor-
respond to the mode being traced out, the resulting
covariance matrix after the loss is computed as:

σS → MSSσSM†
SS + MSL12|L|M†

SL. (36)

After applying all the transformations, the result-
ing modes can be probed using a threshold detector,
which is capable of distinguishing between the vac-
uum state and other Fock states. The probability of
projection onto the vacuum state is given by [29, 24]:

Poff(S) = Tr [ρ|vac⟩⟨vac|S ]

=
(
det
[
(12|S| + σS)/2

])−1/2
. (37)

This equation calculates the likelihood of detecting a
vacuum state in mode S. Consequently, the probabil-
ity of the threshold detector registering a non-vacuum
state, or “detection event,” is:

Pon(S) = 1 − Poff(S). (38)

Similarly, the probability of simultaneous detection,
or coincidence, in modes S and S′ is

Pcoin(S, S′) = 1−Poff(S)−Poff(S′)+Poff(S, S′). (39)

Although this formulation pertains to ideal thresh-
old detection, it can be generalized to include thresh-
old detectors with dark counts and photon-number-
resolving detectors. Such generalization allows our
framework to accurately model a variety of exper-
imental detection scenarios, enhancing its practical
utility in quantum optics experiments.

3 Simulation framework
In this section, we begin by presenting a conceptual
overview of our simulation framework, explaining the
workflow of the simulator. Subsequently, we vali-
date the accuracy and functionality of our simulator
in a low-gain regime. The validation is conducted
through comparisons with established methods in var-
ious configurations, such as conventional periodically
poled lithium niobate (PPLN) nonlinear waveguides
and more complex structures like apodized PPLN, ta-
pered PPLN, angular phase matching (APM) waveg-
uide, and nonlinear interferometers, as reported in
prior studies [30, 31, 32]. These examples show the
adaptability of our framework to a wide range of con-
figurations, including nonlinearity profiles, adiabati-
cally tapered waveguides, and material anisotropy.

To further demonstrate the reliability of our frame-
work in the high-gain regime, we compare its per-
formance with existing, publicly accessible simula-
tion tools known to be accurate in such settings [33].
Lastly, our models for optical loss and detection are
verified against the empirical data from the recent ex-
perimental result [34]. Such comprehensive approach
for validating our simulation not only confirms its re-
liability but also shows its potential for useful appli-
cations in integrated nonlinear quantum photonics.
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Figure 1: Workflow of the simulation framework.

3.1 Overview of simulator
The workflow of the simuator is outlined in Fig. 1.
To model nonlinear interactions within nanophotonic
structures, it is crucial to first determine the specific
eigenmodes that participate in these processes. It be-
gins with calculating the eigenmodes of the waveg-
uide in its two-dimensional cross-section, a task ac-
complished using finite difference eigenmode (FDE)
solvers. Commercial simulation software, such as
Lumerical, is typically employed for this purpose.
Once the relevant eigenmodes are identified, we ob-
tain their characteristics, including the effective prop-
agation constant, group velocity, and field profiles
e⃗(r⊥, z), h⃗(r⊥, z) at different longitudinal position
z. These characteristics are then fed into a nonlin-
ear overlap calculator, which computes the nonlinear
coupling coefficient γ(z). The coefficient encompasses
both material nonlinearity and mode overlap, essen-
tially determining the strength of interaction among
the eigenmodes.

Equipped with nonlinear coefficients extracted from
the previous step, along with the group velocity and
propagation constant, we proceed to compute the
quantum dynamics of the fields. This is done by solv-
ing the EOM to obtain the transfer function U(z, z0),
as elaborated in Sec. 2.

3.2 Validation in low-gain regime
In this subsection, we aim to validate our simula-
tion framework by comparing its results in various
settings with those produced by first-order perturba-
tion, which is widely used in a low-gain regime. To
begin, we provide a brief overview of first-order per-
turbation theory, which serves as the benchmark for
the validation process.

To analyze the spectral profile of the SPDC pro-
cess, we employ the joint spectral amplitude (JSA), a
crucial characteristic of the photon pair that acts as a
two-photon wavefunction in the spectral domain. We
calculate the low-gain JSA, denoted as f(ωs, ωi), us-
ing the conventional first-order approximation of the
interaction Hamiltonian [5]. The photon pair state
generated by SPDC is expressed using JSA:

|ψ⟩ ≈ |0⟩ +
∫
dωsdωif(ωs, ωi)â†

s(ωs)â†
i (ωi)|0⟩, (40)

where the creation operators â†
s(ωs) and â†

i (ωi) satisfy
the commutation relation:[

âj(ω), â†
k(ω′)

]
= δ(ω − ω′)δjk. (41)

In the low-gain regime, the JSA is formulated as a
product of the pump spectral amplitude βp and the
phase matching function Φ:

f(ωs, ωi) = βp(ωs + ωi)Φ(ωs, ωi). (42)

The pump amplitude and the phase matching func-
tion constrain the wavefunction to conform to en-
ergy conservation and momentum conservation, re-
spectively. The phase matching function, derived
from the spatial integration of the nonlinear coupling
coefficient γ(z) and the local phase mismatch along
the waveguide, is described by:

Φ(L, ωs, ωi) = 1√
2π

∫ L

0
dzγ(z)

× exp
[
i

∫ z

0
dz′∆k(z′, ωs, ωi)

]
, (43)

where L is the length of the nonlinear waveguide, and
the phase mismatch is defined as

∆k(z, ωs, ωi) = ks(z, ωs) + ki(z, ωi) − kp(z, ωs + ωi).
(44)

Assuming each optical mode is sufficiently narrow in
the frequency domain, the phase mismatch can be
linearized as we did in Eq. (7):

∆k(z, ωs, ωi) = ∆k̄PDC(z)

+
(

1
vs(z) − 1

vp(z)

)
(ωs − ω̄s)

+
(

1
vi(z)

− 1
vp(z)

)
(ωi − ω̄i), (45)

where the center phase mismatch ∆k̄PDC(z) is defined
in Eq. (14).

3.2.1 Periodically poled lithium niobate waveguide

As an initial demonstration of our simulation, we an-
alyze the low-gain JSA of a PPLN nano-waveguide
as illustrated in Fig. 3(a). This waveguide, char-
acterized by a uniform poling period and a uniform
corss-section, is taken as a test case to validate our
model against well-established results. Specifically,
we simulate a rib-waveguide structure fabricated by
semi-vertical etching of a thin-film lithium niobate
(TFLN) platform. The waveguide is cladded by air
on top and silica underneath. Top width, film thick-
ness, etch depth, and sidewall angle are 1200 nm, 700
nm, 300 nm, and 62◦, respectively. The mode profiles
for the given geometry are illustrated in Fig. 2. We
use TE0 mode at 1550 nm as a signal, TM0 mode at
1550 nm as an idler, and TM0 mode at 775 nm as a
pump.
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(a) (b) (c)

1 μm 1 μm 1 μm

Figure 2: The waveguide cross section and electric field in-
tensity |e⃗(r⃗⊥)|2. (a) The signal mode, TE0 mode at 1550
nm. (b) The idler mode, TM0 mode at 1550 nm. (c) The
pump mode, TM0 mode at 775 nm.

Utilizing an FDE solver, we calculate the mode
profiles, group velocities, and propagation constants
for each mode at these specific frequencies. To ad-
dress the central phase mismatch between modes, a
poling period of 3.22 µm is used, calculated by fol-
lowing the procedure used in first-order quasi-phase
matching [35]. For a given combination of modes,
the nonlinear coupling coefficient for SPDC, γPDC, is
−153.5 W−1/2m−1.

In this example, we positioned the modes in the
symmetric group velocity matching (sGVM) regime,
where the pump mode’s group velocity (vp) is in be-
tween the group velocities of the signal (vs) and idler
(vi) modes. This particular GVM regime is commonly
chosen for generating spectrally pure single photons,
as it allows for spectrally uncorrelated signal and idler
modes in the frequency domain [31]. In our specific
waveguide geometry, the group velocities follow the
relationship vs > vp > vi. To induce SPDC interac-
tion, we propagate a Gaussian pump pulse with an
intensity FWHM of 1.39 nm and an energy of 0.1 pJ
through a 5 mm waveguide.

Using our simulation framework, we derived the
transfer function representing the nonlinear inter-
action, as visualized in Fig. 3(b). In the low-
gain regime, the JSA is essentially equivalent to the
cross-mode transfer function, either U i,s or Us,i [19].
Specifically, we compare the cross mode transfer func-
tion Us,i with the JSA derived from the product of
the pump’s spectral envelope function βp(ω) and the
phase matching function Φ(ωs, ωi) in Fig. 4.

To confirm the match between our framework and
the conventional JSA, we compare the squeezing pa-
rameter distribution of Schmidt modes. The result
in Fig. 4(d) shows excellent agreement between the
two methods, completing the basic validation of our
simulator.

3.2.2 Apodized poling

To demonstrate our framework’s capability in han-
dling inhomogeneous nonlinearity profiles, we report
a simulation result of the nonlinear waveguide with
apodized poling. Unlike the uniformly poled waveg-
uide in the previous example, this waveguide exhibits
a change in the sign of the nonlinear coefficient in
an aperiodic manner. Despite the increased com-
plexity, our simulation accurately reproduces previ-

(a)

(b)

Figure 3: (a) Schematic of the PPLN waveguide. (b) Nor-
malized transfer functions of nonlinear interaction in the
PPLN waveguide. Each transfer function is normalized to
its maximum amplitude. The spectral purity of the output
photon pair is 86.7%. We define the broadband same mode
transfer function as Us,s(i,i)

(b) (ω, ω′) = Us,s(i,i)(ω, ω′)−δ(ω−
ω′). The color scale for each density plot is normalized inde-
pendently.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4: (a) Phase matching function of the PPLN waveg-
uide. (b) Pump spectral amplitude. (c) JSA obtained by
multiplying the phase matching function and pump spectral
amplitude (d) Comparison of squeezing parameters between
our framework and the first-order approximation method.
The color scale for each density plot is normalized indepen-
dently and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 3.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 5: (a) Schematic of the apoLN waveguide. (b) Nor-
malized transfer functions of the nonlinear interaction in
apoLN. Spectral purity of the output two-photon state is
99.2%. The color scale for each density plot is normalized
independently.

ously known results, showcasing the robustness of our
model.

Apodized poling has been employed in nonlinear
quantum optics to enhance the spectral purity of sin-
gle photons produced by detecting partner photons in
SPDC [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 30]. When operating in the
sGVM regime as in the previous section, residual cor-
relations arising from the sinc-shaped phase matching
function impede achieving optimal purity. To miti-
gate detrimental effects from the sidelobes and boost
spectral purity, the apodized poling technique can be
utilized.

In this example, we simulated the nonlinear inter-
action in an apodized poling lithium niobate (apoLN)
waveguide with the same geometry and optical modes
as the previous example, but the poling pattern is
aperiodic (see Fig. 5(a)). The poling pattern is op-
timized for the suppression of sidelobes in the phase
matching function, following the approach in [39, 41].
The details of the strategy we utilized are outlined
in App. D. The Gaussian pump pulse with the in-
tensity FWHM of 1.85 nm and energy of 0.1 pJ was
propagated through a 5 mm apoLN, where the pump
bandwidth is optimized for spectral purity. Using our
simulation framework, we obtained the transfer func-
tion, as shown in Fig. 5(b). Compared to the trans-
fer function of the conventional PPLN waveguide, the
sidelobes are significantly suppressed, giving a her-
alded single photon purity of 99.2%.

To validate the simulation, we calculated the JSA
using established conventional methods, as depicted
in Fig. 6. Again, we compared the squeezing parame-

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6: (a) Phase matching function of the apoLN waveg-
uide. (b) Pump spectral amplitude. (c) JSA obtained by
multiplying the phase matching function and pump spectral
amplitude (d) Comparison of squeezing parameters between
our framework and the first-order approximation method.
The color scale for each density plot is normalized indepen-
dently and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 5.

ters derived from both the simulation framework and
the first-order perturbation, and confirming the valid-
ity of our approach.

3.2.3 Periodically poled waveguide taper

Adiabatically varied geometries are useful tools in
nanophotonic circuit designs. Euler bends, for in-
stance, are essential for routing between separate op-
tical components without causing undesirable losses.
Tapered waveguides are another example, often ap-
plied as a part of adiabatic directional couplers and
polarization rotators. In the following three examples,
we demonstrate our simulation framework’s function-
ality to accommodate such adiabatic waveguide de-
signs, including curves and tapers.

In the first example, we simulate a tapered peri-
odically poled lithium niobate (taperLN) waveguide.
The geometry of the waveguide is similar to those of
previous sections, except that we linearly tapered the
width from 1175 nm to 1225 nm over a length of 5
mm. We employ the same spatial modes for the sig-
nal, idler, and pump as well. The entire procedure for
the calculation stays the same; however, the ampli-
tude of the local nonlinear coefficients γPDC and the
phase mismatch ∆k̄PDC are z-dependent due to the
adiabatic change.

The test structure is a linearly tapered waveguide
with a fixed poling period as shown in Fig. 8(a). Al-
though the required poling period is different for each
waveguide width, we applied uniform periodic poling
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Figure 7: Required poling period for the first-order phase
matching and PDC coupling coefficient (γPDC) as a function
of longitudinal position z in the taperLN.

along the waveguide. To fully understand the work-
ing principle of such devices, we have shown the re-
quired poling periods for the quasi-phase matching
and γPDC. For a fixed set of wavelengths, both quan-
tities vary linearly corresponding to the width change,
as shown in Fig. 7. As the waveguide width increases,
the required poling period at the specific combination
of wavelengths increases in response to changes in the
propagation constants. Conversely, the SPDC cou-
pling coefficient decreases as the mode area increases,
mostly due to decreased field intensities. In other
words, at each local position along the waveguide, the
perfect phase matching is met for different frequency
combinations. Such an effect is evident in the broad
phase matching bandwidth as shown in Fig. 8(b).

We applied a Gaussian pump with an intensity
FWHM of 1.41 nm and energy of 0.1 pJ, and the ob-
tained output transfer function is shown in Fig. 8(b).
Following the same procedure as in previous exam-
ples, we validate our simulation results against the
first-order perturbation method, as shown in Fig. 9.
Again, we have confirmed that two methods match in
all aspects.

3.2.4 Angular phase matching

A phase matching scheme called APM, which uti-
lizes anisotropy, was first introduced for nonlinear
processes in microring resonators [42, 43] and further
adapted to interactions in waveguides [32]. We intro-
duce a similar device that was reported in [32] and
calculate important performance metrics, reproduc-
ing key features of APM. The goal of the work is to
show that our simulator can accurately predict nonlin-
ear processes with continuously changing nonlinearity
profiles. In APM, the angular dependence of the non-
linear coefficient is exploited to achieve quasi-phase
matching as well as a tailored profile of γPDC along
the propagation. Here, we choose a design in which
the nonlinear coefficient γ(z) varies as follows:

(a)

(b)

Figure 8: (a) Schematic of the taperLN waveguide. (b) Nor-
malized transfer functions of the nonlinear process that hap-
pens in the taperLN nonlinear waveguide. The color scale for
each density plot is normalized independently.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 9: (a) Phase matching function of taperLN waveg-
uide. (b) Pump spectral amplitude. (c) JSA obtained by
multiplying phase matching function and pump spectral am-
plitude (d) Comparison of squeezing parameters between our
framework and the first-order approximation method. The
color scale for each density plot is normalized independently
and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 8.
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γ(z) = γ0 exp
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−1

2

(
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)2
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− 4
3π cos

(
4πz
Λ

)]
,

(46)

where Leff is the effective length of the waveguide, Λ is
the modulation period, and γ0 is the maximum non-
linear coefficient. In particular, a Gaussian envelope
is adopted to suppress sidelobes in the phase match-
ing function. For the approximation in the second
row, the Fourier expansion was applied, and only the
dominant term was kept. The period Λ is determined
to satisfy the following equation:

∆k̄PDC − 4π
Λ = 0. (47)

Using the spatial integration formula in Eq. (43),
the phase matching function takes the following form:

Φ(ωs, ωi) ≈ −
√

2π 2γ0Leff

3π

× exp
[
−L2

eff
2 (∆ks(ωs) + ∆ki(ωi))2

]
,

(48)

where ∆kj is defined in Eq. (13). Here, we assume
that the interval of integration extends to infinity for
the Gaussian integration. This assumption is valid
when the length of the nonlinear waveguide is con-
siderably larger than 2Leff . In practice, such periodic
modulation can be achieved in a waveguide on an x-
cut GaP wafer cladded by silica, as noted in [32]. The
optical modes adopted for the SPDC interaction are
TE0 at 1550 nm for the pump, TE0 at 3100 nm for
the signal, and TM0 at 3100 nm for the idler in a
rectangular waveguide with a width of 1100 nm and
a height of 2100 nm. Such a combination of modes
requires a period Λ of 12.03 µm. We calculated the
nonlinear coupling coefficient and its angular depen-
dence from Eq. (83a) using the material nonlinear
coefficient [44] and Miller’s rule, as shown in Fig. 10.

Although the maximum nonlinear coefficient is
223.0 W−1/2m−1 at 45◦, increasing the propagation
angle up to 45◦ within a given period Λ can lead to
a very large curvature, resulting in potential radia-
tion in the waveguide. Thus, choosing a smaller angle
helps minimize losses due to the bends. Here, we con-
sider a maximum angle of 7.25◦, yielding a maximum
nonlinearity γ0 = 55.75 W−1/2m−1 as indicated in
Fig. 10. To achieve the desired nonlinearity profile
as per Eq. (46), we define the overall structure z(θ),
where z represents the propagation length and θ the
propagation angle. The total length of the nonlinear
waveguide is 8 mm, and Leff is 1mm. The schematic
of such a waveguide is illustrated in Fig. 11(a).
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Figure 10: Nonlinear coupling coefficient for the SPDC pro-
cess γPDC as a function of propagation angle. The max-
imum nonlinear coefficient is 223.0 W−1/2m−1 is achieved
at a propagation angle 45◦. The nonlinear coupling coeffi-
cient at a propagation angle of 7.25◦ is marked.

We used a Gaussian pump pulse with an intensity
FWHM of 5 nm and a pulse energy of 1 pJ in the sim-
ulation, producing the output transfer function shown
in Fig. 11(b). The cross-mode transfer function Us,i

corresponds to the JSA obtained from the first-order
perturbation approach, as shown in Fig. 12. The per-
fect match between the two models confirms that our
framework accurately simulates a continuously vary-
ing nonlinearity profile along the propagation direc-
tion.

3.2.5 Nonlinear interferometer

In this example, we introduce the nonlinear interfer-
ence of two squeezers to demonstrate the simulator’s
capability of handling rather complex structures. The
nonlinear interferometer we study here consists of two
PPLNs connected by a spacer as shown in Fig. 13.
In this setup, the joint spectrum of each squeezer in-
terferes, resulting in an output joint spectrum of the
entire device [31]. To illustrate the phenomenon, we
introduce two important slopes in the remainder of
this example. The first is the phase matching angle
that appears in the phase matching function Φ(ωs, ωi)
of the single PPLN waveguide:

Φ(ωs, ωi) = e−i∆kLsinc(∆kL/2), (49)

where L represents the length of the PPLN waveguide.
Using Eq. (45), the argument of the sinc function is
expressed as:

∆k(z, ωs, ωi)L

=
(
L

vs
− L

vp

)
∆ωs +

(
L

vi
− L

vp

)
∆ωi

= τs∆ωs + τi∆ωi. (50)

Here, τj = L/vj−L/vp, the temporal walk-off between
the pump and the mode j at the end of the PPLN
waveguide, represents the offset of the arrival time
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(a)

(b)

Figure 11: (a) The angular phase matching waveguide. (b)
The transfer function of the nonlinear waveguide designed
for APM. The color scale for each density plot is normalized
independently.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 12: (a) Phase matching function of the APM waveg-
uide. (b) Pump spectral amplitude. (c) JSA obtained by
multiplying the phase matching function and pump spectral
amplitude (d) Comparison of squeezing parameters between
our framework and first-order approximation method. The
color scale for each density plot is normalized independently
and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 11.

between two modes. At ∆kL = 0, the phase matching
function is at its brightest condition; thus, the slope
of the bright peak of the phase matching function on
the ωi − ωs plane is determined by the ratio of the
temporal walk-offs:

tan(θP M ) = −τs

τi
. (51)

After the second PPLN, the phase matching func-
tion of the entire process Φtot can be obtained by
multiplying the phase matching function of a single
PPLN with a sinusoidal function:

Φtot(ωs, ωi) = 2Φ(ωs, ωi) cos
(

∆ϕ+ Ts∆ωs + Ti∆ωi

2

)
;

(52a)

∆ϕ =
∫ L+h

L

∆k̄(z)dz, (52b)

where h denotes the length of the spacer, and Tj rep-
resents the temporal walk-off between mode j and the
pump accumulated from the start of the first PPLN
to the end of the spacer. Notably, for an inhomoge-
neous waveguide where group velocities are continu-
ously changing, the temporal walk-off between mode
j and the pump can be calculated by integrating the
group velocity offset along the waveguide:∫ ( 1

vj(z) − 1
vp(z)

)
dz. (53)

Due to the cosine term in Eq. (52), the slope of the
interference pattern on the ωi−ωs plane is determined
by the ratio of temporal walk-offs evaluated at the end
of the spacer:

tan(θInt) = −Ts

Ti
. (54)

Whether the interference is constructive or destruc-
tive depends on the optical path length between the
end of the first PPLN and the start of the second
PPLN. The interference pattern occurs due to the
different optical path lengths at various wavelengths,
which is the manifestation of dispersion. The group
velocity differences of the involved modes, represent-
ing the relative strength of dispersion, determine the
slope of the interference pattern on the ωi − ωs plane
as they govern the temporal walk-offs. If the ratio of
walk-offs in the spacer differs from that in the PPLN
waveguide, two distinct slopes will appear in the joint
spectrum—one from the phase matching function and
the other from the interference pattern. We devised
a device with two PPLNs and a spacer oriented such
that the spacer and PPLN run in perpendicular direc-
tions, causing the two slopes to be distinct as shown
in Fig. 14. Note that the difference in the degree of
walk-off between the PPLN and spacer regions origi-
nates from the material anisotropy, which can be well
managed by the simulation.

We calculated both angles θPM and θInt under the
given conditions: θPM = 10.1◦ and θInt = 12.3◦.
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Figure 13: The nonlinear interferometer to demonstrate
anisotropy. Two identical PPLN waveguides run in y-
direction, but the spacer runs in z-direction. Due to
anisotropy, group velocities in each direction is different.
Therefore, the slopes of the phase matching function (θPM)
and interference pattern (θInt) are different. L = 3 mm,
L1 = 1.5 mm, L2 = 1.7 mm, and L3 = 0.8 mm are used,
and all of the curves are π/2-Euler bend with a radius of
200 µm. The waveguide dimension is the same as the waveg-
uide presented earlier in Fig. 2.

(a) (b)

Figure 14: (a) Logarithmic plot illustrating the cross-mode
transfer function Us,i for (a) the single PPLN waveguide and
(b) the entire nonlinear interferometer. The color scale for
each density plot is normalized independently.

These slopes are found in the cross-mode transfer
function, as in Fig. 14, and correspond to the slopes
obtained through direct integration using Eq. (53).
From the result, we confirm that our framework is ca-
pable of managing complex nonlinear quantum pho-
tonic circuits.

3.3 Verification in high-gain regime
In a high-gain regime, the first-order perturbation
approach is no longer valid. It is because of the
non-commuting time-dependent Hamiltonian at dif-
ferent times, which is called the time-ordering ef-
fect [33, 16]. When considering the time-ordering ef-
fect, we find that the spectral mode and its distri-
bution are distorted in an uncontrollable way, mak-
ing the engineering of bright nonlinear devices chal-
lenging [45, 46, 47, 48]. Therefore, simulating the

time-ordering effect is of great importance in design-
ing nonlinear devices such as squeezers and quantum
frequency converters. To simulate this effect, Christ
et al. focused on the form of Hamiltonian under a
non-depleted classical pump assumption. In doing so,
the Hamiltonian is quadratic in bosonic field oper-
ators, and the input-output relation becomes linear
[33]. Based on the observation, Christ et al. es-
tablished an ansatz for numerical evaluation, and ob-
tained an accurate result in the high-gain regime.

In the subsequent work, Quesada et al. employed
Trotterization of the propagator, enabling the calcu-
lation of dynamics with arbitrary precision. Similarly,
our simulation framework utilizes the Trotter-Suzuki
expansion to find the propagator in the high-gain
regime. In this section, we present the Schmidt coeffi-
cients of the high-gain transfer function and compare
these results with the ones calculated from the itera-
tive method. The latter method is based on publicly
available software offered by the original authors [33].

In Fig. 15, we compare three simulation method-
ologies. We used a phase-matched waveguide and ad-
justed pump energy to equalize the average photon
number across the methods. In the low-gain regime,
all simulations yield similar squeezing parameter dis-
tributions. On the contrary, in the high-gain regime,
the analytic first-order solution does not match the
other results, marking the inadequacy of first-order
perturbation solutions. Meanwhile, our simulation
method aligns with the result of the method intro-
duced in [33], showcasing its accuracy in the high-gain
regime.

To observe the time-ordering effect on the output
photon spectrum, we use a broader definition of JSA
J(ω, ω′) applicable in the high-gain regime [16]:

|TMSV⟩ =

exp
(∫

dωdω′J(ω, ω′)a(in)†
s (ω)a(in)†

i (ω′) − H.c.
)

|vac⟩,

(55)

where TMSV denotes a two-mode squeezed vacuum,
the output quantum state from parametric downcon-
version. This definition is equivalent to Eq. (42) in
the low gain regime. We can observe distortion in the
JSA of the high gain process in comparison to the JSA
of the low-gain process, as shown in Figs. 15(c) and
15(d).

3.4 Verification of loss model
We have previously outlined the methodology for
modeling loss in nonlinear quantum optics processes
in Sec. 2. This procedure enables us to simulate prop-
agation loss in nonlinear waveguides. In this section,
we validate our simulation framework by matching re-
sults reported in the recent experiment [34]. Shin et
al. first developed an analytical model to describe
waveguide propagation loss in a SFWM process with

14



(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

Figure 15: Comparison of squeezing parameter distributions
from different calculation methods: Our simulation frame-
work, the iterative method introduced in [33], and first-order
perturbation. (a) low gain regime where the average photon
number of signal mode ⟨ns⟩ = 0.04. (b) high gain regime,
where ⟨ns⟩ = 30.96. (c) JSA in the low-gain regime. (d)
JSA in the high-gain regime. The color scale for each density
plot is normalized independently and follows the same color
scale as used in the previous figures.

a degenerate pump mode. Subsequently, they fab-
ricated waveguides of various lengths and measured
key performance metrics of heralded single photon
sources including heralding efficiency, coincidence-to-
accidental ratio, and brightness. Here, we specifically
focus on heralding efficiency to demonstrate the ac-
curacy of our framework in modeling linear optical
loss.

Shin et al. provided an analytic expression for
intrinsic heralding efficiency under propagation loss
[34]:

HE =
(αL)2 + (∆k̄L)2

2
(
eαL − α

∆k̄
sin(∆k̄L) − cos(∆k̄L)

) sinc2
(

∆k̄L
2

)
,

(56)

where the loss is assumed to be identical for all in-
volved modes. In this expression, L is the length of
the nonlinear waveguide, ∆k̄ = k̄s + k̄i − 2k̄p rep-
resents the central phase mismatch between modes,
and α is the absorption coefficient. We simulated
the SFWM interaction by applying the EOM for the
SFWM detailed in App. B. For simulation purposes,
the nonlinear waveguide is divided into N sections.
After each section, a virtual beam splitter couples the
signal and idler modes with radiation modes. The
transmission coefficient of the beam splitter that links
the signal and idler modes to the radiation modes is
e−αL/N . Additionally, the amplitude of the pump
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Figure 16: Comparison of results generated by our frame-
work, analytic expression, and experimental data. HEj is
heralding efficiency when mode j is used as herald. Analytic
values are obtained from Eq. (56) using given α and ∆k.

modes, which are treated classically, is updated af-
ter each section to account for the loss. At the end of
the nonlinear waveguide, we determine the intrinsic
heralding efficiency using the following formulas:

HEs = Pcoin(S, I)
Pon(S) (57a)

HEi = Pcoin(S, I)
Pon(I) , (57b)

where S, I is the label of signal and idler mode, re-
spectively. Here, we consider an ideal threshold detec-
tor with unit efficiency and no dark counts. The sim-
ulation parameters, based on experimentally obtained
values, are α = 2.22 dB/cm and ∆k = −4.01 m−1.
The waveguide is 6 cm long, and the number of sec-
tions is set to N = 6000. A comparison between
the experimental data of intrinsic heralding efficiency
and our model demonstrates an excellent agreement,
thereby verifying the validity of our model.

4 Temporal walk-off compensation
In this section, we present TWOC as an effective
method for improving the performance of nonlinear
quantum optical devices. We highlight its advantages
through various simulations. Given TWOC’s signifi-
cant role in nonlinear interference, it has been exten-
sively explored in free-space optics [49, 50, 51]. We
adapt TWOC for integrated platforms, enabling the
design of scalable and efficient nonlinear devices. Im-
plementing TWOC involves designing complex linear
optical circuits, consisting of components such as po-
larizing beam splitters and phase shifters. Our analy-
sis of the devices demonstrates the simulator’s utility
in designing and characterizing complex nonlinear cir-
cuits, accounting for anisotropy, adiabatically varying
components, and optical losses.
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TWOC can be effectively applied to the nonlinear
interferometric setup outlined in Sec. 3.2.5, which in-
volves multiple nonlinear stages. TWOC addresses
the issue of temporal walk-off between optical modes
that accumulates during propagation. The analy-
sis of TWOC yields two principal insights: (i) In
a nonlinear interferometer comprising two nonlinear
stages, temporal walk-off hinders constructive or de-
structive interference across the entire bandwidth be-
tween the stages. Through the application of TWOC,
we can restore constructive or destructive interfer-
ence across the full bandwidth; (ii) By implementing
TWOC across multiple stages, it is possible to en-
hance nonlinear interactions without increasing pump
pulse energy or sacrificing spectral bandwidth. This
approach facilitates achieving significant nonlinear ef-
fects more easily and helps to avoid the time-ordering
and third-order nonlinear effects which typically arise
at high pump powers.

This section is organized into five subsections:
First, we detail the effect of temporal walk-off in
the frequency domain, where our simulator operates.
Second, we examine a nonlinear interferometer us-
ing our simulator, analyzing the interference visibil-
ity and the shape of the transfer function with and
without TWOC. Third, we transition to the tempo-
ral domain, highlighting how TWOC restores indis-
tinguishability between the single photon amplitude
from different squeezers. Fourth, we explore cascaded
squeezers interconnected by TWOC, demonstrating
a linear increase in the squeezing parameter propor-
tional to the number of squeezers without affecting the
bandwidth of the output photons. Furthermore, we
show that TWOC offers advantages even when con-
sidering realistic losses.Finally, we address the limita-
tions of QPG caused by the time-ordering effect and
third-order nonlinearities, and how TWOC can be ap-
plied to overcome these limitations and achieve better
performance.

4.1 Temporal walk-off in frequency domain
The temporal walk-off refers to a phenomenon where
different optical modes gradually diverge in the time
domain during propagation. For example, consider
two optical modes, such as a pump and a signal, be-
ginning their propagation simultaneously at the same
position. The arrival times of the pump and signal
envelopes start to differ from their initial synchro-
nization as we move to the subsequent positions in
the waveguide, and this temporal discrepancy grows
as they propagate longer. Such an effect manifests in
the (z, ω) domain, in which our simulation is working,
as a linear spectral phase shift of the mode operators.
For a mode with an index j, the linear phase accumu-
lates according to the equation:

d

dz
aj(z, ω) = i

ω − ω̄j

vj
aj(z, ω), (58)

where aj is the annihilation operator, ω̄j is the cen-
ter frequency, and vj is the group velocity of mode j.
Since each mode propagates at its own group velocity,
their linear phases evolve at different rates, represent-
ing temporal walk-off. When we deal with three-wave
mixing interaction, it makes the problem simpler to
consider the relative temporal walk-off between mode
j and the pump:

d

dz
aj(z, ω) = i

(
1
vj

− 1
vp

)
(ω − ω̄j)aj(z, ω). (59)

The effect of temporal walk-off can be observed
in typical pulsed nonlinear interactions in a waveg-
uide. Recall the phase matching function in Eq.
(43) for homogeneous waveguide where γ(z) = γ and
∆k(ωs, ωi, z) = ∆k(ωs, ωi):

Φ(z, ωs, ωi)

= γ

∫ z

0
dz′ exp

{
iz′
[(

1
vs

− 1
vp

)
(ωs − ω̄s)

+
(

1
vi

− 1
vp

)
(ωi − ω̄i)

]}
. (60)

In this expression, the interaction is phase matched
at (ω̄s, ω̄i), and ∆k(ωs, ωi) is linearized as Eq. (7).
Under such a condition, there is a straight phase-
matching line where the argument of the exponential
term is zero in the ωs − ωi plane. For the frequen-
cies on the line, the amplitude of nonlinear coeffi-
cients constructively adds up since there is no rela-
tive phase difference. In contrast, for the frequencies
away from the line, the added amplitudes at differ-
ent positions have different phases. Hence, the addi-
tion of nonlinear amplitudes is performed with non-
zero phase differences of those. When the frequency
point on the ωs −ωi plane is far away from the phase
matching straight line, the relative phase difference
becomes a fast-oscillating function of the waveguide
position. Under such a condition, the addition of
nonlinear amplitudes effectively becomes destructive
interference as a total, yielding a negligible contribu-
tion to the phase matching function. More temporal
walk-off induces faster oscillation for the points out of
the straight line, leading to almost perfect destructive
interference even at points close to the straight line.
In other words, walk-off determines the bandwidth of
the phase matching function in the frequency domain.

In the nonlinear interferometer that we studied in
Sec. 3, temporal walk-off determines the period and
direction of the interference pattern on Us,i(ω, ω′), as
given in Eq. (52). Due to the temporal walk-off over
the spacer, the constructive and destructive interfer-
ence of the two PPLNs happen alternately over the
bandwidth. With more temporal walk-off, the inter-
ference pattern oscillates faster in ωs − ωi plane. In
contrast, when the walk-off between each mode can
be compensated, i.e., Ts = Ti = 0, the resulting phase

16



matching function becomes

Φtot(ωs, ωi) = 2Φ(ωs, ωi) cos (∆ϕ/2) . (61)

Here, Φ(ωs, ωi) is the phase matching function of sin-
gle waveguide, and ∆ϕ is an integrated phase mis-
match as illustrated in Eq. (52).

With the perfect walk-off compensation, interfer-
ence of phase matching function occurs consistently
across the full bandwidth. In a low-gain approxi-
mation, the JSA of a single PPLN is a product of
pump spectral amplitude and phase matching func-
tion. When ∆ϕ = 0, the phase matching function of
the total system Φtot is simply doubled, and therefore
the JSA is also doubled. In turn, the output photon
number is quadrupled in a low-gain scenarios.

In the next subsection, we compare the interference
between cascaded squeezers revealed in the visibility
of the output average photon number with and with-
out TWOC.

4.2 Nonlinear interferometry with TWOC
The temporal walk-off compensation in nonlinear
quantum optics has been realized previously by syn-
chronizing the arrival time of signal, idler, and pump
at each stage with the use of material dispersion [31].
In the integrated photonics platform, another type of
architecture was introduced to achieve the same func-
tionality for the second harmonic generation: in this
architecture, the faster mode is coupled into the de-
lay line while the slower mode stays in the original
waveguide, and both of them are routed to the sec-
ond interaction stage to be re-synchronized [21]. Such
synchronization of interacting fields is the key ingre-
dient of temporal walk-off compensation.

In general three-wave mixing processes, the delay
of both the signal and idler with respect to the pump
need to be compensated, thereby requiring two cou-
plers and two auxiliary delay lines for each mode. As
to chip-scale implementation, it is necessary to have
two separate designs of mode selective couplers and
delay lines, rendering the practical realization very
challenging.

In contrast, our approach for walk-off compensa-
tion utilizes a specific group velocity scheme: asym-
metric group velocity matching (aGVM), where the
group velocity of the pump matches that of another
mode. Throughout the TWOC discussion, we use the
design that pump and idler group velocities are the
same while that of the signal is different. Once the
aGVM condition is met, the pump and idler modes
do not experience temporal walk-off relative to each
other. Consequently, the walk-off compensation is
only necessary between the signal mode and the other
two. In our design, we direct the signal mode, which
propagates faster than the others, into an auxiliary
delay waveguide via a polarization-dependent beam
splitter; it selectively couples out the signal mode

Ld

(a)

(b)

Figure 17: (a) Two-stage nonlinear interferometer without
TWOC. Two PPLN waveguides are connected via linear ta-
pers and two π/2-Euler bends with effective radius of 50
µm. (b) Two-stage nonlinear interferometer with TWOC.
After the first PPLN, the auxiliary waveguide is attached via
APBS, which selectively couples out the signal mode. The
temporal delay is adjusted by tweaking the length Ld.

while allowing the other modes to continue in the
primary waveguide. To demonstrate that such a de-
vice is implementable with current integrated photon-
ics technology, we designed an adiabatic polarization-
dependent beam splitter (APBS) that features low-
loss and broadband operation. The construction of
the device is illustrated in Fig. 17(b), and further de-
tails can be found in App. E. In what follows, the term
“TWOC device” is reserved to refer to the complete set
of devices for walk-off compensation, including APBS,
auxiliary delay line, and primary delay line in this
work. We adjust the length Ld of the straight part
of the primary delay line to compensate the temporal
walk-off between the pump/idler and signal modes.

We compare the nonlinear interferometer configura-
tions with and without TWOC. Two cascaded PPLN
waveguides connected with a spacer without TWOC
is also employed as shown in Fig. 17(a) for the com-
parison to the device with TWOC. The spacer can
be further divided into two identical linear tapers and
two π/2-Euler bends; the bends are designed identi-
cally to the inner bend of the TWOC device.

As a starter, we describe the single PPLN device
that is employed in the nonlinear interferometer. To
achieve aGVM, we use a 6 mm long waveguide with
cross-section that has a width of 890 nm, a film thick-
ness of 500 nm, an etch depth of 300 nm, and a side-
wall angle of 68◦ on an x-cut TFLN platform. Note
that the design for aGVM is different from the PPLN
used in Sec. 3.2.1. For the optical modes, we utilize
the TM0 at 775 nm for the pump and the TM0 and
TE0 at 1550 nm for the idler and signal, respectively.
The geometry allows the group velocities of the pump
and idler modes to be nearly identical. The required
poling period for the first-order quasi-phase matching
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Figure 18: The transfer function of a single pass through the
proposed PPLN squeezer. The color scale for each density
plot is normalized independently.

is 2.262 µm, and the nonlinear coupling coefficient is
γPDC = −182.9 W−1/2m−1. We set the pump pulse
energy and intensity FWHM at 2 pJ and 1.32 nm, re-
spectively, and the corresponding transfer function of
a single PPLN is given in Fig. 18. The output mean
photon numbers in both the signal mode and the idler
mode are 0.270.

To manifest the effect of TWOC, we simulate the
average output photon number from the cascaded
squeezers. For the device without TWOC (Fig.
17(a)), the interference pattern in the transfer func-
tion is determined by the phase mismatch integrated
over the spacer, which is defined as

∆ϕ =
∫
dz [ks(z, ω̄s) + ki(z, ω̄i) − kp(z, ω̄p)] . (62)

In the structure where TWOC is added, as shown in
Fig. 17(b), the integrated phase mismatch is modified
as

∆ϕ =
∫

primary
dz [ki(z, ω̄i) − kp(z, ω̄p)]

+
∫

auxiliary
dzks(z, ω̄s), (63)

where the integration is performed along the pri-
mary and auxiliary routing waveguides and summed
up. The integrated phase mismatch can be controlled
using local phase shifter, such as thermo-optic or
electro-optic devices, which is highlighted in yellow
in Fig. 17.

We compare the two devices in Fig. 17 by applying
the same pump pulse energy and bandwidth that was
previously used for the single PPLN. In Fig. 19(b),
the interference of the device without TWOC shows
a change in the mean photon number as a function of

the integrated phase mismatch. The maximum and
minimum output photon number of signal mode ⟨ns⟩
are 0.606 and 0.604, respectively, yielding the inter-
ference visibility of output photons

V1 = ⟨ns⟩max − ⟨ns⟩min

⟨ns⟩max + ⟨ns⟩min
= 0.002. (64)

In contrast to the previous case, the interferometer
equipped with TWOC shows interference visibility
V2 = 0.997 (see Fig. 19(a)). The maximum out-
put photon number is 1.339, which is more than four
times that of a single squeezer, while the minimum
photon number is 0.002.

The small visibility without TWOC can be ex-
plained by investigating the output transfer function.
As we studied in Sec. 3.2.5, the addition of the trans-
fer function amplitude from the two squeezers is con-
structive or destructive depending on the wavelength
(see Eq. (52)). Due to the fast alternation between
destructive and constructive addition, the average in-
tensity of the transfer function, which is the average
output photon number as in Eq. (73), almost remains
the same even in the change of the integrated phase
mismatch. Simply speaking, the change in the in-
tegrated phase mismatch hardly influences the aver-
age photon number. Mathematically, it is resulting
from the fact that the cosine term in Eq. (52) is
strongly dependent on (ωs, ωi). On the other hand,
with TWOC, whether the addition of amplitude is
constructive or destructive does not depend on the
(ωs, ωi), but depends only on the integrated phase
mismatch ∆ϕ. Therefore, the average intensity of
the output transfer function significantly varies with
∆ϕ, consequently yielding high visibility of the output
photon number.

The qualitative features regarding the transfer
function Us,i we have discussed are observed. With-
out TWOC, the shape of Us,i strongly depends on ∆ϕ
as evident in Fig. 19(b), while the scale of its abso-
lute value does not change much. On the contrary,
with TWOC, the shape of Us,i does not change with
∆ϕ, while the scale of its absolute value changes dra-
matically for all the frequency range of interest. In
other words, the high visibility can be attributed to
the adequate TWOC as it recovers indistinguishabil-
ity between the two squeezers such that the transfer
function adds constructively or destructively over the
entire bandwidth. For the discussion on the indistin-
guishability and interference, see Sec. 4.3. Further-
more, the TWOC-equipped constructive interferome-
ter generates photons more than four times the value
produced from the single nonlinear waveguide. The
scaling of photon numbers with respect to the num-
ber of squeezers is investigated in further detail in Sec.
4.4.
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Figure 19: Interference of output photon numbers from a nonlinear interferometer (a) with and (b) without a walk-off
compensator. The inset displays the transfer function Us,i for various values of integrated phase mismatch. The color scale
is normalized based on the maximum value across the three figures in (a) and (b), respectively, following the same color scale
as used in Fig. 18.

4.3 Temporal walk-off compensation in time
domain
We can understand the difference in interference visi-
bility with and without TWOC using the availability
of temporal which-path information. To begin with,
we describe the condition for interference to occur
when the optical intensity of the idler mode is mea-
sured.

Interference happens when idlers from two differ-
ent regions are indistinguishable by all means. At
first sight, idlers from two different regions seem al-
ready indistinguishable because their group velocity
is matched to the group velocity of the pump. If we
use the arrival time of pump pulse as a reference, it
ensures their arrival time at the virtual detector af-
ter the nonlinear interaction is the same regardless of
their origin. However, the interference visibility with-
out TWOC was as low as 0.002.

This is because, in principle, idler photons can be
distinguishable due to the distinguishability of signal
photons that are born in separate nonlinear regions.
Without TWOC, we can distinguish signal photons
born in different nonlinear regions by measuring ar-
rival times with respect to the pump. The signal pho-
tons generated in the first nonlinear region arrive at
the end of the second nonlinear region earlier than
those generated in the second crystal when referenced
to the pump. Because the signal and idler photons are
entangled, from the which-path information encoded
in the signal, we can distinguish in which region the
idler photon was born [52, 53].

At this point, we can interpret the feature of
TWOC in terms of induced coherence [54]. Induced
coherence refers to the single-photon interference of
the signal (idler) photon from two regions when the

origin of the corresponding idler (signal) photon is
fundamentally unknown by erasing which-path infor-
mation [55]. We can interpret TWOC as it "induces"
coherence on the idler photon by making signal modes
in two regions common through delaying the signal
born in the first crystal. This can be confirmed by
the high interference visibility in the idler mode when
TWOC applied.

The effect is schematically expressed in Fig. 20
using the temporal transfer function picture. The
temporal transfer function Ũs,i(ts, ti) is a 2D Fourier
transform of the spectral transfer function Us,i(ωs, ωi)
which is calculated as follows:

SPDC:

Ũs,i(ts, ti) =
1

2π

∫
dωsdωiU

s,i(ωs, ωi)eiωstseiωiti ,

(65a)
QFC:

Ũs,i(ts, ti) =
1

2π

∫
dωsdωiU

s,i(ωs, ωi)eiωstse−iωiti .

(65b)

The temporal transfer function provides the timing
information of photon generation. Its amplitude at
(ts, ti) represents the signal (idler) photon was gen-
erated at ts (ti) with respect to the reference timing
t = 0, which represents the peak of the pump pulse.
In other words, we are using a moving timing refer-
ence that is fixed at the middle of the pump, and all
the other timings are measured with respect to it.

To study the effect of TWOC in the time domain,
we examine the devices depicted in Fig. 17. We
begin by performing a 2D Fourier transform on the
spectral transfer function Us,i of these devices with
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an integrated phase mismatch ∆ϕ = 0 as shown in
Fig. 20. As the pump pulse propagates, the signal
photon walks off and proceeds ahead. Such behavior
manifests as an elongation of Ũs,i along the ts-axis
over time; for example, the non-zero Ũs,i amplitude
at ts = t0 represents that the signal photon arrives at
an observation point t0 earlier than the peak of the
pump. Therefore, a large value of t0 is only possible
when there is a significant walk-off. The elongation
along ts axis stops at τs, which is the amount of walk-
off between the signal and pump modes over the entire
first squeezer (see Fig. 20(a)). Meanwhile, there is no
elongation along ti axis since there is no walk-off of
the idler due to the aGVM condition. Therefore, it
is almost synchronized with the pump, giving a rel-
atively narrow width along ti axis. Still, the width
along ti axis is non-zero due to the finite temporal
width of the pump [56].

The signal photon’s walk-off continues over the
spacer between the two squeezers, giving Ts walk-off
at the start of the second squeezer. Over the length
of the second squeezer, which is equivalent to the first
one, the τs walk-off happens again, giving an elonga-
tion pattern from Ts to Ts+τs. Therefore, the dynam-
ics without TWOC yields the temporal distinguisha-
bility between squeezers by revealing which-time in-
formation. Meanwhile, employment of TWOC could
reverse the temporal walk-off (T ′

s < τs), translating
Ũs,i from the second squeezer downward along ts axis:
when the amount of walk-off compensation Ts − T ′

s is
more than Ts − τs, two temporal transfer functions
start overlapping. In general, when Ts − T ′

s is in be-
tween Ts − τs and Ts + τs, the two islands of Ũs,is
partially overlap and therefore indistinguishability is
also partially recovered. When the amount of walk-off
compensation is exactly Ts, two Ũs,is overlap com-
pletely, and hence the temporal indistinguishability is
fully restored: the measurement of timing doesn’t tell
apart where the signal photon is generated between
the two squeezers.

4.4 Cascaded squeezers
In the previous subsection, we showed that the tem-
poral walk-off degrades the performance of cascaded
squeezers and prohibits complete interference over the
entire bandwidth. However, when the temporal walk-
off is compensated, the interference revives and the
average output photon number has more than quadru-
pled at constructive interference. In this subsection,
we demonstrate that the squeezing parameter of the
output field scales linearly with respect to the num-
ber of cascaded squeezers when temporal walk-off is
properly compensated. In turn, as the photon num-
ber scales exponentially with respect to the squeezing
parameter, we find that the output photon number
scales exponentially with respect to the number of
squeezing stages.
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ti ti
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Figure 20: (a) Schematic of temporal transfer function for a
double pass in a PPLN waveguide under aGVM conditions.
(b) Same as (a), but with TWOC. (c) Temporal transfer
function, Ũs,i(ts, ti), for the scenario in (a), which is 2D
Fourier transform of the spectral transfer function in the
first inset of Fig. 19(b). (d) Temporal transfer function,
Ũs,i(ts, ti), for the scenario in (b), which is a 2D Fourier
tranform of the spectral transfer function in the first inset
of Fig. 19(a). The color scale for the transfer functions in
(c) and (d) is normalized to the maximum value across each,
employing the same color scale as in

In theoretical research, Onodera et al. showed a
quadratic scaling of output photon number in the
number of cascaded microresonators for SFWM in
the low-gain regime [57]. The quadratic scaling was
achieved by keeping the constructive interference of
microring resonators sharing a single bus waveguide.
They found that the condition for the constructive
interference over the photon bandwidth is that the
pump pulse should be spectrally narrower than the
resonance linewidth. When the pump pulse is spec-
trally broad, the phase of the pump pulse is signifi-
cantly modified by the resonators, resulting in an de-
structive addition of the biphoton wavefunction. Also,
note that the temporal walk-off was not a limiting fac-
tor in the study, because the signal, idler and pump
modes are spectrally close in a typical SFWM.

In contrast, when it comes to three-wave mixing,
where the group velocities of the participating modes
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Figure 21: PPLN waveguides cascaded via TWOC.

are notably different, temporal walk-off plays a sig-
nificant role. As we have demonstrated in the pre-
vious subsection, we could boost the coherence be-
tween multiple squeezers by compensating temporal
walk-off. Furthermore, we achieved nearly superra-
diant photon number scaling with the two cascaded
squeezers equipped with TWOC. Therefore, it is natu-
ral to question what would happen if we could cascade
more than two squeezers where TWOC is attached to
all spacers as shown in Fig. 21.

To investigate the physics of such devices, we com-
pare three distinct configurations: a fully walk-off
compensating (FC) device; a partially walk-off com-
pensating device; and a setup with no temporal walk-
off compensation (NC). In the FC configuration, a
delay line completely compensates for the temporal
walk-off. In this case, the length of the adjustable
delay line Ld is 306.8 µm. In the case of PC, Ld is
adjusted such that the signal mode arrives 2.00 ps ear-
lier than the pump mode at the starting point of the
second squeezer, yielding Ld = 427.9 µm. The con-
figuration NC does not utilize TWOC; therefore, the
time delay at the second squeezer is 4.01 ps. The con-
figurations of FC and PC are depicted in Fig. 17(b),
and NC is illustrated in Fig. 17(a). The TWOC de-
sign employed here is the same as given in Sec. 4.2.

Remarkably, in the configuration FC, the band-
width of the output photons remained constant across
all stages as we eliminated the temporal walk-off af-
ter each stage. Conversely, in the configurations of
PC and NC, the output photon bandwidths shrank as
the number of stages increased; this is a direct con-
sequence of accumulated temporal walk-offs in each
stage (see Fig. 22). In fact, the N -stage NC can
be seen as the simple PPLN waveguide that is N
times longer than the PPLN of the single stage. For
a single PPLN, the phase matching bandwidth is in-
versely proportional to the total length of the waveg-
uide, which is the same as our argument for NC.

We further investigate the cascaded squeezers un-
der the influence of loss. We assumed a propagation
loss of 0.03 dB/cm, which is achieved with a mono-

lithic lithium niobate waveguide [58]. Also, expected
losses from physical origins are illustrated in App. E
in detail. Along the squeezer, we iteratively applied
propagation loss after a small nonlinear propagation
and obtained the covariance matrix using Eq. (32).
The loss in TWOC is applied at once after the linear
evolution through TWOC because the phase evolu-
tion and optical loss can be applied in any order. The
resulting covariance matrix is eigendecomposed to ob-
tain the squeezing of the eigenmode with the largest
squeezing [59]. We find that the squeezing increases
slower than in the case without loss, and the effect is
more significant on the brighter device.

A key observation from our study is the linear
increase in the squeezing parameter across different
stages. This advancement significantly boosts nonlin-
ear optical interactions, contributing to the develop-
ment of squeezers of practical use such as heralded
single-photon sources and bright squeezed vacuum
generation. For example, a bright two-mode squeezed
vacuum can be exploited as a source for several CV
quantum information processing, e.g., Gaussian bo-
son sampling [60, 61], cluster state generation [62, 63],
and quantum teleportation [64, 65].

4.5 Quantum pulse gate
In this subsection, we explore another unique appli-
cation of TWOC for a practical purpose: the quan-
tum pulse gate (QPG). We analyze the limitations of
a QPG device in a high-gain regime where the time-
ordering and third-order nonlinear effects are evident.
After that, we apply TWOC to a QPG device to over-
come such limitations and achieve high performance
metrics.

A QPG is a device designed to manipulate and
detect quantum information encoded in spectro-
temporal modes. The spectro-temporal modes are
defined in the energy or frequency degree of freedom
to represent quantum information. Spectro-temporal
modes can be encoded by the SPDC process [66], and
take several advantages compared to a photon’s other
degrees of freedom: (i) Different temporal modes can
be in the same spatial degree of freedom, thereby
the quantum information can be transmitted through
waveguides and existing single-mode fiber networks;
(ii) The dimension of the Hilbert space where the tem-
poral modes live is unbounded in principle, allowing
the high-dimensional encoding; (iii) The quantum in-
formation in spectro-temporal modes is robust against
linear dispersion and polarization rotation [67, 46, 47].
The QPG plays a crucial role in quantum information
science utilizing the spectro-temporal mode, and im-
proving its performance is an important task.

The QPG basically utilizes the QFC process, which
is characterized by the cross-mode transfer function
Us,i(ω, ω′). As expressed in Eq. (74a), we per-
form Schmidt decomposition of the transfer function,
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Figure 22: Scaling of squeezing parameters along multiple stages. (a) Scaling of squeezing parameters as the number of stages
N increases. The cascaded squeezers in the FC configuration shows linear scaling of squeezing parameters with the number
of squeezers. In contrast, in the NC configuration, the growth of the squeezing parameter is much slower. The squeezing
values are obtained under the consideration of realistic losses. (b) Cross-mode transfer function Us,i at each configuration
with different stages in the lossless case. In the configuration FC, the spectral structure is retained, but the spectral bandwidth
decreases with the number of stages in other configurations. The color scale for each density plot is normalized independently
and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 18.

which gives input Schmidt modes τ (l)
i , output Schmidt

modes ρ(l)
s , and Schmidt coefficients sin(rl) for each

mode labeled l. The Schmidt coefficient can be in-
terpreted as follows: when a single photon with spec-
tral profile τ (l)

i enters the QPG, it is converted into a
photon with spectral profile ρ(l)

s with a conversion ef-
ficiency ηl = sin2(rl). Note that we label the Schmidt
modes in decreasing order of conversion efficiency.

An ideal QPG device converts only the target
spectro-temporal mode with unit efficiency. The per-
formance can be described using two important fig-
ures of merit: separability and selectivity, as defined
in App. A. The separability σj characterizes the
ability of a QPG device to discriminate a mode j
from other modes, where unity is obtained only when
ηk(k ̸= j) is zero and ηj is non-zero. The selectivity
simultaneously quantifies the ability of mode discrim-
ination and its conversion efficiency, expressed as the
multiplication of the separability of dominant mode
σ1 and its conversion efficiency η1. Achieving unity
in selectivity is possible only when the conversion
efficiency of the dominant Schmidt mode η1 is one,
whereas those of all other Schmidt modes are zero.

Moreover, for efficient conversion, it is crucial that
the spectrum of the target photon matches the first
input Schmidt mode, τ (1)

i . Thus, the primary engi-
neering objectives are twofold: (i) achieve near-unity
selectivity; and (ii) align τ

(1)
i with the target pho-

ton’s spectrum. The condition of aGVM is benefi-
cial in this context because it provides high separabil-
ity, and τ (1)

i can be readily engineered by shaping the
spectral shape of the pump pulse. Under aGVM con-
dition where the group velocities of pump and input

(idler) modes match, η1 becomes dominant and τ
(1)
i

resembles the pump spectral shape [68, 69].
Given the high separability achieved using aGVM

condition, the conversion efficiency of the first
Schmidt mode needs to be increased to achieve high
selectivity. In the low-gain regime, an increase in
the pump power predominantly boosts the conver-
sion efficiency of the first Schmidt mode, leaving the
other modes largely unaffected. However, at some
point, the conversion efficiencies of undesired modes
ηj(j ̸= 1) start to increase faster than η1, resulting in
lowered selectivity in a high conversion regime. Such
a phenomenon limits the single stage selectivity to
around 0.8 [69]. Such constraint can be attributed
to the distortion of the transfer function due to the
time-ordering effect, which is the inherent feature of
nonlinear dynamics.

We observe this effect from our simulation result as
we increase the input pulse energy (see Fig. 23). We
simulated a single PPLN waveguide in an aGVM con-
dition. The pump and input (idler) modes propagate
with the same group velocity while the output (signal)
mode goes with a different group velocity. The PPLN
waveguide has the same geometry as in the previous
subsection 4.2: a length of 6 mm, a width of 890 nm,
a film thickness of 500 nm, an etch depth of 300 nm,
and a sidewall angle of 68 degrees with air-cladding.
In such a QPG device, we induce DFG interaction by
pumping TM0 mode at 1550 nm wavelength with a
Gaussian spectrum and an intensity FWHM of 8.33
nm, satisfying energy conservation ωi − ωp = ωs. It
converts a photon in an idler mode, TM0 mode at 775
nm wavelength, into a photon in a signal mode, TE0
mode at 1550 nm wavelength with a poling period of
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2.262 µm. The combination of modes yields the non-
linear coupling coefficient γQFC = −258.6 W−1/2m−1.
As the pump energy is increased, distortion of the
transfer function is observed (see Fig. 23(b)), causing
the selectivity to peak at 0.80 with a pump energy of
11.2 pJ; this result matches the findings in [56] very
well.

We further analyze the effect of the third-order
nonlinearities, such as SPM and XPM, which may
affect the spectral properties of the QPG device.
To simulate such effects, we calculate nonlinear
coupling coefficients from Eq. (83a), resulting in
γSPM = 0.97 W−1m−1, γXPM,s = 0.93 W−1m−1, and
γXPM,i = 5.22 W−1m−1. The components of the χ(3)

tensor used in the calculation is detailed in App. C.
The third-order nonlinear effects result in asymmetry
in the transfer function as shown in Fig. 23(c). At
first glance, the third-order effects appear to signif-
icantly impact selectivity; however, both conversion
efficiency and selectivity are not affected seriously as
shown in Fig. 23(b). We found that the selectivi-
ties undergo changes less than 2% with and without
third-order effects.

To match the target photon spectrum and the first
input Schmidt mode, precise calculation of the input
Schmidt mode τ (1)

i is the first step. We point out that
the first-order perturbation fails to account for high-
gain effects in the calculation of the input Schmidt
mode spectrum, and therefore a rigorous simulation
beyond the first-order approach is required. To quan-
tify the matching, we define the spectral overlap be-
tween two normalized spectra ϕ(ω) and ψ(ω) as

O(ϕ, ψ) ≡
∣∣∣∣∫ dωϕ∗(ω)ψ(ω)

∣∣∣∣2 . (66)

Then, the conversion efficiency of the input photon
with spectral profile ϕin into a first output Schmidt
mode is a product of η1 and spectral mode overlap
between ϕin and τ (1)

i [70]:

O(ϕin, τ
(1)
i )η1. (67)

Therefore, not only achieving high selectivity but also
engineering the first input Schmidt mode is essential
to an efficient QPG device. Based on this, we ana-
lyzed the time-ordering and third-order nonlinear ef-
fects in the first input Schmidt mode. We plot the
spectrum of τ (1)

i with and without third-order non-
linearities in Fig. 24. For the large pump energy,
from 25 pJ and above, there is a noticeable broaden-
ing and skewing of τ (1)

i , which is significantly different
from that at the low powers.

To quantify the distortion of the first input Schmidt
mode and assess its impact on the conversion effi-
ciency as defined in Eq. 67, we start with the as-
sumption that the first input Schmidt mode in the
low-gain regime is perfectly aligned with the input
photon spectrum. This implies that the input photon

spectrum coincides with τ
(1)
i at an input pulse en-

ergy of 1 pJ. We then calculate the overlap between
τ

(1)
i at higher pump energies and the input photon

spectrum, discovering a significant decrease in over-
lap as pulse energy is increased; it is attributable to
the spectral broadening, as depicted in Fig. 24. This
observation underscores the importance of account-
ing for the time-ordering effect when designing an ef-
ficient QPG device aimed at a specific spectrum. Fur-
thermore, we explore the impact of third-order non-
linear effects by calculating the overlap between the
input photon spectrum and the first input Schmidt
mode τ (1)

i including third-order nonlinearity, noting a
marked decrease in mode overlap primarily due to the
time-ordering effect (see Fig. 24(c)).

We further investigate the sole contribution of
third-order nonlinearities by comparing results with
and without it. To achieve this goal, we calculated
the overlap of the two first input Schmidt modes τ (1)

i s,
each extracted from the simulation with χ(3) turned
on and off. As shown in Fig. 24(d), the impact of
third-order nonlinearities is relatively small compared
to the time-ordering effect. However, note that careful
consideration of the third-order nonlinearity is neces-
sary if very high performance of the QPG is required.

In what follows, we further investigate QPG with
and without TWOC in integrated photonics settings.
Previously, Reddy et. al. proposed the multi-stage
QPG to mitigate the time-ordering effect and break
the selectivity limit of a single-stage QPG [46]. Af-
terwards, they experimentally showed that such a
scheme is indeed helpful in achieving high-selectivity
beyond the single-stage limit [51]. In a multi-stage
configuration, it is possible to attain near unit effi-
ciency in the first Schmidt mode using lower pump
power than that would be required for a single-stage
scenario. Under these circumstances, the required
pump power is less demanding, and the system is free
from the detrimental time-ordering effect. Therefore,
the multi-stage configuration is crucial for achieving
high selectivity. Interestingly, the principles of [46]
are the same as those of TWOC studied in subsection
4.2; in fact, our TWOC proposal was inspired by this
previous work, applying it to the integrated photonics
platform.

To show the utility of TWOC in a two-stage QPG
scenario, we connected two PPLN waveguides as in
Fig. 17, and compared the results with and without
TWOC. As a reference, we first pumped the single-
stage QPG composed of the same 6-mm-long PPLN
waveguide, where we used a pump of energy 2.8 pJ
and intensity FWHM 8.33 nm as before, providing
η1 = 0.49. When we connect two PPLNs as in Fig. 17,
an interference of conversion efficiency along with the
integrated phase mismatch ∆ϕ is observed. Without
TWOC, the visibility of η1 is observed to be V1 = 0.01
as shown in Fig. 25(b). The maximum conversion
efficiency was η1 = 0.74, and the maximum selectivity
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(c)

Figure 23: (a) Conversion efficiency of five dominant Schmidt modes on various pump energies. The dotted lines and solid lines
represent conversion efficiency with and without a third-order nonlinear effect, respectively. The separability and selectivity
corresponding to each pump energy is indicated in the legend. (b), (c) Cross-mode transfer function Us,i of QPG at different
input pump energies with and without a third-order nonlinear effect. The color scale for each density plot is normalized
independently and follows the same color scale as used in Fig. 18.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 24: Spectral intensity of the first input Schmidt modes
(a) without 3rd order nonlinear effects, and (b) with third-
order nonlinear effects across different pulse energies. (c)
Spectral mode overlap between the input Schmidt mode at
a pulse energy of 1 pJ and at higher energies. In the data
labeled χ(2) (χ(2) +χ(3)), we consider DFG interaction alone
(DFG interaction combined with third-order nonlinearities).
(d) Spectral overlap between the input Schmidt modes in
(a) with and in (b) without third-order nonlinearities, across
different pulse energies.

S = 0.707 was achieved at a constructive interference.
In contrast, with TWOC, we found V2 = 0.963 where
the maximum conversion efficiency of η1 = 0.998, and
the maximum selectivity S = 0.912 beyond the single
stage limit is obtained at the constructive interference
as illustrated in Fig. 25(a). Similarly to the cascaded
squeezers studied in Sec. 4.4, the parameter r1 in the
first Schmidt coefficient experiences an almost linear
increase at constructive interference ∆ϕ = 0, thus the
maximum conversion efficiency is approximately

η2−stage
1 (∆ϕ = 0) ≃ sin2(2r1) = 4η1(1 − η1). (68)

Note that the relation is not exact because there

exists slight mismatch between the output Schmidt
mode of the first stage and the input Schmidt mode
of the second stage even under exact temporal walk-off
compensation [46]. Similarly to the cascaded squeez-
ers, once again, the variation in interference visibil-
ity with and without TWOC can be attributed to
the presence or absence of fast oscillation in the joint
spectrum as illustrated in Fig. 25. Judging from the
various simulation results obtained so far, we confirm
that the scheme proposed in [46] was well adapted to
an integrated photonics platform, thereby overcoming
the limitations of single-stage selectivity.

Furthermore, by utilizing a QPG equipped with
TWOC, we can achieve a very high selectivity exceed-
ing 0.99 through extending the device’s length and ap-
plying the poling optimization technique described in
App. D. To examine the impacts of increased length
and apodized poling, we analyze four device configu-
rations: (a) a single-stage QPG with a 6 mm PPLN
waveguide, as previously introduced; (b) a two-stage
QPG with a 6 mm PPLN and TWOC; (c) a two-
stage QPG with an 18 mm PPLN and TWOC; (d)
a two-stage QPG with 18 mm apoLN and TWOC.
The pump energy involved in each configuration is
adjusted to yield maximum selectivity. Transition-
ing from (b) to (c), the extended length ensures en-
hanced separability owing to a higher aspect ratio of
the transfer function, as detailed in [56]. Moving from
(c) to (d), apodized poling mitigates the sidelobes in
the transfer function, thereby increasing selectivity.
The stepwise enhancements are documented in Table
1. Especially in the configuration (d), the selectivity
reaches 0.997, which is comparable with the theoreti-
cal value of four-stage scheme with TWOC studied in
[46]. The apodized poling could effectively reduce the
required number of nonlinear stages, thereby making
it more realistically implementable.
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0 π/2 π 0 ππ/2

Figure 25: Interference of the first Schmidt mode conversion efficiency, η(1), in a two-stage QPG: (a) with TWOC and (b)
without TWOC. The inset displays the transfer function Us,i for various values of integrated phase mismatch. The color scale
is normalized based on the maximum value across the three figures in (a) and (b), respectively, following the same color scale
as used in Fig. 18.

Table 1: The selectivity of QPG with different configurations.
(a) single-stage QPG with a 6 mm PPLN waveguide (b) two-
stage QPG with two PPLNs of a length 6 mm (c) two-stage
QPG with two PPLNs of a length 18 mm. (d) two-stage
QPG with two apoLNs of a length 18 mm.

Ep (pJ) σ1 S

(a) 11 0.870 0.804
(b) 2.8 0.914 0.912
(c) 0.9 0.967 0.965
(d) 2.1 0.997 0.997

5 Conclusion
In this work, we introduced the simulation framework
for integrated nonlinear quantum photonics. Build-
ing upon the previous foundational works [17, 19], we
extended the model to include the slowly changing
waveguide in an adiabatic limit. Furthermore, we con-
nect our simulation formalism to Gaussian optics, en-
abling photodetection in experimental scenarios. To
verify the simulation, we compared our simulation re-
sults with the conventional calculation method both
in low- and high-gain regimes. In addition, for the
purpose of showing the utility of our simulation frame-
work, we proposed TWOC, which can be applied to
various scenarios in nonlinear quantum optics, includ-
ing bright squeezing and QPG. Through accurate pre-
diction of the performance of devices equipped with
TWOC, we proved the functionality of our frame-
work to simulate complex circuits, including typically
used linear optical components in integrated photon-
ics. For the complex devices covered in our work, it
is not straightforward to calculate only with analytic
methods.

In summary, our framework enables the design and
simulation of nonlinear quantum optical devices in an
integrated optics context. Its functionalities include
the followings, but not exhaustively: (i) high-gain ef-
fects such as time-ordering, SPM, and XPM resulting
from the large optical confinement; (ii) adiabatically
changing structures including taper and curve that
can be used for multiple purposes such as mode con-
version or optical routing; and (iii) the implementa-
tion of detectors and linear losses by making connec-
tions with a Gaussian optics framework. With these
key functionalities, our simulator can serve as an effi-
cient toolbox for designing complex quantum optical
circuits such as TWOC devices.

Utilizing our simulation framework, we demon-
strated the significant potential of the chip-scale
TWOC technique across various scenarios. We show-
cased its effectiveness in designing a bright squeezer
and a highly selective QPG. In cascaded squeezers,
we observed a linear increase in the squeezing param-
eter with the number of stages while maintaining the
spectral shape of the output mode across the stages.
Despite the impact of realistic losses, we established
that incorporating TWOC still offers substantial ben-
efits. For QPGs, we identified that accounting for
high-gain effects is essential for high efficiency in pho-
ton conversion, with TWOC and poling apodization
enabling near-unity selectivity. This indicates that
TWOC allows for the enhancement of nonlinear in-
teractions without suffering from detrimental effects
such as time-ordering, SPM, and XPM.

In the future, we expect our simulation framework
would include other physics models that affect the
nonlinear optical process. Notable examples are two-
photon absorption, free-carrier absorption in silicon,
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broadband Raman noise in silicon nitride, and pho-
torefraction in lithium niobate. Inclusion of these fea-
tures will allow us to estimate the limitations and
potentials of each material platform. Furthermore,
models for handling fabrication imperfections in in-
tegrated photonics can be added [71], enhancing our
simulator to become a powerful toolbox that can pre-
dict most of the conceivable experimental
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A Observable quantities

Squeezing parameter From the simulation, we routinely obtain transfer functions that represent the unitary
evolution of input photon modes to the output mode after propagating in nonlinear waveguides. From the
transfer function, various quantities can be deduced. The transfer function of squeezing process, including
SPDC and SFWM, can be decomposed into Schmidt modes [33, 18]:

Us,s (ω, ω′; z, z0) =
∑

l

cosh (rl)
[
ρ(l)

s (ω)
] [
τ (l)

s (ω′)
]∗
, (69a)

Us,i (ω, ω′; z, z0) =
∑

l

sinh (rl)
[
ρ(l)

s (ω)
] [
τ

(l)
i (ω′)

]
, (69b)

[
U i,i (ω, ω′; z, z0)

]∗ =
∑

l

cosh (rl)
[
ρ

(l)
i (ω)

]∗ [
τ

(l)
i (ω′)

]
, (69c)

[
U i,s (ω, ω′; z, z0)

]∗ =
∑

l

sinh (rl)
[
ρ

(l)
i (ω)

]∗ [
τ (l)

s (ω′)
]∗
, (69d)

where rl is the squeezing parameter, ρ(l)
j is the output Schmidt mode, and τ (l)

j is the input Schmidt mode of the
transfer function [19]. The order of Schmidt modes is in decreasing order of the squeezing parameter rl. These
Schmidt modes are orthogonal and complete:

∫
dωρ(l)

s (ω)
[
ρ
(l′)
s (ω)

]∗

= δl,l′ , (70a)∑
l

ρ(l)
s (ω)

[
ρ(l)

s (ω′)
]∗

= δ (ω − ω′) . (70b)

To derive the squeezing parameters from lossy waveguides, we employed eigendecomposition to examine the
output covariance matrix. The eigenvalue represents the variance, while the associated eigenvector represents
the spectral field of the mode. The minimum and maximum eigenvalues correspond to the variances of the
squeezing and anti-squeezing quadratures, respectively. Given that the resultant state is a multi-mode two-
mode squeezed vacuum, it features two degenerate modes characterized by identical eigenvalues [59].

Spectral purity From the distribution of Schmidt coefficients, Schmidt number K, the number of temporal
mode pairs, can be obtained as [47]:

K =
(∑

l sinh(rl)2)2∑
l sinh(rl)4 , (71)

and from this, spectral purity P is obtained as the follows

P = 1/K. (72)

Average photon number The average photon number of the signal mode using the input-output relation
in Eq. (24) is

⟨Ns⟩ =
∫
dω
〈
a(out)†

s (ω)a(out)
s (ω)

〉
(73)

=
∫
dωdω′ ∣∣Us,i(ω, ω′)

∣∣2 =
∑

l

sinh2 (rl) ,

where the third equality holds in the lossless case.
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Separability and selectivity For the QFC process, the Schmidt decomposition yields the following [33]:

Us,s (ω, ω′; z, z0) =
∑

l

cos (rl)
[
ρ(l)

s (ω)
] [
τ (l)

s (ω′)
]∗
, (74a)

Us,i (ω, ω′; z, z0) = −
∑

l

sin (rl)
[
ρ(l)

s (ω)
] [
τ

(l)
i (ω′)

]∗
, (74b)

U i,i (ω, ω′; z, z0) =
∑

l
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[
ρ

(l)
i (ω)

] [
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(l)
i (ω′)

]∗
, (74c)

U i,s (ω, ω′; z, z0) =
∑

l

sin (rl)
[
ρ

(l)
i (ω)

] [
τ (l)

s (ω′)
]∗
, (74d)

The index of Schmidt modes is given in the decreasing order of rl. The conversion efficiency of j-th Schmidt
mode is given by ηj = sin2(rj). In particular, when the QFC process is used in a QPG context, there are two
important figures of merit: selectivity and separability. The selectivity of the QPG device is

S = η1 · η1∑∞
k=1 ηk

, (75)

and the separability for the j-th Schmidt mode among the N modes is defined as

σj = ηj∑N
k=1 ηk

. (76)

B Spontaneous four-wave mixing
We simulated the SFWM process in the silicon nonlinear waveguide to reproduce experimental results in lossy
structures. Here, we introduce the EOM of non-degenerate dual pump SFWM, ignoring the effect of XPM.
Although it is usual to choose a degenerate pump and a non-degenerate photon pair or vice versa, we first
assumed that they are all different in its central frequencies. The EOM for the usual case can be obtained by
applying an appropriate limit to the general equation.

Pump dynamics In the reference frame of the first pump mode denoted as p1, the EOM of the first pump
can be written as

∂

∂z
βp1(z, ω) = i

γSPM(z)
2π

∫
dω′Ep1(ω − ω′)βp1(z, ω′). (77)

Similarly, in the frame of second pump mode p2, the EOM of the second pump mode can be obtained simply
by substituting p1 into p2.

Photon-pair dynamics We choose to work in the reference frame of p1, and in this frame of reference, the
EOM of output photon modes can be written as

∂

∂z
as(z, ω) = i(ω − ω̄s)

(
1
vs

− 1
vp1

)
as(z, ω)

+ i
γSFWM

2π

∫
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∂z
ai(z, ω) = i(ω − ω̄i)

(
1
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− 1
vp1

)
as(z, ω)

+ i
γSFWM

2π

∫
dω′Bp(z, ω + ω′)a†

s(z, ω′),

(78)

where

Bp(z, ω) =
∫
dω′βp1(z, ω − ω′)βp2(z, ω′)

× exp
{

− i

∫
dz′
[
( 1
vp1(z′) − 1

vp2(z′) )(ω′ − ω̄p2)

+ ∆k̄SFWM(z′)
]}

;

(79)
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C Nonlinear optical susceptibility

A nonlinear polarization P⃗ is expressed in a power series of an electric field E⃗ as

P i = ϵ0χ
ijk
(2)E

jEk + ϵ0χ
ijkl
(3) E

jEkEl + · · · , (80)

where χijk
(2) and χijkl

(3) are the nonlinear susceptibility tensors. To estimate the nonlinear coupling strength of
various processes, it is crucial to find the nonlinear tensor components. We provide how we obtained these
values and how we calculate nonlinear coupling coefficients from the information of optical modes and tensors.

C.1 Second order susceptibility
In this work, we simulated a nonlinear process in a 5% MgO-doped lithium niobate waveguide. The elements
of the effective second order nonlinearity tensor d, defined as d = 1

2χ(2), had been obtained from the second-
harmonic generation (SHG) experiment with the fundamental mode at 1064 nm [44]. The non-zero elements of
contracted d matrix are d33 = −25 pm/V, d31 = −4.4 pm/V, and d22 = 2.2 pm/V. These values were used to
obtain the nonlinearity matrix at fundamental mode 1550 nm using Miller’s rule:

dijk(2ω;ω, ω)
(ϵi1(2ω) − 1)(ϵj1(ω) − 1)(ϵk1(ω) − 1)

= constant (81)

The estimated d matrix elements at 1550 nm wavelength are: d33 = −22.6 pm/V, d31 = −3.9 pm/V, and
d22 = 2.0 pm/V.

C.2 Third order susceptibility
The LN is a 3m-class crystal, which its χ(3) has 37 nonzero elements with 14 independent variables. Despite the
numerous researches regarding Kerr nonlinearity, the entire χ(3) elements are still ambiguous for LN, especially
MgO:LN, which is yet rarely studied [72, 73]. In this work, we simulated a third-order nonlinear process by
estimating the values from known information. We assumed that the MgO doping does not significantly affect
the χ(3) values.

Recently, the nonlinear refractive index n2 of LN was measured through the x-axis and z-axis at 1550 nm
wavelength (i.e., nxxxx

2 and nzzzz
2 ) [74]. Reported values are nxxxx

2 = 1.61 × 10−19 m2/W and nzzzz
2 = 1.74 ×

10−19 m2/W. It is well known that n2 and χ3 follow the relation Eq. (82) [27]. Since the refractive indices
along the x- and z- axis are nx(1550 nm) = 2.208 and nz(1550 nm) = 2.13, the estimated diagonal components
are χxxxx

(3) = χyyyy
(3) = 2779 pm2/V2 and χzzzz

(3) = 2795 pm2/V2.

n2(m2/W) =
282.55
n2 χ(3)(m2/V2) (82)

Throughout our entire works, even though it is not fully verified by experimentally measured values, we assume
that χ(3) is dispersion-free, nearly isotropic, and it satisfies the full-permutation symmetry. Diagonal components
are set to be χxxxx

(3) = χyyyy
(3) = χzzzz

(3) and only non-diagonal components such as χxxyy
(3) = χxxzz

(3) = χxyxy
(3) = ... are

considered. We set the diagonal components to be the average of the estimated value from the reported work,
2787 pm2/V2. If the material is considered to be near isotropic, non-diagonal components can be determined by
the relation χnon−diag

(3) = χdiag
(3) /3. Consequently, the 18 non-diagonal components were all set to be 929 pm2/V2.

C.3 Nonlinear coefficients
We calculated nonlinear coefficients using Eq. (6a) and confirmed it matches well with the result given in the
work we based on [19, 75]. The difference is that our expression can accommodate longitudinal dependence.
These equations are expressed with electric fields, and the field data can be obtained directly from the eigenmode
solver.

The nonlinear coefficients that appear in the main text can be classified into three-wave mixing coefficients
and four-wave mixing coefficients. The three wave mixing coefficients are γPDC and γQFC, and the four-wave
mixing coefficients are γSPM, γXPM,s, γXPM,i, and γSFWM. These coefficients are obtained by substituting Eq.
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(6a) into Eq. (5) and taking field expansion as in Eq. (1a). Their full expressions are given in Eq. (83a).

γPDC(z) = ϵ0

√
ω̄sω̄i

2vp(z)vs(z)vi(z)

∫
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3ω̄i

2vp(z)vi(z)

∫
dr⃗⊥χ

lmno
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γSFWM(z) = ϵ0
3
√
ω̄sω̄i

2
√
vp1(z)vp2(z)vs(z)vi(z)

∫
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When light propagates along a curve of anisotropoic crystal, the nonlinearity tensors χ(2) and χ(3) are rotated
following the tensor rotation relation [10]:

χijk
(2) (z) = Rim

x [θ(z)]Rjn
x [θ(z)]Rko

x [θ(z)]χmno
(2) , (84a)

χijkl
(3) (z) = Rim

x [θ(z)]Rjn
x [θ(z)]Rko

x [θ(z)]Rlp
x [θ(z)]χmnop

(3) , (84b)

where the rotation tensor is given as

Rx(θ) =

1 0 0
0 cos(θ) sin(θ)
0 − sin(θ) cos(θ)

 . (85)

An example of γPDC(z) along the curve is illustrated in Fig. (10). It reproduces the result of the reference
[32], especially that the nonlinearity of GaP crystal vanishes at propagation angles of 0◦, 90◦ and maximized at
45◦. In this particular example, the eigenmode has no angular dependence, hence no logitudinal dependence;
e(r⃗⊥, z) = e(r⃗⊥); therefore, only the nonlinearitiy tensor has dependence on angles. In general, Eq. (83a)
combined with Eq. (84a) can be applied, even when both eigenmode and nonlinearity tensor take angular
dependence.

D Poling optimization
We briefly summarize the method detailed in [39, 41] and show that the resulting phase matching function mimics
the optimization target. First, we obtained the amplitude of the phase matching function at an intermediate
point z in the waveguide from Eq. (43). At the central frequencies of the signal and idler, the amplitude of the
phase matching function is only a function of z: Φ(z, ω̄s, ω̄i).

To mimic the Gaussian nonlinearity profile, we optimize the poling direction γ(z)(= 1,−1) of each domain
to the target function, which gives a Gaussian phase matching function:

Φ(z, ω̄s, ω̄i) = −ic
(

erf
(
L− 2z
2
√

2σ

)
− erf

(
L

2
√

2σ

))
, (86)

where L is the length of the nonlinear waveguide and σ is the bandwidth of the Gaussian nonlinearity profile.
By properly choosing the poling direction, the amplitude of the optimized phase matching function can be
increased or retained after a single poling domain. Using this behavior, the realized phase matching function
can follow the target function. However, when the target function is too steep because the prefactor c is too
large, such that we are always required to choose increase, the realized pattern tends to periodic poling, thereby
harming the spectral purity of the heralded single photon. In contrast, when the prefactor c is too small, the
purity is guaranteed, but brightness is severely compromised. In this work, we take σ = L/4 and c =

√
2/πσ,

which provide sufficient purity without significantly compromising the brightness, as is chosen in [39].
As an illustration, we have plotted both the target function and the amplitude of the phase matching function,

along with the optimized poling pattern, in Fig.(26). Such visualization demonstrates how the poling pattern

33



has been adjusted to achieve the desired phase matching characteristics. In our specific example used in Sec. 3,
the length of the nonlinear waveguide, 5 mm, is set to contain 50 coherence lengths, and the number of poling
domains is 3116. As a result, we found the optimized poling pattern follows the target function as shown in
Fig. 26.
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Figure 26: The amplitude of the target phase matching function and the amplitude of the optimized phase matching function.

E Integrated photonics design
We propose the on-chip TWOC applicable to a specific group velocity relation, aGVM. Our device consists of
three parts: APBS, adiabatic taper, and a partial Euler bend. In this section, we label the modes in line with
4.2 and accordingly denote 1550 nm, TE0 mode as signal; 1550 nm, TM0 mode as idler; and 775 nm, TM0
mode as pump. The labeling between the pump and idler should be swapped for QPG operation. The adiabatic
polarization beam splitter picks up the signal mode from the primary waveguide, converts TE0 mode into TE1
mode, and leaves the other modes unaffected. The adiabatic taper at the auxiliary waveguide converts TE1
mode into TM0 mode, such that the light can enter the curve and proceed with negligible radiation loss. The
Euler bend is designed for minimum optical loss, and it routes the beams to the next nonlinear interaction
stage, placed in parallel with the previous one, reducing the footprint of the entire device.

To compensate the temporal delay between modes, the group delays of optical modes through TWOC are
calculated using two different methods: direct integration of time laps calculated from the local group velocities
and the use of numerical electromagnetic simulation software such as the eigenmode expansion (EME) solver
or FDTD solver. From the computation result, the length of the delay line is adjusted. The length is 306.8 µm
for the compensation of the signal delay after propagation along 6 mm PPLN that is engineered for aGVM in
Sec. 4. Moreover, the wavelength-dependent insertion loss through the TWOC is estimated, and evaluated to
be less than 0.3 dB for all three modes over the entire wavelength range.

E.1 Adiabatic polarization beam splitter
APBS is made of a series of adiabatic couplers carefully designed to meet the required functionality. Adiabatic
couplers enjoy low loss, high fabrication error tolerance, and large operation bandwidth, and therefore they are
suitable for integrated quantum photonics applications [76, 77]. Here, we introduce a novel APBS design on
x-cut lithium niobate platform. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first proposal of APBS on TFLN that
selectively couples TE mode while passing TM mode.

The APBS device is designed to convert the TE0 signal mode of the primary waveguide into TE1 mode of a
neighboring waveguide. Simultaneously, both TM0 idler and TM0 pump modes should have as little disruption
as possible. To achieve this goal, we make use of the hybridization of TE0 supermode and TE1 supermode.
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Figure 27: Schematic illustration of one half of the TWOC, featuring the APBS, an adiabatic taper, and a partial π/2-Euler
bend. The APBS is segmented into three distinct phases: (i) the integration of an auxiliary waveguide; (ii) adiabatic coupling;
and (iii) the escape stage. Subsequent to these stages, an adjustable delay is incorporated along the primary waveguide,
whereas the adiabatic taper is aligned with the auxiliary waveguide. Both waveguides are then directed to the device’s other
half via π/2-Euler bends. The spatial mode profile involved in the TWOC is depicted at the bottom.

Fig. 28 shows the anti-crossing that we have utilized for the design. Meanwhile, the idler and pump should not
couple with other supermodes, which can be confirmed by the fact that they do not have anticrossings.

The APBS is composed of three stages: In the region (i), the auxiliary waveguide is introduced. After that,
both waveguides are tapered to prepare coupling. The widths of the primary waveguide and the auxiliary
waveguide are linearly increased from 0.89 µm to 1.24 µm and from 2.41 µm to 2.95 µm, respectively. As the
light propagates, the gap between the primary waveguide and the auxiliary waveguide, measured at the bottom
of the waveguide rib, decreases from 0.75 µm to 0.3 µm. At the end of this region, the signal supermode is
placed right before the hybridization region as depicted in Fig. 28(a); At the second stage, region (ii), the
TE0 supermode is adiabatically converted into TE1 supermode. The total width, which is the sum of the two
waveguides’ top width, and bottom gap are maintained at 4.2 µm and 0.3 µm to reduce design complexity.
The primary waveguide’s width broadens to 1.32 µm while the coupler’s width narrows down to 2.88 µm (Fig.
27). The TM0 pump supermode crosses with TM1 supermode as shown in Fig. 28(b), but stays as TM0 since
the two modes have different symmetries with respect to the vertical mirror plane placed in the middle of the
waveguide. In other words, the power transfer between the two modes is forbidden by symmetry; In the third
stage, region (iii), the modes are moved away from the coupling region such that the primary and auxiliary
waveguides become independent each other. The widths of the primary and auxiliary waveguides are linearly
tapered to 1.55 µm and 2.65 µm, respectively, maintaining the gap and the total width of the two waveguides.
In this stage, the idler mode has a crossing with TE2 supermode, but it is retained in TM0 mode due to the
different symmetries, as the case for the pump in the region (ii).

In summary, signal mode is coupled to TE1 mode of the auxiliary waveguide, while the other modes remain
in their original spatial modes in the primary waveguide. The lengths of the three parts are 1.5 mm, 1.25 mm,
and 1.5 mm, respectively, chosen to minimize the insertion loss.

The wavelength-dependent transmission is computed using the EME method. Fig. 29 shows the insertion
loss (IL) of the APBS, defined as follows:

IL (dB) = −10 log10(T ), (87)

where T indicates the power transmission. The transmission is calculated for the final desired mode after three
regions of APBS. The total insertion loss of signal, idler, and pump is less than 0.03 dB, 0.08 dB, and 0.11 dB
each over the entire wavelength range shown in Fig. 29.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 28: (a) Effective indices of supermodes in the APBS with a total width of 4.2 µm at a wavelength of 1550 nm, and
(b) at a wavelength of 775 nm.

Table 2: Group delay calculations of pump, signal, and idler (∆τp, ∆τs, and ∆τi) for the APBS device using EME and FDE
methods.

Simulation Method ∆τp (ps) ∆τs (ps) ∆τi (ps)
EME 35.162 32.422 35.153
FDE 35.145 32.407 35.141

The group delay through the APBS is calculated in two different ways. As the first method, we obtained it
by differentiating the accumulated phase along the APBS obtained from the EME solver with respect to the
angular frequency. The second method is to integrate time lapses of small segments calculated using the group
indices ng obtained from the FDE simulation. The calculated group delays calculated by these methods are
shown in Table 2. Note that the values from two methods are very close to each other, where the difference is
on the order of 0.1%.

E.2 Adiabatic taper
Right after the APBS, the signal in TE1 mode is confined in the waveguide of 2.65 µm width. However,
the higher-order spatial mode in a curved wide waveguide has a risk of significant losses due to inter-modal
couplings and potential radiation to the free space. To mitigate the losses, we insert an adiabatic linear taper
to convert TE1 mode into TM0 mode by narrowing the waveguide width to 1.1 µm utilizing the anti-crossing
between TE1 and TM0 mode; we use the adiabatic coupling between TE1 and TM0 modes shown in Fig. 30. A
1-mm-long linear taper allows the transmission approaching unity. Likewise, the primary waveguide confining
idler and pump also narrows down from 1.55 µm to 1.1 µm. Since both TM0 pump and TM0 idler modes do
not have a coupling with other modes at the given width range, 100-µm-long linear taper length is sufficient for
transmission near unity.

The wavelength dependent transmission and group delay are calculated as we did for APBS. The insertion
loss and group delay are shown in Fig. 31 and Table 3, respectively. The group delays calculated using EME
and FDE show excellent agreement.

E.3 Partial Euler bends
To route the modes into the next nonlinear interaction stage and to reduce a total device footprint, we designed
π-bend which consists of two π/2-partial-Euler bends [78, 79, 80]. The pump and idler modes are guided through
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Figure 29: Insertion loss of each optical mode in the APBS, calculated using the EME method.
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Figure 30: Effective indices of the auxiliary waveguide modes participating in the coupling within the adiabatic taper at a
wavelength of 1550 nm.

the inner bend, and the signal mode is guided through the outer bend. For the inner bend, the effective radius
Reff is 50 µm and the p-value is optimized as 0.2 to minimize the loss of the idler mode.

Meanwhile, due to the anisotropy of x-cut lithium niobate, eigenmode field profiles and corresponding neff
continuously vary along the bend; accordingly, neffs of TE0 and TM0 modes meet around the propagation angle
52◦ at 775 nm wavelength. Due to the finite bend radius, the horizontal mirror symmetry of the waveguide
is broken, allowing two modes to be coupled; it results in power transfer from TM0 mode into TE0 mode.
Consequently, at the propagation angle of 90◦, the power is found to be split into TE0 mode and TM0 mode,
although it started as TM0 mode in the beginning. This phenomenon is called fundamental mode hybridization,
investigated both in the simulation and the experiment [81, 82].

We circumvented this issue based on the interferometric approach previously investigated for tapered waveg-
uides [83]. Applying the same principles to our particular Euler bends, the straight waveguide of length Lst is
inserted between the two π/2-partial Euler bends and controls the phase of TM0 and TE0 modes. It changes
the transmission of TM0-TM0 and TM0-TE0 at the output of the second partial Euler bend as a function of its

Table 3: Group delay calculations of pump, signal, and idler (∆τp, ∆τs, and ∆τi) for the adiabatic taper using EME and FDE
methods.

Simulation Method ∆τp (ps) ∆τs (ps) ∆τi (ps)
EME 0.827 8.023 0.828
FDE 0.827 8.015 0.827
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Figure 31: Insertion loss of each optical mode in the adiabatic taper, calculated using the EME method.

length, analogous to a conventional asymmetric Mach-Zehnder interferometer. Carrying out parameter sweeps
in the FDTD solver, the transmission is calculated at five different lengths of the straight waveguide, ranging
from 0 µm to 12 µm. Then, we fit the TM0-TM0 transmission to the sine function. The maximum transmission
is obtained at 5.4 µm length of the straight waveguide as shown in Fig. 32.
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Figure 32: The power transmission of the pump mode from TM0 mode into TM0 mode after two π/2-partial-Euler bends is
plotted against various lengths of straight waveguide segments between the two bends.

As a result, the inner bend of the primary waveguide consists of two π/2-partial Euler bends with R1 = 50 µm,
p = 0.2, and the straight waveguide of length 5.4 µm in the middle. The bend guides the pump and idler modes
which are both TM0 modes. The outer bend is made of the two π/2-partial Euler bends with R2 = 55.3 µm,
p = 0.2. R2 is selected for the symmetric TWOC structure so that it satisfies R2 = R1 + g + Lst/2, where g is
the gap between the primary and the auxiliary waveguides.

The wavelength dependent insertion loss of both the inner and outer π-bends simulated by FDTD are shown
in Fig. 33. The loss of the signal, idler, and pump modes is less than 0.03 dB, 0.05 dB, and 0.04 dB, respectively.
Also, we provide the group delays in Table 4, comparing the results from the FDTD and the numerical integration
values, which were calculated using group indices ng from the FDE.
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Table 4: Group delay calculations of pump, signal, and idler (∆τp, ∆τs, and ∆τi) through π-bend using FDTD and FDE
methods.

Simulation Method ∆τp (ps) ∆τs (ps) ∆τi (ps)
FDTD 1.374 1.465 1.366
FDE 1.389 1.484 1.386
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Figure 33: Insertion loss of each optical mode in the π-bend, calculated using the FDTD method.
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