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Role of time-frequency correlations in two-photon-two-atom resonance energy transfer
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Excitation energy transfer is a photophysical process upon which many chemical and biological phenomena

are built. From natural small systems to synthetic multichromophoric macromolecules, energy transfer deals

with the process of migration of electronic excitation energy from an excited donor to an acceptor. Although this

phenomenon has been extensively studied in the past, the rapid evolution of quantum-enabled technologies has

motivated the question on whether nonclassical sources of light, such as entangled photon pairs, may provide

us with a better control (or enhancement) of energy transfer at the nanoscale. In this work, we provide a

comprehensive study of the joint excitation of two non-interacting two-level atoms by time-frequency correlated

photon pairs—whose central frequencies are not resonant with the individual particles—generated by means of

spontaneous parametric down conversion (SPDC). We demonstrate that while strong frequency anti-correlation

between photons guarantees a large two-photon excitation (TPE) probability, photons bearing a sine cardinal

spectral shape exhibit a ∼3.8 times larger TPE signal than photons with a Gaussian spectrum. More importantly,

we find that suppression of time-ordered excitation pathways does not substantially modify the TPE probability

for two-photon states with a Gaussian spectral shape; whereas photons with a sine cardinal spectrum exhibit

the strongest TPE signals when two-photon excitation pathways are not suppressed. Our results not only help

elucidating the role of time-frequency correlations in resonance energy transfer with SPDC photons, but also

provide valuable information regarding the optimal source to be used in its experimental implementation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Resonance energy transfer (RET) is one of the most im-

portant and vital phenomena in nature, which triggers vari-

ous fundamental molecular processes. Originally described

by Förster [1], RET deals with the relocation of energy from

an initially excited donor to an acceptor. The photophysi-

cal molecular mechanisms behind RET have extensively been

studied from different quantum, semiclassical and even clas-

sical perspectives [2–11]. However, recent theoretical and ex-

perimental investigations describing the excitation of matter

by nonclassical light sources, such as entangled pairs of pho-

tons [12–39], have motivated the question on whether quan-

tum properties of light may provide us with a better control

or enhancement of energy transfer at the micro- and nano-

scale [40]. This has particularly been fueled by the prediction

and observation of fascinating entangled two-photon absorp-

tion (ETPA) phenomena, such as two-photon-induced trans-

parency [41, 42], the excitation of usually forbidden atomic

transitions [43], the manipulation of quantum pathways of

matter [44–48], and the control of molecular processes with

quantum light [49, 50]. One of the most appealing features

of ETPA is the linear relationship between the two-photon ab-

sorption rate and the excitation intensity [51–53]. Such find-

ings hold significant promise for the development of highly-

efficient quantum-enabled devices where nonlinear optical

phenomena can be excited at low photon fluxes [54].

In this work, we investigate the joint excitation of two non-

interacting two-level particles (two-photon acceptor). We fo-

cus on this acceptor model system, because it is well known

that efficient two-photon resonant excitation is possible with

classical light sources when the two-level particles are cou-

pled [55–57]. Our model considers that the excitation energy

is provided by a single donor that produces time-frequency

correlated (and uncorrelated) photon pairs by means of spon-

taneous parametric downconversion (SPDC). The central fre-

quencies of downconverted photons are chosen to be non-

resonant with the individual two-level particles. Note that

in the context of two-photon excitation with classical light

sources, large one-photon detuning leads to a zero two-photon

excitation (TPE) probability for uncoupled two-level accep-

tors [43].

As pointed out by previous authors [40, 43, 58], we ob-

serve that strong frequency anti-correlation between photons

guarantees a large TPE probability. However, by using a gen-

eral SPDC excitation model, we find that photons bearing a

sine cardinal joint spectral shape exhibit ∼3.8 times larger

TPE signals than photons with a Gaussian spectrum. It is

worth pointing out that previous investigations have shown

that complex superpositions of coherent states may exhibit

TPE efficiencies comparable to those of SPDC Gaussian pho-

tons [58]. This implies that even classical approaches to joint

excitation of non-interacting acceptors will show a lower effi-

ciency than sine cardinal SPDC photons. Finally, and in stark

contrast to previous works, we show that suppression of time-

ordered excitation pathways does not substantially modify the

TPE probability for two-photon states with a Gaussian joint

spectrum; while photons with a sine cardinal spectrum exhibit

the largest TPE signals when two-photon excitation pathways

are not suppressed. Our results help elucidating the role of

time-frequency correlations in resonance energy transfer with

SPDC photons, and provides valuable information regarding

the optimal source that may be used in its experimental imple-

mentation.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Acceptor Model

Throughout this work, we will assume that our two-photon

acceptor comprises a pair of non-interacting two-level sys-

tems, with ground and excitation frequencies ωg and ωa,b,

respectively. However, for the sake of completeness, we in-
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the transformation [Eqs. (3)-(5)]

that allows us to move from (a) two coupled two-level systems to a

(b) single four-level system. The dashed-line, black arrows indicate

all possible dipole allowed optical transitions.

troduce a general two-particle model that allows us to di-

rectly apply time-dependent second-order perturbation theory

to find the probability that photon pairs are absorbed by a two-

particle acceptor, regardless of the coupling strength between

the subsystems. Figure 1 shows the schematic of the trans-

formation that allows us to move from two coupled two-level

systems [Fig. 1(a)] to a single four-level system [Fig. 1(b)].

The Hamiltonian for the system shown in Fig. 1(a), repre-

sented in the {∣g⟩, ∣a⟩, ∣b⟩, ∣ f ⟩} basis, reads

Ha =
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

ωg 0 0 0
0 ωa J 0
0 J ωb 0
0 0 0 ω f

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, (1)

where J stands for the coupling strength between the two-level

systems. As for the basis, note that ∣g⟩ is the electronic state

where both subsystems are in their ground states. ∣a⟩ and ∣b⟩
correspond to the electronic states where only one subsystem

(a or b, respectively) is excited. Finally, the state ∣ f ⟩ refers to

the electronic state where both transitions a and b are jointly

excited. Note that in writing Eq. (1) we have assumed that

the mean excitation time for each two-level system is much

shorter than the lifetime of the final state. In other words, we

assume that the two-level excited states have infinite lifetime.

By diagonalizing the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), we find that

the coupled-particle system [Fig. 1(a)] can be represented by

a single four level system [Fig. 1(b)], written in terms of the

eigenstate basis {∣g⟩, ∣α⟩, ∣β⟩, ∣ f ⟩}, as [59]

Hb =
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

ωg 0 0 0
0 ωα 0 0
0 0 ωβ 0
0 0 0 ω f

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, (2)

where

∣α⟩ = −sinθ∣a⟩ + cosθ∣b⟩; ∣β⟩ = cosθ∣a⟩ + sinθ∣b⟩. (3)

The new (eigen)frequencies are given by ωα = ω̄ − δsec (2θ),
and ωβ = ω̄ + δsec (2θ), with ω̄ = (ωa +ωb) /2, tan (2θ) =
J/δ, and δ = (ωa −ωb) /2. Note that in both representa-

tions, the conservation of energy is satisfied by the condition:

ω f = ωa +ωb = ωα +ωβ. To complete the acceptor model,

we can transform the transition dipoles of individual two-level

systems by means of the following expressions:

(µαg

µβg
) = (− sin θ cos θ

cos θ sin θ
)(µag

µbg
) , (4)

(µ f α

µ f β
) = (cos θ − sin θ

sin θ cos θ
)(µag

µbg
) . (5)

Note that by using Eqs. (3)-(5), we can easily move from a

picture where the acceptor is described by a coupled-particle,

four-level system to two uncoupled two-level systems, simply

by changing the coupling coefficient, J, from a finite non-zero

value to zero. Thus, for the sake of simplicity, in what fol-

lows we will use the four-level configuration to describe our

acceptor.

B. Donor Model

Having defined our acceptor model, we now assume that

two-photon RET involves the absorption of correlated pho-

ton pairs produced by a single donor. Previous authors have

mostly focused on donors where time-frequency correlated

photons are produced in cascade emission from a three level

system [40, 43, 58]. However, with the goal of investigating

whether time-ordered interaction pathways (which are intrin-

sic to the cascade emission) and a specific two-photon spectral

shape are needed for efficient RET, we assume that correlated

photon pairs are produced by spontaneous parametric down-

conversion (SPDC).

In general, the state describing the two-photon emis-

sion of a SPDC donor can be written as ∣Ψ⟩ =∫ dΩsdΩiΦ (Ωs, Ωi) ∣ω0
s +Ωs⟩s ∣ω0

i +Ωi⟩i, where s and i
stand for the signal and idler photonic modes, Ωj = ωj −
ω0

j (j = s, i) are the frequency deviations from the central fre-

quencies ω0
j , and Φ (Ωs, Ωi) is the joint spectral amplitude,

or mode function, which describes the type of correlations and

spectral shape of the two-photon state.

Without loss of generality, we assume that photon pairs are

produced by means of type-II SPDC. In this process, photons

with orthogonal polarizations are generated in a rectangularly-

shaped, second-order nonlinear crystal of length L, when

pumped by a Gaussian pulse with temporal duration Tp. The

normalized mode function for such configuration reads [60]

ΦSD (Ωs, Ωi) =
¿ÁÁÀ 4TeTp

π
√

2π
Ep (Ωs +Ωi) sinc [Te (Ωi −Ωs)]

× ei
LNp

2 (Ωs+Ωi)e−i LNs
2 Ωi e−i

LNi
2 Ωs , (6)
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with Ep (Ωs +Ωi) = exp [−T2
p (Ωs +Ωi)2]. The correla-

tion (entanglement) time between photons is given by Te =(Ns −Ni) L/4, and Nj (j = i, s, p) are the inverse group veloc-

ities of the idler, signal and pump fields, respectively. In writ-

ing Eq. (6), we have made use of the group velocity matching

condition Np = (Ni +Ns) /2 [61, 62], which eases the tun-

ing of the two-photon frequency correlations. Note that the

last two terms in Eq. (6) indicate that the signal and idler

photons exit the nonlinear crystal at different times. This so-

called photon walk-off creates a time-ordering in the interac-

tion with the acceptor. In other words, there is only one excita-

tion pathway in which the signal photon interacts first with the

acceptor. Because of this, we will refer Eq. (6) as to sine car-

dinal distinguishable photon pairs. We can recover the miss-

ing pathway—namely the idler photon interacting with the ac-

ceptor first—by interchanging the polarization of the photons

(once they leave the crystal) and making them traverse a sim-

ilar crystal of length L/2. In this scenario, the state of the sine

cardinal indistinguishable photon pairs takes the form [63]

ΦSI (Ωs, Ωi) =
¿ÁÁÀ 4TeTp

π
√

2π
Ep (Ωs +Ωi)

× sinc [Te (Ωi −Ωs)] ei
LNp

2 (Ωs+Ωi). (7)

We can further explore other types of two-photon mode

functions. Of particular interest are those where the spectrum

of the photons is restricted by using a Gaussian spectral filter

[63]. In this situation, both the distinguishable and indistin-

guishable Gaussian photon pairs are described, respectively,

by

ΦGD (Ωs, Ωi) =
√

4αTeTp

π
Ep (Ωs +Ωi) e−α2 T2

e (Ωi−Ωs)2

× ei
LNp

2 (Ωs+Ωi)e−i LNs
2 Ωi e−i

LNi
2 Ωs , (8)

and

ΦGI (Ωs, Ωi) =
√

4αTeTp

π
Ep (Ωs +Ωi)

× e−α2 T2
e (Ωi−Ωs)2 ei

LNp
2 (Ωs+Ωi), (9)

where, for the sake of comparison, we have made used of

the approximation [64]: sinc (τω) ≈ exp [−α2τ2ω2], with

α = 0.455. Equations (8) and (9) are particularly relevant for

this work, as they are able to describe fully uncorrelated pho-

ton pairs in the case where Te = Tp/α. It is worth pointing

out that the condition Te < Tp/α indicates anti-correlation be-

tween photons; whereas correlated photon pairs are produced

when Te > Tp/α. These conditions apply to both sine car-

dinal and Gaussian photon pairs, with the difference that at

Te = Tp/α, sine cardinal photons are referred to as quasi-

uncorrelated photon pairs [63]. In what follows, we will use

these results to elucidate the role of frequency correlations in

enhancing two-photon resonance energy transfer.

C. Donor-Acceptor Interaction Model

We now describe the interaction between our SPDC donor

and the two-particle acceptor. We assume that the interac-

tion is dipole-mediated and thus it is described by the time-

dependent electric dipole Hamiltonian Ĥ (t) = µ̂ (t) Ê(+) (t),
where µ̂ (t) is the dipole-moment operator and Ê(+) (t)
is the positive-frequency part of the electric-field operator,

which for the particular case of two-photon interaction can

be written as Ê(+) (t) = Ê
(+)
1
(t)+ Ê

(+)
2 (t), with Ê

(+)
1,2
(t) =

∫ dω1,2

√
h̄ω1,2

4πǫ0cA â (ω1,2) e−iω1,2t. Here, c is the speed of

light, ǫ0 is the vacuum permittivity, A is the effective area

of the field and â (ω1,2) is the annihilation operator of a pho-

tonic frequency mode with frequency ω1,2. Note that, for the

sake of simplicity, the specific spatial shape (assumed as con-

stant) and polarization (assumed to be aligned with the accep-

tor dipole moments) are not explicitly written.

We consider that initially, the acceptor is in its ground state∣g⟩. The probability that the two-particle acceptor experiences

a TPE event, thus driving it to its final state ∣ f ⟩, is given by

second-order time-dependent perturbation theory as [65, 66]

PTPE = ∣ 1

h̄2 ∫
∞
−∞ ∫

t2

−∞ dt2dt1D(t1, t2)E(t1, t2)∣
2

, (10)

where

D(t1, t2) = ∑
j=α,β

µ f jµjge
−i(ωj−ω f )t2 e−i(ωg−ωj)t1 , (11)

E(t1, t2) = ⟨0∣Ê(+)2 (t2) Ê
(+)
1
(t1) ∣Ψ⟩

+⟨0∣Ê(+)
1
(t2) Ê

(+)
2 (t1) ∣Ψ⟩, (12)

with µ f j = ⟨ f ∣µ̂∣j⟩ and µjg = ⟨j∣µ̂∣g⟩ being the transition matrix

elements of the dipole-moment operator. Note that in Eq. (12)

we have kept only the terms in which one photon from each

mode (signal and idler) contributes to the overall two-photon

excitation of the acceptor.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

At this point, we are ready to test the efficiency of energy

transfer from the SPDC donor to the two-particle acceptor for

the four two-photon states described above. We thus start by

substituting Eqs. (6)-(9) into Eq. (10) to find that the TPE

probability for each of the mode functions reads
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P
(SD)
TPE = Tp

Te

√
2πω0

i ω0
s

2h̄2ǫ2
0c2 A2

exp[−2T2
p (ω0

s +ω0
i −ω f )2]

RRRRRRRRRRRR ∑j=α,β

µ f jµjg

sin [(ωj −ω0
i )2Te]

ωj −ω0
i

e
−i(ωj−ω0

i )2Te

RRRRRRRRRRRR
2

, (13)

P
(SI)
TPE

= Tp

Te

√
2πω0

i ω0
s

8h̄2ǫ2
0c2 A2

exp[−2T2
p (ω0

s +ω0
i −ω f )2]

RRRRRRRRRRRRRR
∑

j=α,β

µ f jµjg

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
1− e

−i(ωj−ω0
i )2Te

ωj −ω0
i

+ 1− e
−i(ωj−ω0

s)2Te

ωj −ω0
s

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
RRRRRRRRRRRRRR

2

, (14)

P
(GD)
TPE

= αTpTeπω0
i ω0

s

4h̄2ǫ2
0c2 A2

exp[−2T2
p (ω0

s +ω0
i −ω f )2]

RRRRRRRRRRRR ∑j=α,β

µ f jµjg {F− [(ωj −ω0
i ) α2Te]+F+ [(ωj −ω0

s )α2Te]}
RRRRRRRRRRRR
2

,(15)

P
(GI)
TPE

= αTpTeπω0
i ω0

s

4h̄2ǫ2
0c2 A2

exp[−2T2
p (ω0

s +ω0
i −ω f )2]

RRRRRRRRRRRR
∑

j=α,β

µ f jµjg {F [(ωj −ω0
i ) α2Te]+ F [(ωj −ω0

s) α2Te]}
RRRRRRRRRRRR
2

, (16)

where F∓ (ξ) = e∓iξ {F (ξ)+ i2e−ξ2 [Erfi (ξ)−Erfi (ξ ± i
2
)]} .

In all cases, we have displaced the ground state energy to zero,

i.e., ωg = 0. Erfi(ξ) refers to the imaginary error function

and F (ξ) is the so-called plasma dispersion function, which

is defined as [67, 68]: F (ξ) = e−ξ2 (1+ 2i√
π ∫

ξ
0 ey2

dy).
Figure 2 shows the TPE probability for distinguishable

(solid lines) and indistinguishable (dotted lines) sine cardi-

nal and Gaussian photons. Our simulations are performed

assuming that uncoupled acceptors (J = 0) possess excita-

tion wavelengths of (a) λa = 800 nm and λb = 820 nm, (b)

λa = 770 nm and λb = 854 nm, (c) λa = 740 nm and λb = 894
nm, and (d) λa = 710 nm and λb = 942 nm. These values

are chosen with the aim of investigating the behavior of the

TPE signal when the excitation wavelengths of the particles

are near [Fig. 2(a)] and very far [Fig. 2(d)] from resonance

with the SPDC photons. Note that in all cases their excitation

energies satisfy the two-photon resonance condition, namely

ωa +ωb = ω0
s +ω0

i . The transition dipole moments for indi-

vidual two-level systems are assumed, without loss of gener-

ality, to be µag = µbg = 1 debye. As for the SPDC donor, we

consider that it emits degenerate photons (equivalent results

are found with non-degenerate photon pairs) at a wavelength

of λ0 = λ0
s = λ0

i = 810 nm. Motivated by recent experimental

photon-pair TPE experiments [69], we set the pump duration

to TP = 350 fs. Finally, the effective area of the photon field

is taken to be A = 1 µm2.

One important difference to note between the TPE signals

shown in Fig. 2 is the nonmonotic behavior of sine cardi-

nal photons. This implies that even though anti-correlation

(broad photon spectrum) enhances the energy transfer from

the donor to the uncoupled acceptors, care needs to be taken

when setting the entanglement time of a sine cardinal SPDC

source. In addition, we find that suppression of time-ordered

excitation pathways does not considerably modify the TPE

signals for Gaussian photons – in all cases, the maximum

signal for indistinguishable Gaussian photons is ∼ 1.23 times

larger than distinguishable Gaussian photons. In striking con-

trast, we observe that the use of indistinguishable sine cardi-

nal photons results in a ∼ 3.81 times larger TPE probability

value with respect to the maximum value obtained for Gaus-

sian photons. Interestingly, we find that suppression of one

of the excitation pathways of sine cardinal photons leads to

one half of the indistinguishable-photon TPE signal. Finally,

when comparing different two-photon states, we find that the

maximum TPE signal for anti-correlated sine cardinal pho-

tons is ∼ 70, ∼ 550, ∼ 445, and ∼ 391 times larger than the

quasi-uncorrelated case for Figures 2(a)-(d), respectively. It is

worth remarking that this value is obtained numerically by set-

ting a range for the entanglement time Te ∈ {0, 800} fs, with

a time-resolution ∆Te = 0.8 fs. In the case of uncorrelated

Gaussian photons, the TPE signal rapidly decreases below our

numerical error, thus making it negligible when compared to

the maximum value possible. Contrary to common belief, our

results show that two-photon resonance energy transfer does
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FIG. 2. Two-photon excitation (TPE) probability for distinguishable

(solid lines) and indistinguishable (dotted lines) sine cardinal and

Gaussian photon pairs. The parameters for our simulations are as

follows: The coupling strength between acceptors is set to J = 0.

The excitation wavelengths of individual two-level systems are cho-

sen to be (a) λa = 800 nm and λb = 820 nm, (b) λa = 770 nm and

λb = 854 nm, (c) λa = 740 nm and λb = 894 nm, and (d) λa = 710
nm and λb = 942 nm. In all cases the transition dipole moments are

set to µag = µbg = 1 debye. The SPDC photons are assumed to be

produced at a degenerate wavelength of 810 nm, with a pump time-

duration Tp = 350 fs. The effective area of the photon field is taken

to be A = 1 µm2.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. Two-photon excitation (TPE) probability as a function of

the entanglement time (Te) and the coupling strength (J), normal-

ized to the degenerate frequency of the SPDC photons, namely

ω0 = 2πc/(810 nm) for (a) sine-cardinal distinguishable [Eq. (13)]

and (b) sine-cardinal indistinguishable [Eq. (14)] photons, as well

as (c) Gaussian distinguishable [Eq. (15)] and (d) Gaussian indis-

tinguishable [Eq. (16)] SPDC photons. The excitation wavelengths

of individual two-level systems are chosen to be λa = 770 nm and

λb = 854 nm. The individual transition dipole moments are set to

µag = µbg = 1 debye. The time duration for the pump is taken to be

Tp = 350 fs and the effective area of the photon field is A = 1 µm2.

Note that the cut regions in the Gaussian photon TPE signals (bottom

row) correspond to numerical-inaccessible parameter regions, where

the products of exponential and Error functions create undefined op-

erations.

not only depend on strong anti-correlations between photons

but also on the spectral shape of such correlations. More im-

portantly, in the particular case of sine cardinal photons, the

most efficient two-photon RET can only be observed when

time-ordered excitation pathways are preserved.

For the sake of completeness, we show the behavior of the

TPE signals [Eqs. (13)-(16)] when the coupling between ac-

ceptors is non-zero. Figure 3 shows the TPE signals as a func-

tion of the entanglement time (Te) and the coupling strength

(J), normalized to the degenerate frequency of the SPDC pho-

tons, namely ω0 = 2πc/(810 nm). In our simulations, we

consider the case where the excitation wavelengths of indi-

vidual particles are given by λa = 770 nm and λb = 854
nm. Other combinations offer equivalent results. We can see

from Fig. 3 that when the two-level systems are coupled,

the frequency splitting introduced by the coupling strength

(see the expressions for ωα and ωβ) creates the necessity for

spectrally broader photons (as the coupling increases) to suc-

cessfully excite the two-particle acceptor. Interestingly, we

observe that distinguishable Gaussian-shaped frequency-anti-

correlated photons exhibit the strongest TPE signal of all [see,

Fig. 3(c)]. This implies that in the case where the particles

are coupled, and interacting with SPDC photons, distinguish-

able Gaussian-shaped photons may offer the best avenue for

increasing the efficiency of two-photon energy transfer.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have provided a thorough analysis of reso-

nance energy transfer from a SPDC donor to an acceptor com-

prising two non-interacting two-level systems—whose exci-

tation frequencies are not resonant with the central frequen-

cies of the down-converted photons. We have found that, as

pointed out by previous authors, frequency anti-correlation

between photons guarantees a large (as compared to uncor-

related photons) two-photon energy transfer. However, the

shape of spectral correlations are also relevant for the TPE

process to take place efficiently. In particular, we have found

that photons bearing a sine cardinal joint spectral shape may

exhibit a ∼ 3.8 times larger TPE signal than photons with a

Gaussian spectrum. More importantly, we found that while

suppression of time-ordered excitation pathways does not sub-

stantially modify the TPE probability for two-photon states

with a Gaussian joint spectrum, photons with a sine cardinal

spectrum exhibit the strongest TPE signal of all, when two-

photon excitation pathways are not suppressed. We would

like to remark that although anti-correlated sine cardinal pho-

tons could be obtained by means of coherent control [44, 58],

such process requires the use of pulsed laser sources together

with fine-tuned femtosecond pulse-shaping equipment. The

attractive feature of SPDC photons is that one can obtain such

frequency correlations directly by pumping a nonlinear crys-

tal (whose properties can be tuned by temperature or elec-

tric fields) with a continuous-wave laser source. This allows

one to replicate pulsed laser experiments without phase mod-

ulation using low-power, compact devices [70]. The results

presented here not only help elucidating the role of time-

frequency correlations and photon time-(in)distinguishability

in two-photon resonance energy transfer, but also shows that

SPDC light offers multiple control knobs through which en-

ergy transfer can be manipulated at the nanoscale.
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H. Cruz-Ramı́rez, V. Alvarez-Venicio, M. P. Carreón-Castro,

R. de J. León-Montiel, and A. B. U’Ren, Experimental study of

the validity of entangled two-photon absorption measurements

in organic compounds, J. Phys. Chem. A 126, 2185 (2022).

[32] D. Tabakaev, A. Djorović, L. La Volpe, G. Gaulier, S. Ghosh,

L. Bonacina, J.-P. Wolf, H. Zbinden, and R. T. Thew, Spatial

properties of entangled two-photon absorption, Phys. Rev. Lett.

129, 183601 (2022).

[33] P. Cutipa and M. V. Chekhova, Bright squeezed vacuum for

two-photon spectroscopy: simultaneously high resolution in

time and frequency, space and wavevector, Opt. Lett. 47, 465

(2022).

[34] Y. Chen, Q. Shen, S. Luo, L. Zhang, Z. Chen, and L. Chen,

Entanglement-assisted absorption spectroscopy by hong-ou-

mandel interference, Phys. Rev. Appl. 17, 014010 (2022).

[35] Y. Chen, R. de J. León-Montiel, and L. Chen, Quantum interfer-

ometric two-photon excitation spectroscopy, New J. Phys. 24,

113014 (2022).

[36] F. Triana-Arango, G. Ramos-Ortiz, and R. Ramı́rez-Alarcón,

Spectral considerations of entangled two-photon absorption ef-

fects in hong–ou–mandel interference experiments, J. Phys.

Chem. A 127, 2608 (2023).
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[39] T. B. Gäbler, P. Hendra, N. Jain, and M. Gräfe, Photon pair
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