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In this paper, we theoretically study spectral and temporal properties of pulsed spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC) generated in lossy waveguides. Our theoretical approach is
based on the formalism of Gaussian states and the Langevin equation, which is elaborated for weak
parametric down-conversion and photon-number-unresolved click detection. Using the example of
frequency-degenerate type-II SPDC generated under pump-idler group-velocity-matching condition,
we show how the joint-spectral intensity, mode structure, normalized second-order correlation func-
tion, and Hong-Ou-Mandel interference pattern depend on internal losses of the SPDC process. In
addition, we propose a new method for the experimental determination of internal losses of non-
linear waveguides which is based on the measurement of the normalized second-order correlation
functions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Currently, for applications in quantum technologies
there is a huge demand for compact integrated sources
of non-classical light [1]. One of the flexible frameworks,
which allows the experimental realization of various types
of non-classical field sources is based on spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC). The generation of
photon pairs via SPDC requires a second-order non-
linear susceptibility; therefore, miniaturized integrated
waveguide-based SPDC sources rely on the technologies
for waveguide fabrication of such materials as KTP [2],
LiNbO3 [3], or GaAs [4].

Nonlinear waveguides have significant benefits com-
pared to nonlinear bulk crystals. The guided modes
provide a high degree of localization of the electromag-
netic field [5], effective coupling between the pump, sig-
nal, and idler fields, and the tunability of their disper-
sion by the geometry of the waveguide [6]. However, im-
perfections during waveguide fabrication result in differ-
ences between the desired ideal and the fabricated waveg-
uide [7] which may lead to a change of the properties of
the generated states. Importantly for quantum techno-
logical applications is the determination and character-
ization of internal waveguide losses during SPDC. For
example, signal and idler photons can be scattered due
to the roughness of the waveguide surface [8]. In turn, Al-
GaAs waveguides, which are also used for SPDC [9, 10],
have a strong material absorption in their cores. There-
fore, the proper description of such non-ideal lossy SPDC
sources is a relevant task.

SPDC sources may be characterized using one or more
of several experimental techniques. Measurements of
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the joint spectral intensity, the normalized second-order
correlation function, and the Hong-Ou-Mandel interfer-
ence [11] represent standard tools [12–17]. They have
been shown to be convenient for bulk crystals and are
also widely used for the experimental characterization of
lossy waveguide sources. However, the standard descrip-
tion and interpretation of experimental results does not
take into account the presence of internal losses.

In this paper, we highlight the fundamental difference
between the pulsed SPDC generated in media with and
without internal losses and present a method to experi-
mentally indicate the presence of internal losses and mea-
sure their amount.

The structure of this paper is the following: In Sec-
tion IIA, we present our theoretical approach which
is based on the framework of Gaussian states and the
Langevin equation. The generated PDC state is de-
scribed in terms of the second-order correlation matrices,
and in Section II B, we present explicit expressions for
the joint spectral intensity and the temporal profiles of
the signal and idler fields. In Section IIC, we present the
Mercer-Wolf-basis and the number of occupied modes for
type-II SPDC. Sections IID and II E show how the HOM
interference pattern and the normalized second-order cor-
relation functions can be computed for Gaussian states.
In Section II F, we summarize the advantages of our
method. Section III presents and discussed the results
of numerical simulations of frequency-degenerate type-II
SPDC generated under the pump-idler group-velocity-
matching condition. The obtained results allow us to
propose a new method for experimental determination
of internal loss coefficients from the measured normal-
ized second-order correlation functions, as is presented
in Sec III C.
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FIG. 1. (a) The PDC generation scheme in lossy media;
(b) the Hong-Ou-Mandel interference scheme; (c) scheme for
measuring the normalized second-order correlation function

for the signal field g
(2)
s .

II. THEORETICAL APPROACH

A. Master equation for type-II parametric
down-conversion

For the numerical analysis of parametric down-
conversion (PDC) with internal losses, we use the nu-
merical scheme that was developed in [18]. The ap-
proach is based on the framework of multimode Gaus-
sian states [19] in a discrete uniform frequency space
(ω0, ω1, . . . , ωN ), which allows us to write the equations
of motion directly in the form which are used in our nu-
merical calculations. For type-II PDC, the nonlinear
interaction produces two orthogonally polarized fields:
horizontal (here TE) and vertical (TM) polarized field
components. Further in the text, we call these field com-
ponents signal and idler, respectively. Signal and idler
fields at position z are given by two vectors of monochro-

matic operators: â(z) =
(
â0(z), â1(z), . . . , âN (z)

)T
and

b̂(z) =
(
b̂0(z), b̂1(z), . . . , b̂N (z)

)T
, respectively, where

ân(z) ≡ â(z, ωn) and b̂n(z) ≡ b̂(z, ωn). These opera-

tors obey bosonic commutation relations [âi(z), â
†
j(z)] =

[b̂i(z), b̂
†
j(z)] = δij and [âi(z), b̂

†
j(z)] = 0. In terms of fast

oscillating operators, the electric field operator for the
signal field has the form

Ê+
a (z, t) =

∑
m

ξa(ωm)âm(z)e−iωmt, (1)

where the amplitude ξa(ωm) =
√

ℏωm

2ε0cTna(ωm) , T =
2π

ωm+1−ωm
, and na(ωm) is the refractive index for the sig-

nal field. For the idler field the index ‘a’ should be re-
placed by ‘b’.

The generator of the spatial evolution [20, 21] for type-

II PDC is given by Ĝ(z) = Ĝl(z) + Ĝpdc(z), where the

linear part is given by

Ĝl(z) =
∑
n

ℏkanâ†n(z)ân(z)

+
∑
n

ℏkbnb̂†n(z)b̂n(z) + h.c. (2)

and the nonlinear interaction part is

Ĝpdc(z) =
ℏΓ
2

∑
i,j

Jij(z)â
†
i (z)b̂

†
j(z) + h.c. (3)

Here the coupling matrix Jij(z) = S(ωi +

ωj)e
i(kp(ωi+ωj)−kQPM )z; S(ω) is the pump spectrum

at z = 0; k
(a,b,p)
n ≡ k(a,b,p)(ωn) = n(a,b,p)(ωn)ωn

c are
the wavevectors of the (a) signal, (b) idler, and (p)
pump fields in a waveguide; kQPM = 2π/Λ and Λ is the
poling period for the quasi-phase-matching condition.
The parameter Γ determines the coupling strength
and is in the spontaneous regime of PDC for Γ ≪ 1.
However, note that all further equations are also valid
for arbitrarily large Γ.

As we are interested in internal PDC losses, i.e., losses
during the PDC generation, we need to describe the dy-
namics in terms of an open quantum system [22]. For
simplicity, we introduce two separate, non-interacting,
spatially delta-correlated Markovian environments for
the signal and idler modes, which allow us to introduce

two sets of Langevin noise operators f̂a
n(z) ≡ f̂a(z, ωn)

and f̂ b
n(z) ≡ f̂ b(z, ωn) and two frequency-independent

loss-coefficients αa and αb (see Fig. 1(a)). The spatial
Langevin equation for the operators â has the form [18]

dân(z)

dz
= iκa

nân(z)

+ iΓ
∑
m

Jnm(z)b̂†m(z) +
√
αaf̂

a
n(z), (4)

where κa
n = kan + iαa/2. The Langevin equation for

operators b̂ is similar. In the absence of losses, the
Langevin equation corresponds to the spatial Heisenberg
equation [21].

In contrast to the lossless case, where the solution to
the Heisenberg equation has the form of a Bogoliubov
transformation [23, 24], the solution to the multimode
Langevin equation (Eq. (4)) does not have such a simple
form. However, in this paper, we consider the case where
the initial state and environment are given by vacuum
states, which leads to the generation of an undisplaced
Gaussian states via the PDC process. Therefore, the spa-
tial evolution of PDC light is described by a master equa-
tion for the second-order correlation functions [18]. In a
discrete frequency space, the master equation constitutes
a system of differential equations. To write this system
in a compact matrix form, we introduce the second-order
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correlation matrices D(z) and C(z) as

D(z) =

(
⟨â†â⟩z ⟨â†b̂⟩z
⟨b̂†â⟩z ⟨b̂†b̂⟩z

)
, C(z) =

(
⟨ââ⟩z ⟨âb̂⟩z
⟨b̂â⟩z ⟨b̂b̂⟩z

)
.

(5)

The expressions in the form ⟨â†b̂⟩z and ⟨âb̂⟩z denote the

N × N matrices with matrix elements ⟨â†i (z)b̂j(z)⟩ and

⟨âi(z)b̂j(z)⟩, respectively. The resulting master equation
in a matrix form reads [18]

dD(z)

dz
= i

(
D(z)K −KD(z)

)
+ iΓ

(
C∗(z)MT (z)−M∗(z)C(z)

)
, (6)

dC(z)
dz

= i
(
C(z)K +KC(z)

)
+ iΓ

((
M(z)D(z) +M(z)

)T
+M(z)D(z)

)
, (7)

where the superscript [·]∗ denotes the complex conjuga-
tion of a matrix. The matrix K is a diagonal matrix
with elements diag(κa

0 , . . . κ
a
N , κb

0, . . . , κ
b
N ), while the z-

dependent coupling matrix M(z) is given by

M(z) =

(
0N J(z)

JT (z) 0N

)
. (8)

The initial condition (vacuum state) reads D(0) = C(0) =
02N and, together with the coupling matrix in the form
of Eq. (8), determines the structure of the solution: i.e.,

for any z the following equalities are fulfilled ⟨â†b̂⟩z =

⟨b̂†â⟩z = ⟨ââ⟩z = ⟨b̂b̂⟩z = 0N . Therefore, the correla-
tion matrices for type-II PDC have the form

D(z) =

(
⟨â†â⟩z 0N

0N ⟨b̂†b̂⟩z

)
, C(z) =

(
0N ⟨âb̂⟩z

⟨b̂â⟩z 0N

)
.

(9)
By solving the master equations (Eqs. (6),(7)) from

z = 0 till z = L, where L is the length of the nonlinear
waveguide, the output second-order correlation matrices
D(L) and C(L) are evaluated. These matrices contain
all information about the quantum state. In the next
sections, we show how these matrices can be used to
compute spectral and temporal profiles of the signal and
idler fields, the joint spectral intensity, and the effective
number of occupied modes. In Sections IID and II E
the correlation matrices are used to calculate the Hong-
Ou-Mandel interference and the normalized second-order
correlation functions.

B. Spectral and temporal properties of PDC

The spectral photon-number distribution for the signal
field is obtained from the diagonal elements of the matrix
⟨â†â⟩L as

⟨n̂a(ωm)⟩ ≡ ⟨â†m(L)âm(L)⟩ (10)

and defines the total number of photons in the signal
subsystem Na =

∑
m ⟨n̂a(ωm)⟩. In addition to the spec-

tral distribution, the temporal profile of the signal field
at z = L can be found as

Ia(t) = ⟨Ê−
a (L, t)Ê+

a (L, t)⟩

=
∑
nm

ξa(ωn)ξb(ωm) ⟨â†n(L)âm(L)⟩ ei(ωn−ωm)t. (11)

For the idler field, the spectral and temporal intensity
profile can be found in a similar by changing a to b.
It is a little more difficult to express the fourth-order

moments in terms of the second-order matrices. In par-
ticular, one can define the joint spectral intensity (JSI)
as

JSI(ωn, ωm) = ⟨n̂a(ωn)n̂b(ωm)⟩ . (12)

In order to express the JSI(ωn, ωm) in terms of second-
order correlations, the result derived in Ref. [25] is used
and reads

JSI(ωn, ωm) = ⟨â†nb̂†m⟩ ⟨ânb̂m⟩
+ ⟨â†nân⟩ ⟨b̂†mb̂m⟩+ ⟨â†nb̂m⟩ ⟨b̂†mân⟩ . (13)

C. Mode structure of PDC

In order to study the mode structure of the resulting
fields, we use the broadband Mercer-Wolf modes [26, 27].
These modes are nothing more than a diagonalization of
the matrix D with the use of a unitary matrix V [18].
As long as the matrix D has a block-diagonal form (see
Eq. (9)), V = Va⊕Vb holds, where Va and Vb are also uni-
tary matrices. Therefore, for type-II PDC, the Mercer-
Wolf expansion diagonalizes the signal and idler subsys-
tems independently, allowing us to introduce broadband
modes for the signal and idler subsystems separately,

namely, Â = V T
a â and B̂ = V T

b b̂, respectively. As a
result, the correlation matrix DMW in the broadband
Mercer-Wolf mode basis has the form

DMW = V †DV =

(
⟨Â†Â⟩ 0N

0N ⟨B̂†B̂⟩

)
, (14)

where both the matrices ⟨Â†Â⟩ and ⟨B̂†B̂⟩ are diagonal.
For an arbitrary correlation matrix D, the number of

occupied modes is defined as [28]

µ(D) =
(∑

i

[
ni(D)

]2)−1

, (15)

where ni(D) = Dii/(
∑

i Dii).
The total effective number of Mercer-Wolf PDC modes

(signal and idler) is given by

µab ≡ µ(DMW ). (16)
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Note that the matrix DMW being diagonal implies that
the above expression gives the minimal number of occu-
pied modes compared to any other broadband basis [18].
The number µab is the total effective number of modes
and, therefore, is different to the Schmidt number (the
effective number of spectral modes), which is commonly
defined via the Schmidt decomposition of the two-photon
amplitude [29, 30].

In addition, due to the fact that the Mercer-Wolf ex-
pansion diagonalizes the signal and idler subsystems in-
dependently, an effective number of occupied Mercer-
Wolf modes can be defined separately for the signal and
idler subsystems as

µa ≡ µ(⟨Â†Â⟩) and µb ≡ µ(⟨B̂†B̂⟩), (17)

respectively.
Note that the Mercer-Wolf expansion for lossless type-

II PDC leads to a diagonal correlation matrix ⟨ÂB̂⟩,
which indicates the pairwise correlations between signal
and idler modes; the number of modes for the signal and
idler subsystems are equal µa = µb and µab = µa + µb.
In the presence of losses, non-diagonal terms appear in
⟨ÂB̂⟩ which indicate the presence of field correlations
between Mercer-Wolf modes with different indexes. In
turn, the number of modes in the signal and idler sub-
systems can differ (µa ̸= µb). In this case, the function
µ(·) is not additive, i.e., µab ̸= µa + µb. Therefore, to
fully characterize a lossy PDC system, all three numbers
of modes, µab, µa, and µb, are required.

D. The Hong-Ou-Mandel interferometer

Usually, a two-photon approximation of SPDC is used
for numerical simulations of the HOM effect [31, 32]. The
SPDC state is assumed to be pure and is characterized
by the two-photon amplitude (TPA), which determines
the coincidence probability in the HOM experiment. In
this paper, we consider mixed states: Due to losses, the
PDC photons are generated both from initial vacuum
fluctuations and from an uncorrelated environment. Note
that in the framework of Gaussian states, all informa-
tion about the PDC state is contained in the correlation
matrices D and C, so all Fock-state contributions are in-
cluded in the correlation matrices, which takes our ap-
proach beyond the two-photon approximation.

A numerical procedure to obtain the HOM interference
can be split into two parts: a linear transformation of
the PDC field and a detection via photon-click (on-off)
detectors.

1. Linear transformation for HOM

The scheme of the HOM interferometer is shown in
Fig. 1(a,b). At the output of the waveguide, the signal
and idler fields have orthogonal polarizations (Fig. 1(a)).

Thus, a polarizing beam-splitter is used for the spatial
separation of the signal and idler beams. To let the fields
interfere at a beamsplitter, a half-wave-plate in the idler
channel is used to match the polarizations of the signal
and idler fields. Note that these two optical elements
keep the matrices D and C unchanged.
Varying the distinguishability in HOM interference is

usually achieved by adjusting the time delay between the
signal and idler fields interfering on a 50:50 beamsplitter
(Fig. 1(b)). Both these elements are described by uni-
tary transformations of annihilation operators. The time
delay τ is introduced for the idler field via the diagonal

unitary transformation b̂n → b̂ne
iωnτ . The transforma-

tion for 50:50 beamsplitter is given by ĉn = 1√
2

(
ân+ b̂n

)
,

d̂n = 1√
2

(
ân − b̂n

)
, where ĉn and d̂n are the output anni-

hilation operators (see Fig. 1(b)). In matrix form, such
input-output relation reads(

ĉ

d̂

)
= U(τ)

(
â

b̂

)
, (18)

where

U(τ) = 1√
2

(
1N 1N

1N −1N

)(
1N 0
0 V (τ)

)
, (19)

1N is the identity matrix and V (τ) =
diag(eiω1τ , . . . , eiωNτ ) is the diagonal matrix.
Having the unitary transformation U(τ) for operators,

the second-order correlation matrices D and C are trans-
formed as [18]

F = U∗(τ) D UT (τ), E = U(τ) C UT (τ), (20)

where resulting correlation matrices are

F(z) =

(
⟨ĉ†ĉ⟩z ⟨ĉ†d̂⟩z
⟨d̂†ĉ⟩z ⟨d̂†d̂⟩z

)
, E(z) =

(
⟨ĉĉ⟩z ⟨ĉd̂⟩z
⟨d̂ĉ⟩z ⟨d̂d̂⟩z

)
.

(21)

2. Photon-click detectors

For the HOM interferometer, we use two frequency-
non-resolving photon-click detectors (on-off detectors),
placed in both the signal and idler channels (Fig. 1(b)).
This type of detector does not distinguish the number of
detected photons and their frequencies and is commonly
used in HOM experiments [33].
Consider a state ρ̂ which consists of two subsystems c

and d. The detection operator for the subsystem i reads

Π̂i = Î − |0⟩ ⟨0|i , (22)

where i ∈ [c, d] and |0⟩i =
⊗

n |0⟩i is a vacuum state for

the i-th subsystem and Î is the identity operator. Then
the probability of click detection in channel c is

Pc = Tr
(
Π̂c ⊗ Îd ρ̂

)
= 1− qc, (23)
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where

qc = Tr
(
|0⟩ ⟨0|c ⊗ Îd ρ̂

)
= ⟨0|ρ̂c|0⟩c (24)

and the matrix ρ̂c = Trd(ρ̂) is the density matrix for sub-
system c. The expression for the click-detection proba-
bility in channel d is similar to channel c.
The coincidence probability of photon-click detection

in both channels reads

Pcd = Tr
(
Π̂c ⊗ Π̂dρ̂

)
= 1 + qcd − qc − qd, (25)

where

qcd = Tr
(
|0⟩ ⟨0|c ⊗ |0⟩ ⟨0|d ρ̂

)
= ⟨0| ρ̂ |0⟩ (26)

is a probability of simultaneous detection of vacuum in
both channels; |0⟩ = |0⟩c ⊗ |0⟩d.
The Eqs. (24) (and (26)) are nothing more than the

fidelity between the states ρ̂c (and ρ̂) with the vacuum
states |0⟩c (and |0⟩). For multimode Gaussian states
these fidelities can be expressed in terms of the covariance
matrix (ℏ = 2) [34, 35]

qc = F (σc), qcd = F (σcd). (27)

where

F (σ) =
2M√

det(σ + 12M )
, (28)

2M is the dimension of the covariance matrix σ, and
12M is a 2M × 2M identity matrix. In Appendix A the
equations for the covariance matrix are given explicitly.
Similar results for probabilities can be obtained via the
Torontian function, which was used in Gaussian boson-
sampling with threshold detectors [36].

E. Normalized second-order correlation function

The normalized second-order correlation function g(2)

reveals additional temporal properties of the generated
state. By definition [37], the normalized second-order
correlation function reads

g(2)(t1, t2, t3, t4) =

⟨
2∏

i=1

Ê(−)(ti)

4∏
j=3

Ê(+)(tj) ⟩

4∏
i=1

√
G(1)(ti)

, (29)

where G(1)(ti) = ⟨Ê(−)(ti)Ê
(+)(ti)⟩ is the first-order cor-

relation function.
For pulsed multimode optical fields, the measurement

of the normalized second-order correlation function in
the form of Eq. (29) is quite challenging. Indeed, for
short pulses, electric field fluctuations inside the pulse
are present, which requires the use of nonlinear optical

effects for a complete g(2) measurement, e.g., two-photon
absorption or second harmonic generation [38, 39], which
is problematic for weak optical fields. Usually, such fields
are measured via the photon counting detectors, whose
detection times are much larger than the pulse duration.
Such detectors cannot resolve the fast field fluctuations,
however, the averaged g(2) value is usually used for an
estimation of the number of PDC spectral modes [13]
can be obtained.
In this paper, we consider the measurement of g(2) via

the coincidence probability in a coincidence scheme with
frequency-unresolved click detectors. The scheme is de-
picted in Fig. 1(c) and the normalized second-order cor-
relation function for the signal field is given by

g(2)s =
P s
cd

P s
c P

s
d

, (30)

where P s
cd is the coincidence probability and P s

c and P s
d

are the detection probabilities in the signal and idler
channels, respectively. Further in the text, we use the
definition Eq. (30) to determine the normalized second-
order correlation function.
To compute g

(2)
s for the signal field according to

Eq. (30), we block the idler field and insert a new vacuum
field instead. Then, the state before the beamsplitter is
given by the correlation matrices

D(z) =

(
⟨â†â⟩z 0N

0N 0N

)
, C(z) =

(
⟨ââ⟩z 0N

0N 0N

)
. (31)

The state after the beamsplitter is given by the trans-
formation Eq. (20) with U(τ = 0). From Eq. (23) the
probabilities P s

c and P s
d are calculated and from Eq. (25)

– the coincidence probability P s
cd.

According to Refs. [13, 40], the g
(2)
s value and the num-

ber of modes µa for the signal field are related as

g(2)s = 1 + 1/µa. (32)

For µa ≥ 1, g
(2)
s ≤ 2, while the equality holds for the

spectrally single-mode regime. The g
(2)
i for the idler field

is calculated in a similar manner as for the signal field.

F. Summary

Before presenting the numerical results, we emphasize
the advantages of our description compared to standard
approaches.
As was mentioned in Section IID, lossless low-gain

PDC is usually described by first-order perturbation the-
ory with the use of the two-photon amplitude (TPA). In
the case of pulsed low-gain PDC with losses, the correct
description in terms of the TPA is quite difficult. The
existing approaches are developed either for PDC with a
monochromatic pump [41–43] or with the use of scatter-
ing theory [44–46], whose application is challenging for
long single-path waveguides and pulsed light. In con-
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Mercer-Wolf modes µab, µa and µb for the joint system, signal and idler subsystems, respectively; (c) the measurement-based

second-order correlation function g
(2)
j for the signal and idler fields as a function of α; (d) normalized signal and idler spectra

for the lossless PDC α = 0 dB/cm and lossy PDC with α = 5 dB/cm and α = 30 dB/cm; (e-h) JSI for the lossless PDC with
α = 0 dB/cm and lossy PDC with α = 5 dB/cm, α = 10 dB/cm and α = 30 dB/cm, respectively. The white region corresponds
to the values of the JSI below 0.4% of its maximal value. In (d-h) δν is the detuning from the central frequency of PDC νp/2.

trast to the standard descriptions, our approach is based
on the framework of Gaussian states, to which the PDC
state belongs, which allows us to work beyond the two-
photon approximation taking into account all Fock-state
contributions. The spatial Langevin and master equa-
tions obey causality (spatial ordering), which gives us
the accurate dynamics of the generated field. The pres-
ence of all Fock-state contributions in the solution allows
us not only to obtain the proper values of g(2) but also
to apply the derived formulas to the intermediate- and
high-gain regimes.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

To generate frequency-degenerate type-II PDC, we
consider a 1 cm long waveguide with manually defined
dispersion and losses. As pump, we use a Gaussian pulse
with a full width at half maximum of ∆τ = 0.5 ps and a
central wavelength of λp = 755 nm.

So far as we consider long pulses with narrow spectra,
we can limit ourselves to the first-order refractive index
expansion for the pump, signal, and idler waves, i.e., we
do not consider group-velocity dispersion or chirp in the
waveguide. In this case the refractive index for each field

is taken to be

n(ω) = n(ω0) +
ω − ω0

ω0

[
c

vg(ω0)
− n(ω0)

]
, (33)

where c is the speed of light and vg is the group velocity.
In order to model a waveguide, we choose the following
parameters: the pump refractive index np = n(ωp) = 1.9
and group velocity vpg = 0.9c/np, the signal refractive in-
dex ns = n(ωp/2) = 1.9 and group velocity vsg = 0.95vpg ,
the idler refractive index ni = n(ωp/2) = 1.8 and group
velocity vig = vpg . Note, that here we study the regime
of group-velocity-matching between the pump and idler
waves. Experimentally, such type of phase-matching was
studied in, e.g., Ref. [16]. The quasi-phase-matching is
obtained with kQPM =

ωp

2c (2np − ns − ni).
In the numerical computations we assume equal losses

for the signal and idler fields αs = αi = α. The initial
state and the state of the environment are taken to be
vacuum. The pump is assumed to be non-scattered (αp =
0). Below we study the case of spontaneous PDC with
ΓL ≪ 1 and ⟨n̂⟩ ≪ 1.

A. Spectral properties

In Fig. 2, the numerical results for the considered
waveguide are presented. The number of photons for
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the signal and idler fields as a function of the loss pa-
rameter α is shown in Fig. 2(a). For lossless PDC,
the average number of PDC photons per pulse reads
N = Na + Nb = 2.1 · 10−4, which corresponds to the
spontaneous regime of PDC. As expected, the number of
photons decreases with the increasing loss coefficient. So
far as we consider equal losses for the signal and idler
fields, the dependencies for the signal and idler fields co-
incide.

In contrast to the number of photons, the effective
number of occupied PDC modes increases with the loss
coefficient (see Fig. 2(b)). For lossless PDC µab = 2.2,
while its change for α < 0.5 dB/cm is less than 2%. Start-
ing from α ≈ 1 dB/cm, the number of modes increases
significantly.

In addition, the dependencies of the effective number
of occupied modes for the signal (µa) and idler (µb) sub-
systems are shown in Fig. 2(b) and illustrate the same
tendency of increasing numbers of modes with the loss
coefficient. However, despite considering equal losses in
both channels, these dependencies are different, which in-
dicates different spectral and temporal structures of sig-
nal and idler subsystems. The modification of the mode
structure of PDC is also illustrated in Fig. 2(c), where the

g
(2)
s,i for the signal and idler fields are presented (Eqs. (30)

and (32) ).
In order to study the influence of losses on the spectral

properties of PDC, the spectra of signal and idler fields
are shown in Fig. 2(e) for different amounts of losses:
lossless PDC with α = 0 dB/cm, α = 5 dB/cm and
α = 30 dB/cm. Despite the noticeable amount of losses
of α = 5 dB/cm, the spectra do not differ significantly
from the lossless PDC: only the visibility of oscillations in
the signal spectrum decreases, while the spectral width
remains almost the same.

For large losses, the difference in the spectrum becomes
more prominent: The oscillations in the signal spectrum
disappear and the spectrum broadens in comparison to
the lossless case. Qualitatively, one can understand this
as an effective reduction of the length of the nonlinear
medium. This makes sense as high losses mean that pho-
tons, generated at the beginning of the waveguide are
most likely to be scattered. Therefore, photons exiting
the system are significantly more likely to have been gen-
erated at the end of the medium. These effects are also
revealed in the JSI. In Fig. 2(e-h), the JSI for different
losses are shown.

B. Temporal properties

In Fig. 3(a,b), the HOM patterns are presented. First,
in Fig. 3(a), the absolute values of coincidence probabil-
ities between detectors are given for lossless PDC and
lossy PDC. The increase in α leads to a decrease of the
maximal coincidence probability. In addition, the shape
of the interference pattern is changed, which is explicitly
demonstrated for the normalized coincidence probabili-
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FIG. 3. (a, b) The absolute and normalized HOM interference
patterns; (c) temporal profiles of the signal and idler fields;
(d) signal and idler temporal profiles normalized to the max-
imal value of the idler field. Different colors correspond to
different values of α; different line-styles in (c,d) correspond
to signal and idler field. The filled area represents the tem-
poral profile of the pump field.

ties in Fig. 3(b). As the losses increase, one can notice
that the visibility of the HOM interference increases while
the temporal width of the HOM dip decreases.
To explain all observed effects, the temporal profiles

of the signal and idler fields are shown in Fig. 3(c,d).
Since the group velocity of the pump field equals the
group velocity of the idler field, the temporal profiles of
the pump and idler fields coincide. In turn, the signal
field is slower. During the pump propagation along the
waveguide, the generated signal photons are delayed with
respect to the pump pulse, which results in a temporal
profile of the signal field that has a large plateau. The
earlier the signal photons are generated, the more delayed
they are with respect to the pump. This effect is known
as a temporal walk-off [5].
In the presence of losses, the photons are scattered,

reducing the intensity of the PDC fields for both the sig-
nal and the idler fields. The idler pulse profile does not
change significantly, while the signal pulse shape reveals
a skew. This skew can be interpreted in the following
manner: The amount of lost photons is proportional to
the traveled distance inside the scattering medium. The
photons generated at the beginning of the waveguide are
more likely to be scattered, compared to the photons
generated in the middle and in the end of the waveguide.
Due to the temporal walk-off, we observe this effect as a
skew in the temporal profile of the signal field. On the
opposite, the idler temporal profile completely coincides
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FIG. 4. (a, b, c) The dependencies of g
(2)
s , g

(2)
i and RN on ᾱ

and r , respectively. The waveguide dispersion and the pump
profile are the same as in Section III. (d) The black dots indi-

cate the intersection of two isolines, g
(2)
s (red, solid) and g

(2)
i

(blue, dash-dotted), that correspond to the ‘measured’ g(2)

values. The black dotted curves depict the isolines of RN .

(point s1) g
(2)
s = 1.6 and g

(2)
i = 1.86, which gives the esti-

mated values ᾱ1 = 4.0 dB/cm and r1 = −0.57,

(point s2) g
(2)
s = 1.85 and g

(2)
i = 1.86, which gives the esti-

mated values ᾱ2 = 1.9 dB/cm and r2 = 0.65,

(point s3) g
(2)
s = 1.6 and g

(2)
i = 1.7, which gives the estimated

values ᾱ3 = 14 dB/cm and r3 = 0.49.

with the pump and its shape does not change with losses.
Nevertheless, for αs = αi, it reveals the same amount of
losses as the signal field, which can be noticed in Fig. 2(a)
showing the total number of photons in each subsystem.

Despite such a destructive behavior of losses, they in-
crease the overlap between the resulting signal and idler
fields (see Fig. 3(d)). The increased similarity between
the temporal profiles of the signal and idler photons leads
to increasing visibility of the HOM dip. Higher visibility
is usually interpreted as better biphoton indistinguisha-
bility, so high internal losses can reduce the difference of
temporal profiles of signal and idler fields and make them
more indistingiushable.

C. Determination of losses

The results of the previous subsection demonstrate
that the values of g(2) for the signal and idler modes de-
pend differently on the internal losses α, even if the losses
are the same for the signal and idler channels. Since ex-
ternal frequency-independent losses (transmission losses)

do not change the value of normalized second-order cor-
relation function (see Appendix B), the difference in g(2)

between the signal and idler fields can be used as an
indicator of the internal waveguide losses. This section
presents how measured values of g(2) can be applied to
experimentally determine the internal losses of a waveg-
uide.
Let us assume a waveguide with the known disper-

sion and a general case of different frequency-independent
losses αs ̸= αi, which are unknown and should be deter-
mined in the experiment. The losses can be parametrized
as

ᾱ =
αs + αi

2
, r =

αs − αi

αs + αi
. (34)

So far as we know the dispersion of the waveguide, the

theoretical values of g
(2)
s (ᾱ, r), g

(2)
i (ᾱ, r), and the relative

number of photons at the waveguide output

RN (ᾱ, r) =
Ni −Ns

Ns +Ni
(35)

can be calculated as functions of ᾱ and r. If the behavior
of the fixed isolines g

(2)
s , g

(2)
i , and RN are different in

the parameter space (see Fig. 4(a,b,c)), their intersection
allows us to estimate the values of ᾱ and r. Summing
up, for a known waveguide, the internal losses can be
experimentally determined from the measured values of

g
(2)
s , g

(2)
i and RN .

In general, the intersection can be determined only

from the values of g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i , while the value of RN

is optional. Indeed, the second-order correlation func-
tion is insensitive to the external losses (transmission

and detection) and the measurements of g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i

can be performed with high accuracy. In contrast, the
knowledge of external losses is important for the correct
measurement of a relative number of photons RN , which
can sometimes be challenging. However, if the external
losses are correctly estimated, the measured value of RN

can verify that the theoretical model is consistent with
measurements.
In Fig. 4(a,b,c), the dependencies of g

(2)
s , g

(2)
i , and

RN are presented for the waveguide dispersion and the
pump profile defined at the beginning of the Section III.
In Fig. 4(d) we present three examples ‘s1’, ‘s2’, and ‘s3’

that correspond to three ‘measurements’ of g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i .

For each fixed ‘measured’ value of g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i , there

are two theoretically calculated isolines, (red, solid) and
(blue, dash-dotted), respectively. Such isolines have an
intersection point (black circles) that defines the amount
of internal losses.
In Fig. 4(d) we also present two isolines for a rela-

tive number of photons RN (black, dotted). For our
waveguide, if the external losses are correctly accounted
and the ‘measured’ values of correlation functions read
g
(2)
s = 1.6 and g

(2)
i = 1.86, one should experimentally

obtain RN = −0.225. If for the given values of g
(2)
s and
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g
(2)
i and correctly accounted external losses we measure
another value of RN which is outside the measurement
error (no joint intersection point for three isolines), for
example, RN = −0.4, then this means that our prior
knowledge about the waveguide is not correct.

The dependencies of g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i on losses are de-

fined by the waveguide dispersion and should be studied
for each particular case individually. Indeed, the pres-
ence of higher spatial modes, frequency-dependent losses,
or waveguide imperfections can significantly change the
properties of the generated SPDC field and g(2) behav-

ior. In addition, note that the equal values of g
(2)
s = g

(2)
i

do not guarantee the absence of internal losses. There-
fore, for each specific practical use, the proposed method
should be additionally elaborated and include all these
factors, what is outside of the scope of this paper.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we examine theoretically the spectral and
temporal properties of low-gain broadband PDC gener-
ated in a lossy waveguide. Our theoretical approach
is based on the formalism of Gaussian states and the
Langevin equation and is adjusted for the weak para-
metric down-conversion process and photon-number un-
resolved detection.

Using the example of frequency-degenerate type-II
PDC generated under the pump-idler group-velocity-
matching condition, we show how internal losses of non-
linear waveguides change the properties of the gener-
ated light. We demonstrate that the influence of in-
ternal losses on the spectral profiles of the generated
field is weak. However, the Hong-Ou-Mandel interfer-
ence strongly depends on losses: the Hong-Ou-Mandel
dip may increase with losses, while the correlation time
decreases, which is explained in terms of the temporal
profiles of the signal and idler fields.

One of the most important results is the dissimilar de-
pendence of the number of modes of the signal and idler
field on the internal losses (even when losses are equal).
Such behavior becomes apparent in the second-order cor-
relation functions of the signal and idler fields, which can
be easily detected in experiments. Based on this effect,
we propose a new method for the experimental determi-
nation of internal losses in nonlinear waveguides. The
presented method is based on a prior knowledge of the
waveguide mode structure, which can be obtained either
by theoretical calculations based on the waveguide ge-
ometry. We believe that the results obtained in our work
can be directly applied to experiments and will strongly
improve the characterization of nonlinear waveguides.
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Appendix A: Covariance matrix

A covariance matrix is a real positive-definite symmet-
ric matrix of the second-order moments of the quadrature
operators [19]. In this paper, we define quadrature oper-

ators (ℏ = 2) as q̂i = ĉ†i + ĉi and p̂i = i(ĉ†i − ĉi) with the
and commutation relations [q̂n, p̂m] = 2iδnm.

For non-displaced quantum states with ⟨ĉi⟩ = 0 and
⟨x̂i⟩ = 0, the elements of the covariance matrix σ are
given by

σij =
⟨x̂ix̂j + x̂j x̂i⟩

2
, (A1)

where x̂i are the elements of the vector x̂ =
(q̂1, q̂2, . . . , q̂2N , p̂1, p̂2, . . . , p̂2N )T . Having the second-

order correlators ⟨ĉ†i ĉj⟩ and ⟨ĉiĉj⟩, the elements of the
matrix σ are given by

⟨q̂iq̂j⟩ = δij + 2
(
Re[⟨ĉ†i ĉj⟩] + Re[⟨ĉiĉj⟩]

)
, (A2)

⟨p̂ip̂j⟩ = δij + 2
(
Re[⟨ĉ†i ĉj⟩]− Re[⟨ĉiĉj⟩]

)
, (A3)

⟨p̂iq̂j + q̂j p̂i⟩
2

= 2
(
Im[⟨ĉiĉj⟩]− Im[⟨ĉ†i ĉj⟩]

)
. (A4)

To build the covariance matrix of the joint signal-idler
system σab, the ⟨ĉ†ĉ⟩ = D and ⟨ĉĉ⟩ = C from the main
text. In turn, a covariance matrix σa for the signal sub-
system is defined by the matrices ⟨ĉ†ĉ⟩ = ⟨â†â⟩ and
⟨ĉĉ⟩ = ⟨ââ⟩.

Appendix B: Second-order correlation function and
external losses

The normalized second-order correlation function is in-
sensitive to external frequency-independent losses. In-
deed, for the field Ê(+)(t), the losses can be intro-
duced via a virtual beamsplitter with transmission co-
efficient T . If the losses are the same for all frequen-
cies, the field transformation has the form Ê(+)(t) →√
TÊ(+)(t). By substitution the transformed field into

Eq. (29), the factors
√
T cancel out, what keeps the func-

tion g(2)(t1, t2, t3, t4) unchanged.

As result, the values g
(2)
s and g

(2)
i remain unchanged

in the presence of frequency-independent external losses
(transmission and detection losses). As long as for loss-

less PDC g
(2)
s = g

(2)
i , a difference g

(2)
s − g

(2)
i can indicate

the presence of internal losses during the PDC process.
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