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The successful employment of high-dimensional quantum correlations and its integration in telecommunica-
tion infrastructures is vital in cutting-edge quantum technologies for increasing robustness and key generation
rate. Position-momentum Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) entanglement of photon pairs are a promising re-
source of such high-dimensional quantum correlations. Here, we experimentally certify EPR correlations of
photon pairs generated by spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC) in a nonlinear crystal with type-0
phase-matching at telecom wavelength for the first time. To experimentally observe EPR entanglement, we
perform scanning measurements in the near- and far-field planes of the signal and idler modes. We certify
EPR correlations with high statistical significance of up to 22 standard deviations. Furthermore, we deter-
mine the attainable Schmidt number of our source to be in the order of 40, which gives evidence for the the
high-dimensional entanglement between the photons. Operating at telecom wavelengths around 1550 nm, our
source is compatible with today’s deployed telecommunication infrastructure, thus paving the way for integrat-
ing sources of high-dimensional entanglement into quantum-communication infrastructures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent scientific research in quantum information and
quantum technologies focuses more and more on the exploita-
tion of high-dimensional quantum correlations and its efficient
integration into telecommunication infrastructures. In partic-
ular, high-dimensional photonic entanglement in various de-
grees of freedom [1-9] are an essential resource for quantum
information applications. Such high-dimensional systems are
particularly interesting for quantum information applications
as they can be used to encode several qubits per transmitted
information carrier [10-14]. Furthermore, high-dimensional
entanglement features robustness against noise [15—17] that
makes it an ideal candidate for realistic noisy and lossy quan-
tum communication, especially over long distances.

One physical realization for high-dimensional entangle-
ment are continuous-variable position-momentum correla-
tions of photon pairs emitted by spontaneous parametric
down-conversion (SPDC) [18]. Because of energy and mo-
mentum conservation in the SPDC process, the produced
continuous-variable states feature Einstein, Podolsky, and
Rosen (EPR) correlations [19] that can be certified via suitable
witness conditions [20-23]. Importantly, the certification of
EPR-correlations directly implies entanglement. Ideally, the
entangled photon pairs manifest perfect position correlations
or perfect transverse momentum anti-correlations, depending
on the respective basis choice, which is implemented through

* lukas.achatz@oeaw.ac.at
 martin.bohmann @oeaw.ac.at
¥ rupert.ursin@oeaw.ac.at

different lens configurations. Thus, measurements of the two
conjugate variables, position and momentum, of both photons
allows to experimentally determine EPR entanglement. It is
worth mentioning that this form of EPR-correlations in terms
of position and momentum variables coincides with the orig-
inal idea by EPR [19]. The dimensionality or amount of en-
tanglement between the signal and idler photons can be char-
acterized by the Schmidt number [18, 24] which is a universal
measure of entanglement [25].

The first experimental verification of EPR position-
momentum entanglement of photons has been reported in
[26]. Typically, sources of position-momentum entangled
photons are based on type-I and type-II phase-matched SPDC
sources; see, e.g., [26-30]. In these implementations, ei-
ther scanning techniques [26-28, 31] or cameras [30, 32]
were used to record the position and momentum observ-
ables by means of near- and far-field measurements, respec-
tively. High Schmidt numbers and thus high-dimensional
position-momentum entanglement of photons have been re-
ported in [7, 33]. Applications of position-momentum entan-
gled photons are discussed in the literature, which includes
ideas for quantum key distribution (QKD) [34], continuous-
variable quantum computation [35], or ghost-imaging appli-
cations [36].

Despite its huge potential as mentioned above, high-
dimensional position-momentum EPR-entanglement from
SPDC sources are underrepresented among the quantum in-
formation applications. This has practical reasons. Firstly,
the direct detection of photons using cameras makes further
manipulations of the photons impossible and thus hinders the
application of quantum information protocols. Secondly, the
wavelength of the photons used in the majority of position-
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momentum experiments is not compatible with the current
telecommunication infrastructure which works best between
1260 nm and 1625 nm, where optical loss is lowest. Addi-
tionally, most experiments use type-II phase-matched SPDC-
crystals to produce the entangled photon pairs, which have a
relatively low brightness and narrow spectrum as compared to
type-0 phase-matched SPDC-crystals [37].

In this paper, we report on a bright source produc-
ing position-momentum EPR-entangled photons at telecom
wavelengths allowing for the efficient integration into exist-
ing quantum communication infrastructures. We generate
photons via SPDC in a Magnesium Oxide doped periodi-
cally poled Lithium Niobate (MgO:ppLN) crystal with type-
0 phase-matching in a Sagnac-configuration with a center-
wavelength of 1550.15 nm. We evaluate near- and far-field
correlations by probabilistically splitting the photon-pairs at
a beamsplitter and transversely scanning two fibers in (x,y;)
and (xp,y,) directions respectively. The photons in each fiber
were counted with a superconducting nanowire single-photon
detector (SNSPD) and a time tagging device connected to a
readout-system. The temporal correlation between the time
tags was later analyzed. Based on these measurements, we
certify position-momentum EPR-entanglement with high sta-
tistical significance. We demonstrate the high-dimensional
character of the produced EPR-correlations by estimating
the Schmidt number of the photon pairs. Furthermore, our
setup is stable over several hours and the used imaging sys-
tem is capable of coupling the entangled photons into pho-
tonic waveguides. In addition, our source can be extended
to hyper-entanglement experiments harnessing entanglement
in the position-momentum as well as polarization degree of
freedom. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
demonstration of position-momentum EPR-entangled photon
pairs from a type-0 phase-matched SPDC source at telecom
wavelength. Our results show the possibility of utilizing the
high-dimensional characteristic of continuous-variable EPR-
entanglement for this regime and, thus, enable its integration
in existing telecom quantum-communication systems.

II. EXPERIMENT

In our experiment, we studied and characterized the
position-momentum entanglement of photon pairs. For this
purpose, we generated photon pairs at telecom wavelength
from a type-0 phase-matched SPDC-source in a Sagnac con-
figuration [38]. By measuring the distributions of the sig-
nal and idler photons in the near- and far-field we obtained
their position and momentum correlations. With these we
can investigate EPR-correlations in position and moment of
the photon pairs. It is worth mentioning that certifying EPR-
correlations directly implies entanglement between signal and
idler photons. In this sense, demonstrating EPR-correlations
is a stronger and more direct indication of the non-local char-
acter of quantum mechanics [22] which, however, is in general
more demanding than verifying entanglement.

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1. The heart of
the SPDC-source is a 40-mm-long ppLN bulk crystal with a
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FIG. 1. a) Setup used to measure the coincidences in near- and far-
field. The laser emits light at a center wavelength of 775.078 nm.
The beam is slightly focused into a 40-mm-long ppLN type-0 phase-
matched crystal. After the crystal two lens configurations are used to
implement the near- and far-field measurements. The focal lengths
of the lenses are f| =250 mm, f> = f; =200 mm and f3 = f} = 4.5
mm. b) Simplified setup showing the lens configurations. In analogy
with the polarization basis, different lens configurations correspond
to different complementary basis choices. For the near-field mea-
surement (position-space, photon pairs show correlation), L3 (L’3)
was not mounted in the setup and the fiber was placed in the focal
point of lens L, (L/z). For the far-field measurement (momentum-
space, photon pairs show anti-correlation), L3 (L’3) was mounted at
the focal distance f> + f3 (f3 + f3) and the fiber was moved back for
9 mm, thus aligning it with the focal distance of L3 (L}).

poling period of 19.2 pm. The crystal was pumped with a
continuous-wave (CW) laser at 775.078 nm, 10 mW pump
power and a pump-beam waist (FWHM) at the center of the
crystal of 83.5 um. In the parametric process, one pump
photon is converted with low probability to a pair of signal
and idler photons in the telecom-wavelength regime of around
1550 nm. The emission angles of the emitted photons during
the SPDC process strongly depend on the temperature of the
crystal. By controlling the temperature of the crystal we adjust
a non-collinear, quasi-phase-matched SPDC process; see [39]
for details. Due to the momentum conservation in the SPDC
process, the signal and idler photons are emitted with opposite
transverse (x-y-plane) wave-vectors, meaning that q; = —q,
with q; = (ky,,ky;) and i = 1,2. Thus, when imaging the pho-
tons in the far-field plane of the crystal, one can observe anti-
correlations in the coincidence counts. From hereon indices 1
and 2 refer to signal and idler photon, respectively. Since the



photons of each pair are created at the same point in space,
imaging the photons in the near-field results in correlations,
meaning that r; = rp, with r; = (x;,y;) and i = 1,2.

Note that through the Sagnac configuration the nonlinear
crystal is bidirectionally pumped. In this way, the produced
photon pairs not only exhibit position-momentum entangle-
ment but are also entangled in polarization [38], although this
degree of freedom was not investigated in this work.

After the Sagnac loop, the SPDC photons were separated
from the pump beam with a dichroic mirror (DM) and spec-
trally cleaned with a long-pass filter (LPF, Acyt_off = 780 nm)
and a band-pass filter (BPF, Agpp = 1550 &3 nm). After
the first lens (L), a beam splitter (BS) separates signal and
idler photons probabilistically for 50% of the incoming pairs.
To perform the near-field (position) and far-field (momentum)
measurements of the photon pairs, two different lens config-
urations are used; cf. also Fig. 1 b). The far-field measure-
ment of the signal and idler photons is implemented via L,
with a focal length of fj =200 mm. L; acts as a Fourier
lens that maps the transverse position of the photons to trans-
verse momentum in the far-field plane. Then, the far-field
plane is imaged and demagnified by two consecutive lenses
L, (L) and L3 (L) with focal lengths of f, = f; = 150 mm
and f3 = f} = 4.5 mm, resulting in a demagnification factor
of Mpr = f3/f> = f3/f5 = 0.03. This results in an effective
focal length of the Fourier lens of 6mm. For the near-field
measurement, the crystal plane is imaged with a 2f/2f" op-
tical system by L; and L, (L). This configuration results in
a magnification factor of Mxr = fo/f1 = f5/f1 = 0.75. Note
that the used imaging system would allow for the integration
of the near and far-field measurements in (micro-)photonic ar-
chitectures, such as multicore fibers [40] or photonic chips
[41].

In two consecutive measurement runs, we measured the
coincidences of the correlated photons in the near- and far-
field. A coincidence count was identified when both detector-
channels register photons within a 300 ps time-window.
These measurements were achieved by performing a trans-
verse plane-scan with two single-mode fibers (SMF), which
guide the photons to a SNSPD and read-out electronics. Such
scanning approaches have already been used to characterize
the spatial correlations for type-II SPDC-sources [26-28]. Ar-
rival times were tagged using a time-tagging-module (TTM),
combining the photon counts with the positions of the trans-
lation stages at all times. The scans were performed for both
settings (near- and far-field) in the signal and idler arms. Us-
ing motorized translation stages, each coordinate was sampled
in 17 steps with a step size of 10 um, which resultsina 17 x 17
grid on each detection side and a total of 174 = 83.521 data
points. For each data point we measured 1 s and recorded the
single counts of each detector and the coincidence-counts be-
tween both detectors. The total measurement time was about
80 h, throughout which the whole setup was stable.

III. RESULTS
A. Scan results

The results for the near- and far-field scans are summa-
rized in Figs. 2 and 3. For both measurement settings (ei-
ther near- or far-field), we obtained the single counts at the
motor-positions (x1,y; ) and (x2,y2) as well as the coincidence
counts between both detection stages at (x1,y(,x2,y2). The
maximum single-photon count-rate in the near-field (far-field)
was about 150 kHz (300 kHz) for signal and about 250 kHz
(400 kHz) for the idler mode. The maximum coincident-
photon count-rate in the near-field (far-field) was about 500
Hz (3000 Hz) for both signal and idler modes. The discrep-
ancy between the count rates of signal and idler modes can
be explained by different coupling efficiencies into the single-
mode fibers. To obtain the average single counts for every
(x1,y1) position, we averaged the recorded counts over all po-
sitions of the (xp,y,) detection stage. The same procedure is
performed to determine the average single counts of the idler
beam along (x,y2). Figure 2 displays the averaged single
counts in the signal and idler modes. To display the coinci-
dent counts for all coordinate pairs, we plot only the maximal
coincident count for each scan position (x;,y;) in Fig. 3 in a
heatmap.

In both figures, the expected features of the non-collinear
SPDC emission in the near- and far-field are reflected: in the
near-field, the photon pairs follow a Gaussian distribution. For
the single counts the shape is basically given by the inten-
sity distribution (beam waist) of the pump beam in the center
of the nonlinear crystal, while for the coincident counts the
Gaussian form is given by the form of the joint wave function
in r-space [42]. And in far-field the anti-correlations in the
transverse momenta, stemming from the non-collinear quasi-
phase-matched SPDC process, manifests itself in a doughnut
or ring-shape structure. We note that no data-correction or
post-processing, such as subtraction of dark counts, was per-
formed. In particular, no accidental coincidences were sub-
tracted as is required in experiments using cameras [30, 32].
The visible asymmetries can be explained by imperfect opti-
cal components and changing focusing parameters during the
scans.

Furthermore, from Fig. 2 (a) and (c¢) and taking into account
the magnification of the lens-setup we estimate the diameter of
the photon-pair birth region inside the crystal to be ~ 80 pm.
This is in very good agreement with the pump-beam waist
of 83.5 um at the crystal and thus provides a suitable sanity
check of the results.

Based on the recorded scans in the near- and far-field of
the signal and idler photons, we now analyze the position and
momentum quantum correlations of our telecom-wavelength
type-0 phase-matched SPDC-source. Firstly, we will verify
the EPR-type entanglement based on the spatial spread be-
tween the coincidence counts of signal and idler photons. Sec-
ondly, we estimate the maximal Schmidt number attainable
from our source from the single-count results, which provides
an estimate of the entanglement dimensionality.
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FIG. 2. Measured average single counts for every (x;,y;) in the
near-field (a),(c) and the far-field (b),(d) for the signal (i = 1) and
idler (i = 2) modes. To obtain the average single counts for every
(x1,¥1) position, we average the recorded counts over all positions
of the (x,y>) detection stage. The same procedure is performed to
determine the average single counts of the idler beam along (x3,y7).
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FIG. 3. Measured maximal coincident counts for every (x;,y;) in

the near-field (a),(c) and the far-field (b),(d) for the signal (i = 1) and
idler (i = 2) modes.

B. Certifying EPR entanglement

EPR-correlations can be certified by violating following in-
equality [21-23]:
2 2 1
Anin(r1[r2) AGin (4 1q2) > 4 (0
Here, A2. (r|r2) is the minimum inferred variance, which
represents the minimum uncertainty in inferring transverse
position ry of the signal mode conditioned upon measuring

r; in the idler mode. The minimum inferred variance for the
near-field measurement is defined as

A2 (r1]ry) = / dr>P(r2)A2(r1|r2) 2

where A%(ri|ry) is the uncertainty in r; for a fixed r, and
P(ry) represents the probability distribution of r, which are
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FIG. 4. Gauss-fit of the obtained normalized coincidence counts
for the x coordinate. The values on the abscissa represent the po-
sition of the fibers. (a) Normalized coincidence counts in the near-
field for (x1,y1,%2,y2) = (x1,0,0,0). (b) Normalized coincidence
counts in the far-field for (xi,y1,x2,y2) = (x1,0,430um,0). (c)
Normalized coincidence counts in the near-field for (x,y1,x2,y2) =
(0,0,x7,0). (d) Normalized coincidence counts in the far-field for
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experimentally determined via the relative count frequencies.
The minimum inferred variance for the transverse momenta
A2. (q,|q,) is defined analogously. For our analysis, we treat
the x and y components separately as they correspond to com-
muting observables.

We normalize the coincident counts cc to the measured sin-
gle count rates (s; and s,), in order to account for differences
in the coupling into the SMF: ccn = cc//s152. We then de-
termine the minimal inferred variances in near and far-field by
fitting the conditional uncertainties A?(r{|r2) and A%(q,|q,)
with Gaussian functions of the form (here formulated for x;
with a fixed position x»):

3)

W (x1]x2) = AN exp [_(XI_”)Z]

402

where .4 is a normalization constant, u is the expectation
value and oy, is the standard deviation, i. e. the uncer-
tainty along the x| direction. Exemplarily, we show for four
cases the data and the corresponding Gaussian fits in Figure 4.
From the obtained standard deviations one can then calculate
the conditional near-field variances by taking into account the
magnification of our imaging system

2
A (x)|xy) = ( il ) - @)

MxF

The same procedure is repeated for y, x» and y,.

For the far-field measurement the procedure is analogous.
To translate the obtained standard deviations to the actual con-
ditional momentum variances following relation is used [43]:

2 B 21 2
A (qxl |C]x2) - (lflMFF O-)61) ) (5)
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TABLE 1. Obtained minimum variances from fitting a Gaussian-
function in the form of Eq. (3) to the obtained raw-data. The ob-
tained values are calculated according to Eq. (4) for A2, (xj|x;) and
Eq. (5) for Amm(Qxi lgx;)- The uncertainty product is then calculated
by multiplying the minimum inferred variances. A clear violation of
inequality (1) is shown. The errors of the obtained values stem both
form the Poisson distribution of the photons as well as the Gaussian
fit, while the errors of the uncertainty product were calculated with
standard Gaussian error propagation.

where A4 is the wavelength of the entangled photons, f] is the
focal length of the Fourier lens Ly and o, is the standard de-
viation as obtained by the Gauss-fit. The same procedure is
repeated for gy,, gx, and gy,. The obtained values for the min-
imum inferred variances calculated with Eq. (2) are listed in
Table I.

Based on the minimal inferred variances we can now test
for EPR correlations via Eq. (1). The values of the left-hand-
side of Eq. (1) for the different cases are listed in Table I. In all
cases, we observe a clear violation of the inequality which cer-
tifies EPR-correlations between the signal and idler photons in
their position-momentum degree of freedom. In particular, in-
equality (1) is violated by up to 22 standard deviations, which
demonstrates the high statistical significance of our results as
well as the degree to which our system deviates from a local-
realistic one. Thus, we could certify position-momentum
entanglement from a type-0 phase-matched SPDC-source at
telecom wavelength.

C. Schmidt-number estimation and dimensionality

A key advantage of continuous-variable entanglement
lies in the fact that, in principle, the underlying infinite-
dimensional Hilbert can be exploited [24]. This means that
high-dimensional quantum information protocols can be em-
ployed which go beyond the entanglement structure of qubit
systems as, for example, in the case of polarization entangled
photon pairs. Note that the Schmidt number is a measure for
entanglement [25] and defines the dimensionality of the en-
tangled system [18].

To characterize the dimensionality of the position-

momentum entanglement attainable from our source, we es-
timate the Schmidt number of the entangled photon pairs by
comparing the intensity distributions in the near- and far-field
of signal and idler mode as introduced in [44]. This approach
draws from classical coherence theory in order to estimate the
Schmidt number K through

o [ Ine(r)dr]* [ Ier(q)dq)”
(2m)? fII%JF(r)dr fI%F(Q)dq

where INp(r) is the measured intensity in the near-field and
Irr(q) is the measured intensity in the far-field. The inten-
sity as defined in Eq. (6) corresponds to the measured single
counts of either the signal or the idler mode. Conceptually,
this approach estimates the Schmidt number by determining
the mixedness of the single-mode field which stems from the
entanglement of the two-photon pure state.

We obtain estimates of the Schmidt number of K (x1,y;) =~
33 and K (x2,y>) ~ 44 from the single and idler modes respec-
tively; note that K > 1 indicates entanglement. The differ-
ence in the obtained values can be explained by the different
coupling qualities in our setup. Note that these values coin-
cide well with each other and that our results are in agreement
with other values reported in the literature [27, 45]. Thus,
this analysis demonstrates the potential of the source for high-
dimensional quantum applications.

(6)

IV. DISCUSSION

We have performed a position-momentum correlation mea-
surement of photon pairs at telecom wavelength generated in a
non-collinear, type-0 phase-matched SPDC process. For this
purpose, we measured the position and momentum correla-
tions of the generated signal and idler photons by recording
the near- and far-field correlations, respectively, using a scan-
ning technique. Based on the obtained correlation data, we
certified EPR correlations, and consequently entanglement, of
the signal-idler pairs with high statistical significance of 22
standard deviations. We characterized the underlying high-
dimensional entanglement further by estimating the maxi-
mally attainable Schmidt number from our source. The cal-
culated Schmidt number in the order of 40 confirms the high-
dimensional correlations provided by our source which can
be exploited for quantum-technological applications. Note
that the dimensionality can easily be increased by using a
shorter crystal or a less focused pump-beam. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first experimental certification and char-
acterization of position-momentum correlations from a type-0
phase-matched SPDC source at telecom wavelength.

Our experiment exhibits several important features which
need to be highlighted. Firstly, it is important to stress that
the entangled photon pairs are created at wavelengths around
1550 nm, thus at the C-Band of the telecom infrastructure.
Operating sources in this wavelength regime allows for the
integration into modern and future telecommunication infras-
tructures and increases the transmission rate over long dis-
tances. Importantly, our results demonstrate that it is possi-



ble to exploit high-dimensional position-momentum entangle-
ment for this purpose. Furthermore, the used imaging system
facilitates, in principle, the coupling of the entangled photon
pairs into multicore fibers or other mircophotonic architec-
tures, which allows for a direct coupling into such platforms.
Secondly, the presented experimental setup features the
possibility to exploit quantum hyper-correlations, i.e., si-
multaneous entanglement in different degrees of freedom.
The Sagnac configuration of our source produces not only
position-momentum entanglement but also entanglement be-
tween the polarization degrees of freedom of the photon pairs.
Although we did not characterize the polarization entangle-
ment in this experiment, it is possible to utilize this additional
degree of freedom in hybrid quantum information tasks. Such
a hybrid strategy can offer a significant increase of the overall
dimensionality as it scales with the product of the dimension-
alities of the individual degrees of freedom. Finally, it is im-
portant to highlight the long-term stability of the experimental
setup over a period of several days that renders the implemen-

tation of stable quantum information applications possible.

In a nutshell, we produced and certified high-dimensional
position-momentum entanglement of photon pairs in the tele-
com wavelength regime which allows for the integration
to telecommunication infrastructures and can be further ex-
tended to quantum hyper-correlations using several degrees
of freedom in parallel.
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