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Sources of photons with controllable quantum properties such as entanglement and squeezing are desired for
applications in quantum information, metrology, and sensing. However, fine-grained control over these proper-
ties is hard to achieve, especially for two-photon sources. Here, we propose a new mechanism for generating
entangled and squeezed photon pairs using superluminal and/or accelerating modulations of the refractive in-
dex in a medium. By leveraging time-changing dielectric media, where quantum vacuum fluctuations of the
electromagnetic field can be converted into photon pairs, we show that energy- and momentum-conservation
in multi-mode systems give rise to frequency and angle correlations of photon pairs which are controlled by
the trajectory of the index modulation. These radiation effects are two-photon analogues of Cherenkov and
synchrotron radiation by moving charged particles such as free electrons. We find the particularly intriguing
result that synchrotron-like radiation into photon pairs exhibits frequency correlations which can enable the re-
alization of a heralded single photon frequency comb. We conclude with a general discussion of experimental
viability, showing how solitons, ultrashort pulses, and nonlinear waveguides may enable pathways to realize this
two-photon emission mechanism. For completeness, we discuss in the Supplementary Information how these
effects, sensitive to the local density of photonic states, can be strongly enhanced using photonic nanostructures.
As an example, we show that index modulations propagating near the surface of graphene produce entangled
pairs of graphene plasmons with high efficiency, leading to additional experimental opportunities.

INTRODUCTION

New methods for the controlled generation of entangled
photon pairs and heralded single photons [1] are of high in-
terest for applications in quantum optics [2], quantum infor-
mation [3], communications [4], and sensing [5–7]. Broadly,
these sources rely on processes such as two-photon sponta-
neous emission from atoms [8–10], semiconductors [11–13],
quantum dots [14], free electrons [15, 16], and parametric
down conversion in nonlinear crystals [17]. There has also
been interest in n-photon emitters to create states of light that
have potential applications in quantum information process-
ing and medicine [18, 19]. Any process involving more than
one photon typically occurs with low efficiency, and can be
difficult to control, particularly when the emission is into a
system with many modes. As a result, new concepts for con-
trollable sources of entangled photons remain in high demand.

Since entangled photon pairs are a fundamentally non-
classical state of light, they are necessarily created through
quantum processes involving matter. One particularly inter-
esting case of this comes from time-varying optical media,
whose dielectric properties are actively modulated in time
[20–26], giving rise to a wide array of classical electromag-
netic effects which are the subject of many current investiga-
tions. In the quantum realm, time-varying photonic systems
can spontaneously excite photons from the vacuum. This oc-
curs because when a quantum system is varied in time, the
original ground state of the system (containing no photons)
may evolve into a quantum state which does contain pho-
tons. Phenomena which have been described this way include
the dynamical Casimir effect [27–29], spontaneous paramet-
ric down-conversion (SPDC) in nonlinear materials [17, 30],
photon emission from rotating bodies [31], the Unruh effect

for relativistically accelerating bodies [32–35], Hawking radi-
ation from black holes [36, 37], and even particle production
in the early universe [38]. These phenomena are linked to-
gether by the common thread of parametric amplification of
vacuum fluctuations [39].

In this work, we introduce a new concept for generating en-
tangled photon pairs based on two-photon spontaneous emis-
sion from superluminal and accelerating permittivity pertur-
bations in a medium. As some spatially localized index pertur-
bation ∆ε is sent on some trajectory through a medium, elec-
tromagnetic vacuum fluctuations of the background medium
induce spontaneous emission of entangled photon pairs. De-
pending on the background structure, light takes the form of
generalized photons in a medium (e.g. free photons, photons
in a bulk, cavity modes, photonic crystal modes, surface po-
laritons, etc.). We find that these fast index perturbations gen-
erate radiation somewhat similar to that created by a charged
particle on the same trajectory. This correspondence allows us
to characterize our two-photon processes as quantum analogs
of free electron processes such as Cherenkov and synchrotron
radiation (Fig. 1).

Although these two-photon processes bear some similar-
ities to their free electron analogs (due to energy and mo-
mentum conservation), key differences emerge in the spec-
trum and statistics of the emitted radiation. While an elec-
tron undergoing Cherenkov radiation emits photons into a
ubiquitous cone, our system can emit photons across a broad
angular spectrum, including backwards. We also show that
an index perturbation moving in a circular trajectory emits
“synchrotron-like” radiation, but with frequency comb-like
entanglement between photon pairs. This concept alludes to
the possibility of an entangled pair source where one photon
is measured, heralding the other photon into a state which is
a superposition over harmonics of a frequency comb. In the
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Supplementary Information (S.I.), we extend these concepts
to nanostructured media, which can greatly increase the effi-
ciency of these processes. As an example we demonstrate the
Cherenkov concept in a system where a superluminal index
perturbation propagates near the surface of graphene, which
is of current interest due to its surface plasmon modes which
exhibit high confinement, and can be tuned by electrical gat-
ing. We show that the plasmonic Cherenkov effect is more
efficient than that in a uniform medium by 4 orders of magni-
tude.

In this new mechanism of radiation, the trajectory of index
perturbations directly influences the frequency and spectral
correlations exhibited between photons within each entangled
pair. Thus our work could eventually lead to new controllable
sources of entangled photons, which might be integrated into
nanophotonic platforms such as polaritonic surfaces or ring
resonators. Our concepts may also be particularly relevant in
the wake of current interest in “spatiotemporal metamaterials”
which control the flow of light using time as a new degree of
freedom [40, 41]. At microwave frequencies, spatiotempo-
ral metamaterials built from time-modulated superconducting
qubits could enable generation of entangled mirowave pho-
tons using these effects. At optical frequencies, index pertur-
bations on various pre-defined trajectories can be realized by
pulses propagating in nonlinear waveguides, fibers, or meta-
surfaces. In the section titled “Experimental Outlook,” we
provide a detailed discussion of potential opportunities for re-
alizing these mechanisms experimentally.

THEORETICAL METHODS

Our results are based on a Hamiltonian framework which
describes two-photon emission in time-changing media. We
consider a background structure (waveguide, photonic crystal,
2D material, etc.) which has a permittivity εbg(r). A time-
dependent perturbation is then applied to the material which
causes the permittivity to undergo a change ∆ε(r, t), inducing
a polarization P(r, t) = ε0∆ε(r, t)E(r, t). An interaction
Hamiltonian V (t) = −ε0

∫
d3rP(r, t) · E(r, t) can then be

written in terms of the material perturbation as

V (t) = −ε0

∫
d3r∆εij(r, t)Ei(r, t)Ej(r, t), (1)

where we have used repeated index notation. Here, E(r, t) =∑
n

√
~ω
2ε0

(
Fn(r)ane

−iωnt + F∗n(r)a†ne
iωnt

)
is the interac-

tion picture electric field operator, written in terms of creation
and annihilation operators a(†)

n for eigenmodes Fn(r) of the
background structure. These eigenmodes satisfy the Maxwell
equation ∇ × ∇ × Fn(r) = ω2

c2 εbg(r)Fn(r), and are nor-
malized such that

∫
d3rF∗n(r) · ε(r) · Fn(r) = 1. Strictly

speaking, this mode expansion assumes that the background
structure has low dispersion and low loss. In the S.I., we
outline a derivation in terms of macroscopic quantum elec-
trodynamics (MQED) [42, 43], which relaxes these assump-

FIG. 1: Analogy between free electron radiation and quantum ra-
diation from moving index perturbations. (a) Free electrons can
emit electromagnetic radiation through processes such as Cherenkov,
synchrotron, and transition radiation. These processes are described
to a high accuracy by classical electrodynamics, and in a quantum
description are dominated by single photon emission processes, as
depicted by the Feynman diagram on the top right. (b) In contrast,
a moving index perturbation ∆ε on a trajectory r(t) emits entan-
gled photon pairs. The time dependence of the medium acts as a
pump which creates nonclassical photon-pair states, as depicted in
the Feynman diagram on the bottom right.

tions. Additionally, we note that this framework assumes that
the time-variation ∆ε(r, t) occurs over a region of the back-
ground structure which can be taken to be nondispersive. For
details on what occurs when this assumption is relaxed, see
[44].

The Hamiltonian (Eq. 1) enables the photon field of the
background structure εbg to make transitions between initial
and final states |i〉 and |f〉. To isolate two-photon emission
processes, we take the initial state as vacuum (|i〉 = |0〉), and
the final state as a two photon state (|f〉 = |m,n〉). The nota-
tion for the final state indicates that one photon is in mode
m, and the other in mode n. In the absence of time de-
pendence, such a process clearly does not conserve energy.
However, the time dependence of the medium perturbation
∆ε acts as a classical pump field for entangled photon pairs
so that energy is still conserved (similarly to the Hamilto-
nian theory of SPDC). The amplitude of emission is given by
Sfi = − i

~
∫
dt 〈f |V (t)|i〉. The total probability of this event

is obtained by summing the amplitude from the S-matrix over
all mode pairs m and n as P = 1

2

∑
m,n |Sfi|2, which gives
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the final result

P =
1

8

∑
m,n

ωmωn

∣∣∣∣∫ d3r∆εij(r, ωn + ωm)F ∗mi(r)F ∗nj(r)

∣∣∣∣2 .
(2)

Here, ∆ε(r, ω) ≡
∫
dt eiωt∆ε(r, t) is the Fourier transform

of the time varying index, and is not related to dispersion.
This probability can then be converted into transition rates,
and provides the basis for our results. Additionally, the S-
matrix encodes information about the quantum state of the
emitted photon pairs, which can be used to analyze the quan-
tum statistics of the emitted pairs.

TWO-PHOTON CHERENKOV RADIATION

An important result of classical electrodynamics is the
Cherenkov effect, which explains how a charge moving
through a medium at constant speed emits light if it exceeds
the phase velocity of light in the medium [45, 46]. This
phenomenon was first described in a homogeneous medium
with constant refractive index, but applies far more gener-
ally [47, 48]. A nonlinear polarization in a medium can also
behave effectively as a moving charge, emitting “Cherenkov
radiation” when its velocity exceeds the phase velocity of a
mode that it can couple to [49–52]. Most of these processes
have been realized in χ(2) nonlinear materials, and are based
on difference frequency generation (DFG) processes in which
pump fields at two frequencies ω1 and ω2 combine to form a
signal at ω1−ω2 [17]. Consequently, these processes can only
produce classical light (i.e. light in coherent states).

Instead of an electron, our two-photon Cherenkov radia-
tion relies on an index perturbation ∆ε which travels through
a background medium at constant velocity. Photon pairs are
emitted when this velocity is superluminal with respect to the
phase velocity of light in the medium. We find that in a uni-
form dielectric, the two-photon nature of the process broad-
ens the angular spectrum so that radiation can be produced
at angles outside of the classical “Cherenkov cone,” even en-
abling backward two-photon Cherenkov radiation. In the Sup-
plementary Information (S.I.) Section II, we provide details
about how these concepts can also be applied to nanopolari-
tonic platforms for greater control and higher efficiency, us-
ing generation of graphene plasmon pairs as an example. We
show that this plasmonic two-photon Cherenkov effect is more
efficient than that in a uniform medium by 4 orders of magni-
tude.

To highlight the physical principles of the two-photon quan-
tum Cherenkov phenomenon, we consider a homogeneous
medium with index n. Then, we move a “soft wall” of index
perturbation through the medium at velocity v0 = βc (Fig.
2a). The wall has an effective thickness σ in the direction of
propagation (z), and an area A (which is large compared to
the wavelength) in the transverse directions (x, y). We model

this perturbation by setting

∆ε(r, t) = δε exp

[
− (z − v0t)

2

2σ2

]
, (3)

which gives the boundary of the wall a Gaussian profile.
When β > 1/n, pairs of photons can be emitted into the
surrounding medium which has a dispersion relation ωk =
ck/n(ω). In writing this, we assume that frequencies of in-
terest are away from strong dispersion and absorption, so that
n(ω) is slowly varying, and well described by n =

√
ε. The

photons propagate with wavenumbers k and k′, and with an-
gles from the z-axis θ and θ′ respectively. As a consequence
of momentum conservation, the photons propagate in oppo-
site directions in the xy plane, with polar angles satisfying the
constraint φ′ = φ + π. We find a final differential decay rate
per unit frequency and angle (normalized to the wall area A)

1

A

dΓ

dωdθ
=

v0

8πω2
0

(
δε

ε

)2 (n
c

)3

(ωω′)2e−2(ω+ω′)2/ω2
0

×
(
1 + (cos θ cos θ′ − 1)2

)(
cot θ
nβ −

1
sin θ

) ,
(4)

where we have defined the frequency ω0 =
√

2v0/σ, and by
kinematic constraints, cos θ′ = (ω/ω′+1)/nβ−(ω/ω′) cos θ
and ω′ = ω(1 + n2β2 − 2nβ cos θ)/(n2β2 − 1). For a rel-
ativistic free electron moving through a dielectric, Cherenkov
radiation is a predominantly single-photon process. Conse-
quently, classical electrodynamics describes experimental ob-
servations to a high accuracy. In contrast, the radiation de-
scribed here is a two-photon process which is fundamentally
quantum. As a consequence, the two emitted photons are en-
tangled in frequency and momentum. Their angles of emis-
sion are subject to the constraint

sin θ + sin θ′ = nβ sin(θ + θ′), (5)

and their frequencies to the constraint ω sin θ = ω′ sin θ′. The
latter is a direct consequence of momentum conservation in
the direction transverse to propagation, which arises from as-
suming that the area A is large compared to the emitted wave-
lengths. In Fig. 2b, we see the contours defined by Eq. 5 for
a background index n = 2, and for several values of β. The
colormap underneath the contour lines shows the ratio ω/ω′

between the two photon frequencies at each point (θ, θ′). To-
gether, this information indicates the entanglement of the pho-
ton pair in both direction and frequency.

Examining the angular and frequency distribution of two-
photon radiation described by Eq. 4 further reveals how this
process departs from classical Cherenkov radiation. The fre-
quency scale of the emitted radiation is set by both the veloc-
ity v0 and width σ of the perturbation. In particular, the fre-
quency scale ω0 sets an exponential cutoff on the frequency
sum ω + ω′ which can be emitted. Additionally, we see
that higher frequencies are favored (far below the exponen-
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FIG. 2: Two-photon Cherenkov radiation by a superluminal index perturbation. (a) Schematic of the geometry in which a wall with
Gaussian profile (Eq. 3) moves at velocity v0 = βc, emitting entangled photon pairs with wavevectors k and k′ in the background medium
of index n. (b) Kinematics from Eq. 5, which show the angular and spectral correlations of emitted photon pairs. Knowledge of one angle θ
determines the angle of the other angle θ′, shown by the contours for marked values of β. The inset shows how β > 1 can be achieved by
a short light pulse incident on a nonlinear material at an angle, realizing truly superluminal behavior at the boundary. (c-f) Area-normalized
angular frequency spectra (1/A)dΓ/dωdθ for index perturbations propagating at velocity βc in a background index n = 2, with σ = 1µm
and δε/ε = 10−3. Velocities of β = {0.501, 0.55, 5.0} are shown. Two-photon radiation onsets at the Cherenkov threshold β > 1/n, which
is in this case at β = 0.5. As β increases, the angular spread increases, deviating beyond the classical Cherenkov angle θ0 (marked with
dashed lines). For a strongly superluminal pulse (f), higher frequencies are emitted, and at two angular peaks which depart from θ0. The
angular correlations dictate that the photons at these two peaks are entangled with one another.

tial cutoff), with dΓ/dωdθ ∝ ω4. Finally, we note that no
radiation is produced unless the velocity exceeds the classical
Cherenkov radiation condition β > 1/n. Figs. 2c-f shows the
area-normalized spectrum (1/A)dΓ/dωdθ for a background
index n = 2, δε/ε = 10−3, and σ = 1µm at different ve-
locities β. Dashed white lines mark the classical Cherenkov
angle θ0 ≡ cos−1(1/βn). Since the background index is
n = 2, radiation onsets at β = 0.5. Just above threshold
(Fig. 2c), the angular spectrum peaks sharply around the clas-
sical Cherenkov angle. As β increases (Figs. 2d-f), so does
the spread of the distribution in both angle and frequency. At
β = 0.99, a substantial amount of the radiation goes back-
ward (θ > π/2). This feature is owed to the additional degree
of freedom offered to the phase matching and momentum con-
servation conditions by the two-photon nature of this radiative
process. If one photon is emitted at a higher angle and lower
frequency, its partner photon can be emitted with higher fre-
quency but lower angle so that the kinematic equations can
still be satisfied.

Although no physical object can exceed the speed of light,
perturbations to the refractive index do not necessarily obey
this constraint, leading to curious implications of our work.
For example, consider a temporally short light pulse which is
incident on a nonlinear interface at an angle. For angles suf-
ficiently near normal incidence, the intersection of the pulse

with the nonlinear material will create an index perturbation
which propagates along the boundary with v > c [41]. This
configuration is illustrated in the inset of Fig. 2b. We examine
the consequences of this behavior by considering the geome-
try in Fig. 2a for β = 5 (Fig. 2f). The high velocity gives a
cutoff frequency ω0 ∝ β which is several times higher than for
β > 1. As a result, the emitted frequencies lie around 1 eV.
Interestingly, this scenario gives rise to angular correlations
which depart from behaviors seen for β < 1. The peak of the
angular distribution no longer lies at the classical Cherenkov
angle θ0, but rather occupies two peaks which are offset from
θ0. There are, in some sense, two Cherenkov angles which
mark the maxima of the distribution. Moreover, we see in the
kinematic plot for this velocity (Fig. 2b) that as β becomes
large, the angular correlations approach the line θ + θ′ = π;
consequently, the ratio ω/ω′ → 1, indicating the photons are
emitted near the same frequency. This means that a photon at
one of the angular peaks is necessarily the entangled partner
of that at the other peak.

The ability to observe such a phenomenon hinges on the
total rate of emission which can be detected. The total rate
per area Γ of the two-photon Cherenkov process is deter-
mined by integrating the angular spectral distributions Γ =∫ 2π

0
dθ
∫∞

0
dω (dΓ/dωdθ). For β = 0.55, we have Γ/A =

1.2 × 105 s−1 µm−2. The very superluminal case (β = 5)
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exhibits a much stronger effect, with Γ/A = 3.4 × 109

s−1 µm−2. At these photon energies, this corresponds to an
emitted power around 300 pW. We note that there is an in-
herent tradeoff in a system that creates superluminal perturba-
tions, as an angle of incidence which gives a higher velocity
also results in a larger effective value of σ.

SYNCHROTRON RADIATION

The two-photon Cherenkov radiation described above orig-
inates from superluminal phase matching. We now show that
an accelerating index perturbation also radiates. As an exam-
ple, we show that when an index perturbation traverses a cir-
cular trajectory (Fig. 4a), photon pairs are emitted in a man-
ner which bears some similarity to synchrotron radiation [53–
58]. In a synchrotron, an electron is accelerated to near-light
speeds along a kilometer-scale circular trajectory. As a result,
the accelerating particle can emit very high harmonics of its
angular frequency Ω, making synchrotrons important sources
of X-ray photons. In the two-photon optical “synchrotron” we
propose here, the radiation wavelength is set primarily by the
size of the perturbation. However, the harmonic nature of the
radiation persists in the frequency-frequency correlations of
the photons pairs.

To model the two-photon synchrotron effect, we con-
sider an index perturbation (Fig. 3a) ∆ε(r, t) =

δε e−
1

2σ2
(ρ2+z2+R2)e

Rρ

σ2
cos(θ−Ωt), where (ρ, θ, z) are cylin-

drical coordinates, Ω is the angular frequency of precession,
σ is the Gaussian width, and R is the radius of the circle. As
with the Cherenkov process, we assume that the perturbation
is applied to a background permittivity ε. The emitted photon
frequencies must sum to an integer multiple m of the preces-
sion frequency, as ω + ω′ = mΩ. The rate of pair generation
per unit angle θ and frequency ω into each harmonic m is
given as:

dΓm
dωdθ

=

(
δε

ε

)2
σ6n6ω3(mΩ− ω)3 sin θ

16πc6

×
∫
dΩ′

(
1 + (k̂ · k̂′)2

)
e−σ

2(k+k′)
2

J2
m(KR)

(6)

Here, K =
√

(kx + k′x)2 + (ky + k′y)2 is the net in-plane
wavevector of emission, and Jm is the m-th Bessel function.

Similarly to the quantum Cherenkov radiation, we can un-
derstand the properties of this nanophotonic synchrotron ra-
diation in terms of its spectrum, as well as its angular and
spectral correlations. In two different background indices
(n = 1, 2), the total spectrum dΓ/dωdθ summed over all
harmonics m is smooth, and centered about θ = π/2 (Figs.
3b,c). A higher background index results in a larger angu-
lar spread, similar to classical Cherenkov radiation where a
higher index causes phase-matching to occur at larger angles.
Increasing the background index also results in a substantially

FIG. 3: Two-photon synchrotron radiation by an accelerating
index perturbation. (a) Schematic of index perturbation moving
along a circular trajectory or radius R with velocity v = ΩR,
where Ω is the angular rate of precession. Photon pairs are emit-
ted with wavevectors k and k′, and with frequencies which satisfy
ω + ω′ = mΩ, where m is an integer. (b, c) Angle and fre-
quency spectrum of two-photon emission dΓ/dωdθ for σ = 1µm
and v = c, R = 10 µm, δε/ε = 10−3 for n = {1, 2}. (d, e) Fre-
quency correlations at θ = θ′ = π/2 and φ = φ′ when one photon
ω = 500 rad-THz is measured; the other frequency is forced to lie
on a comb ω′ = mΩ−ω. (f, g) Angular correlations shown through
dΓ/dωdθdθ′ as a function of θ, θ′ for ω = 500 rad-THz.

higher output power as can be seen in the magnitude of overall
photon rate. From Eq. 6, we see that the emitted photon rate
at a given frequency ω depends directly on how the emitted
wavenumber nω/c compares to the length scale set by σ (and
likewise for the other photon at n(mΩ− ω)/c). In this exam-
ple, σ = 1µm sets the frequency scale of emitted radiation
around 500 rad-THz.
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We also highlight the frequency correlations (Figs. 3d,e)
which emerge by fixing the frequency of ω′ and looking at
the amplitude of the S matrix elements as ω is allowed to
vary. Due to the constraint between frequencies, ω must
lie in a comb spaced by Ω. If one photon ω is measured,
then the other remains in a quantum state of the form |ψ〉 =∑
m cm |ω −mΩ〉, with coefficients cm determined through

the S-matrix. When the index is raised, the perturbation be-
comes superluminal in addition to its acceleration, and in-
terference fringes emerge in the envelope of angular corre-
lations (Fig. 3e). Thus, we see that the quantum state cre-
ated by heralding can be controlled through the parameters of
the nanophotonic synchrotron. Such a source could present
new opportunities for quantum information, or as a quantum
probe of atomic, molecular, or solid-state systems. Vary-
ing the background index also influences the angular corre-
lations of photon pairs (Figs. 3f,g). For n = 1, emission at
θ = θ′ = π/2 is strongly preferred. As n increases, the an-
gular distributions change substantially. We thus see that by
changing basic parameters of the system, or the observation,
one can create a rich variety of correlations in angle and fre-
quency.

EXPERIMENTAL OUTLOOK

We now provide more detailed information about what
is needed in order to experimentally realize the two-photon
mechanisms described above. To realize the nanophotonic
“synchrotron,” light in a Kerr medium could be guided along a
curved trajectory. One particularly interesting system for this
could be temporal solitons (with FWHM as low as 30 fs) in
ring resonators (with radius as low as R = 10µm) [59–63],
which have been used for on-chip frequency comb genera-
tion. In these systems, nonlinearity and dispersion balance
each other out, enabling a micron-scale pulse of light to pre-
serve its shape while propagating around a ring resonator. Due
to the Kerr nonlinearity, this pulse of light is accompanied by
an index change similar to that depicted in Fig. 3a. The emit-
ted frequencies will depend on the size of this index perturba-
tion in its propagation and transverse directions. Depending
on the parameters, photon pairs could be emitted directly into
the waveguide, into the far-field, or both. Using the parame-
ters from Fig. 3 in a background index n = 2, we estimate that
photon pairs are produced at a rate of Γ ≈ 104 s−1. One par-
ticularly attractive aspect of this platform is that it could even-
tually lead to the generation of entangled frequency combs on-
chip. Other ways to achieve the acceleration of light pulses
include metasurfaces [64], self-accelerating beams [65–67],
topological edge-state solitons [68], and soliton pairs which
spiral around each other along a helical trajectory [69, 70].

Superluminal and accelerating index perturbations could
also be created with short pulses of light colliding with Kerr
nonlinear structures. A concept for realizing superluminal
perturbations was discussed in the context of homogeneous
medium Chereknov radiation (Figs. 2b,f). This configura-

tion could be realized with an intense femtosecond [71, 72]
or attosecond [73, 74] pulse which impinges on a nonlinear
interface. For the parameters used in Fig. 2f, photon pairs
are produced at a rate of Γ/A = 3.4 × 109 s−1 µm−2. An
imaging system could then be used to collect the photons over
some frequency range to measure their angles of emission. By
varying the angle of incidence of the pulse, one controls the
velocity of the perturbation at the interface, allowing access
to different regimes of angular emission. We note that for
a pulse of fixed width in its propagation direction, an angle
which yields a higher velocity also yields an effective width
which is smaller by the same proportion, leaving ω0 ∝ β/σ
fixed. This system thus presents intriguing opportunities to
study the physics of effective “tachyons,” hypothetical parti-
cles that travel faster than light [75].

As alluded to previously, this configuration could also be
suitable for creating the type of index perturbation for gen-
erating graphene plasmons, or other surface excitations (dis-
cussed in detail in the S.I.). One could imagine depositing
graphene over a nonlinear waveguide structure, through which
a soliton pulse is propagated, generating plasmon pairs on the
graphene. The ability to observe entangled plasmon produc-
tion from such a system is determined by the strength of the
emission, as well as the capability of detection, on a realizable
platform. For example, if the index perturbation comes from
a soliton (W = 10µm) propagating through a Kerr nonlinear
substrate near graphene with parameters as described in sup-
plementary Fig. S1, graphene plasmon pairs are produced at
a rate exceeding 109/s. This corresponds to a power of around
100 pW, which at these near IR frequencies, should enable
correlation measurements at the single-plasmon level.

In addition to creating linear perturbations, this concept can
be extended to different geometries. For example, colliding
an ultrashort pulse with a nonlinear structure shaped like a
spring would create an index perturbation which traverses a
helical trajectory, thus realizing acceleration with a periodicity
as described in the “synchrotron” geometry (see Supplemental
Fig. S2). Other related systems which may provide opportuni-
ties for inducing controlled index perturbations of optical size
include subdiffractional plasmon-solitons [76–79], spatiotem-
poral solitons [80, 81], and so-called “light-bullets” [82, 83].

CONCLUSION

We have presented a new concept for two-photon emission
based on moving index perturbations along a controlled tra-
jectory. Our work points toward a paradigm where the spatial
trajectory of such pulses can influence the spectrum, direction,
and entanglement of emitted radiation. The nanophotonic
“synchrotron” could enable the generation of heralded single-
photon frequency combs, which could pave the way toward
developments in quantum optics, metrology, and information
processing. Future work on this topic could explore the pair
emission created by index perturbations moving in a trajec-
tory which accelerates linearly, or impinges on an interface
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between two materials, leading to respective analogs of two-
photon analogs of Unruh and transition radiation. Different
photonic structures may also suggest new methods for shaping
the emitted radiation. For example, time-modulated photonic
crystal structures [84] may present particularly interesting op-
portunities for controlling these time-dependent quantum ef-
fects, due to their controllable density of states, along with
constantly improving nanofabrication techniques. It would
also be potentially interesting to develop a detailed account of
the quantum statistics, squeezing, and entanglement of light
which are generated through these systems. Broadly, we an-
ticipate our work should serve as a starting point for using spa-
tiotemporal control over light pulses to create quantum states
of light.
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