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Stable sources of entangled photons are important requirements for quantum communications.
In recent years, cascaded downconversion has been demonstrated as an effective method of directly
producing three-photon entanglement. However, to produce polarization entanglement these sources
have until now relied on intricate active phase stabilization schemes, thus limiting their robustness
and usability. In this work, we present a completely phase-stable source of three-photon entangle-
ment in the polarization degree of freedom. With this source, which is based on a cascade of two
pair sources based on Sagnac configurations, we produce states with over 96% fidelity with an ideal
GHZ state. Moreover, we demonstrate the stability of the source over several days without any on-
going optimization. We expect this source to be a useful tool for applications requiring multiphoton
entanglement, such as quantum secret sharing and producing heralded entangled photon pairs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-photon entanglement is an important resource
for a wide range of quantum information applications [1].
Photonic Greenberger-Horn-Zeilinger (GHZ) states in
particular are known to be useful for tasks such as quan-
tum secret sharing [2], quantum anonymous transfer [3]
and optical quantum computing [4]. Currently, multi-
photon entangled states are most often produced by com-
bining two or more entangled photon pairs from spon-
taneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) and using
post-selection to project onto the desired states [5–16].
In this approach, post-selection is fundamental to the
state creation process, as photons must first be detected
in order to produce the desired entangled state.

An alternative to these post-selection based methods
is to instead cascade multiple SPDC sources (C-SPDC)
to directly create the desired state [17], removing the
fundamental requirement of post-selection. This novel
approach has already been successfully employed to pro-
duce photon triplets using separate sources [18, 19] as
well as with a cascade within a single integrated de-
vice [20].

C-SDPC has also been used to produce polarization
entanglement and to herald Bell states [21]. However,
demonstrations of polarization-entanglement using C-
SPDC have, until now, used Mach-Zehnder interferom-
eter configurations. This type of configuration has the
advantage of only using the crystals in a single direction,
which allows for the use of waveguided crystals pig-tailed
with single mode fibers optimized for the pump at the
entrance and the downconverted signal at the output.
However, it also has the significant drawback of requir-
ing active stabilization of the phase between the crystals
in each arm, which adds significant complexity to the
setup and reduces its robustness in real world applica-
tion. An alternative to the Mach-Zehnder configuration
is to instead employ a Sagnac interferometer, removing
the need for active stabilization but losing the advantage
of optimized single mode fibers.

In this work, we present a phase-stable source of
polarization-entangled photon triplets based on C-SPDC.
By cascading two sources built using a Sagnac interfer-
ometer [22, 23], which are inherently phase stable, we
construct a source which can display high state fidelity
with GHZ states without active stabilization.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The state we aim to produce through C-SPDC is the
three-photon Greenberger-Horn-Zeilinger (GHZ) state,
given by :

|GHZ〉 =
1√
2

(|HHH〉+ |V V V 〉) (1)

where |HHH〉 represents three photons with horizontal
polarization, while |V V V 〉 represents vertical polariza-
tion.

We start by creating two independent SPDC sources,
as seen in Fig. 1 (A). In the first source, a periodically
poled potassium triphosphate (PPKTP) crystal is placed
in a Sagnac interferometer. This source uses a type-II
SPDC process to create states of the form :

|Ψ±〉 = cos θ |HV 〉+ eiφ sin θ |V H〉 (2)

where θ and φ are determined by the polarization of the
pump. These two parameters are controlled by turning a
half-wave plate (HWP) and tilting a quarter-wave plate
(QWP), respectively.

For the second source, a type-0 periodically poled
lithium niobate (PPLN) crystal waveguide, pig-tailed at
each end with polarization maintaining fibers, is placed
in a Sagnac interferometer. Since the crystal is pumped
from both directions, it is not possible to use fibers opti-
mized for the pump wavelength.
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FIG. 1. Experimental set up used to create and measure entangled photon pairs (A) or triplets (B). In the first source, a 405 nm
grating-stabilized laser diode (Toptica Topmode) pumps a PPKTP crystal (Raicol), which is heated at 48.0 ◦C to produce
photons at 777 nm and 846 nm. The PPKTP crystal is placed inside a Sagnac interferometer, along with superachromatic
half-wave plates (Thorlabs SAHWP05M-700). After filtering out the pump with dichroic mirrors, the resulting state is that of
Eq. 2. The 846 nm photon is sent to polarization analyzers, whereas the 777 nm photon is coupled into a single mode fiber
by collimator O and is either measured directly (A) or sent to the second source after passing through a manual polarization
controller (B). In the second source, a PPLN waveguide is pumped either directly by a wavelength-tuneable grating-stabilized
laser diode (Sacher Lynx TEC 150, Littrow Series) to produce the state in Eq.3 (A), or by 777 nm single photons from the
first source to produce Eq. 4 (B). The PPLN waveguide is heated at 50.0◦C to produce photon pairs at approximately 1530
nm and 1570 nm. The fast and slow axis of the collimator P1 (in orange) are swapped to mimic the effects of a half-wave plate
at 45 degrees. All photons are detected using superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPDs, Photon Spot).

Instead, we employ polarization-maintaining fibers
which are single mode for the downconverted pho-
tons [24], with FC/APC connectors to avoid back reflec-
tions. The state we aim to produce has the form :

|Φ±〉 = cos θ′ |HH〉+ eiφ′
sin θ′ |V V 〉 (3)

Where again the weighing of the terms θ′ and phase φ′

can be set respectively by turning a HWP and tilting a
QWP, although in this source the phase is set by acting
on the downconverted photons rather than on the pump.

The two sources are combined by using one of the pho-
tons from the PPKTP source as a pump for the PPLN
source, as seen in Fig. 1 (B). A photon in the state |H〉
is downconverted into the state |V V 〉 while the mode |V 〉
is downconverted to |HH〉. The resulting state that we
obtain is of the form :

|GHZ〉Exp = cos θ |HHH〉+ eiΦ(φ,φ′) sin θ |V V V 〉 (4)

III. STATE PREPARATION

To prepare the desired state, we start with separated
sources as shown in Fig. 1 (A). This allows us to first
optimize each pair source separately.

The two sources are then connected, as shown in Fig.
1 (B), to form the cascaded source. The manual polar-
ization controller is adjusted so that the horizontal and
vertical polarizations are conserved between collimators
O and I.

The angle of the HWP θ is set to produce |HHH〉 and
|V V V 〉 with equal probability. This angle is calculated to
compensate for any imbalance in coupling efficiency be-
tween photons traveling clockwise and counter-clockwise
in the Sagnac loops, as measured from photon pairs.

With the balance set, we can focus on controlling the
phase of the state. We start by performing a σx ⊗ σx ⊗
σx measurement on the photon triplets, where σx is the
Pauli X matrix, while varying the phase φ. These results
are given in Fig. 2. As expected, we find a sinusoidal
dependence for 〈σx ⊗ σx ⊗ σx〉, with the fit having a
visibility of 0.92± 0.06.

IV. RESULTS

We first characterize the pair sources independently.
Using maximum likelihood quantum state tomogra-
phy [25], we reconstruct the density matrices of the two
entangled photon pairs from both sources. Photons in
each output mode are projected onto one of three mutu-
ally unbiased polarization bases, (horizontal and vertical,
circular right and circular left, diagonal right and diago-
nal left) for a total of six different polarization measure-
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FIG. 2. Determination of the phase necessary to create the
desired GHZ state. By tilting the QWP we can change the
relative phase of our state. This is reflected in the measured
value (shown here) of the expectation value of the Pauli X
triplet measurement. The total length of each measurement
is displayed in the legend. Triplet coincidences are detected
at a rate of approximately 10 per hour. The black line is a
sinusoidal fit, where the phase and amplitude are left as fitting
parameters. The fit has an amplitude of 0.92± 0.06.

ments per output mode. For pairs, this leads to a com-
bination of 36 coincidence measurements. The results of
the tomography are shown in Fig. 3.

The average dark counts are determined by turning
off the pump lasers and is measured at an average of
approximately five counts per second on each detector
channel. The twofold coincidences measured at the de-
tectors from the PPKTP source number 3·106 per second
with a pump power of 9.4 mW at the entrance of the in-
terferometer. From the tomography, we find the source
produces a |Ψ−〉 state with a fidelity of 96.45 ± 0.01%.
The PPLN source produces 1.5 ·104 twofold coincidences
per second with a pump power of approximately 1 uW
at the entrance of the crystal. From the tomography we
find that the source produces a |Φ+〉 state with a fidelity
of 95.06± 0.05%. From the ratio of single photon detec-
tions to twofold coincidence detections, an average of the
combined coupling and detection efficiencies are deter-
mined to be 0.30, 0.16 and 0.13 for the 845nm, 1530nm
and 1570nm photons, respectively. Coupling efficiencies
from collimator I to collimators P1 and P2 are measured
at 0.30 from single photon detection rates.

For the cascaded photon source, we obtain triplet coin-
cidence rates of approximately 10 per hour. With a three-
qubit tomography requiring measurements from 27 dif-
ferent bases, obtaining the counts for a reconstruction of
the density matrix is not feasible in a reasonable amount
of time, especially if we want to quantify the stability
of the source. Instead we employ a GHZ witness [27]
which requires a measurement in just two basis and gives
a lower bound on the fidelity of our state [28]. The wit-
ness is used for the GHZ state given in equation 1, and
is given by :
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FIG. 3. Density matrix describing the state of polarization
of both sources of entangled photon pairs. For the PPKTP
source, the (A) real part and the (B) imaginary part of the
density matrix. With a coincidence window of 0.5 ns, the
resulting state has a |Ψ−〉 fidelity of 96.45 ± 0.01%, a purity
of 95.61± 0.03% and a tangle [26] of 91.47± 0.05%. For the
PPLN source, we have the (C) real and (D) imaginary part of
the density matrix, which was measured with a coincidence
window of 0.3 ns. The resulting state has a |Φ+〉 fidelity
of 95.06 ± 0.05%, a purity of 93.7 ± 0.1% and a tangle of
86.6± 0.2%.

WGHZ =
3

2
· 13 − σx ⊗ σx ⊗ σx

− 1

2
(1⊗ σz ⊗ σz + σz ⊗ 1⊗ σz + σz ⊗ σz ⊗ 1)

(5)

where the σ represent their respective Pauli matrices.
The lower bound of the fidelity between our experimental
state and the GHZ state is given by :

FGHZ ≥
1−WGHZ

2
(6)

This witness is convenient as it only requires measure-
ments in two measurement bases to obtain a lower bound
on the fidelity of our state.

The measurements for the witness were taken over six-
teen hours, with eight hours for each basis. 58 three-fold
coincidences were measured in the σz basis and 44 in the
σx basis for a total of 102 coincidences in 16 hours. This
gives an average of 6.4 ± 0.6 triplets per hour. Results
of this measurement are shown in Table I. The entan-
glement witness is violated convincingly with a value of
WGHZ = −0.92 ± 0.10, confirming the entanglement of
the state. This gives a minimum fidelity with the tar-
geted GHZ state of FGHZ = 0.96 ± 0.05. To the best of
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our knowledge, this is the highest fidelity reported for a
three-photon GHZ state.

TABLE I. Calculated witness results. The calculated errors
are one standard deviation, calculated by assuming Poisson
noise on the triplet count rate.

Measurement Value Error

σx ⊗ σx ⊗ σx 0.95 0.05

1⊗ σz ⊗ σz 0.97 0.03

σz ⊗ 1⊗ σz 1.00 0.04

σz ⊗ σz ⊗ 1 0.97 0.03

WGHZ -0.92 0.10

Lower bound of FGHZ 0.96 0.05

In order to characterize the stability of the source, the
entanglement witness was measured repeatedly over a pe-
riod of several days. During this time, no adjustments
were made to the source. As shown in Fig. 4, while the
fidelity of the state does display variations, we find that
the fidelity stays above 72% during the entire week-long
measurement, with an average fidelity of 84%±8%, indi-
cating that the source has potential for passive long term
stability.
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FIG. 4. Calculated lower bounds of fidelity over time. No ad-
justments were made to the source once the measurements be-
gan. Each of the two Pauli measurements lasted eight hours,
followed by an eight hour downtime. The lower bound of the
state fidelity begins at a maximum of 96±5%. Over the entire
seven day period, the average fidelity is 84± 8%.

V. DISCUSSION

In terms of source quality, the short term fidelity of
96 % is excellent. Further improvement efforts should

therefore be primarily focused on improving stability and
production rates.

While further investigation is required to precisely iso-
late the source of instability, it is likely that the fibers
at each end of the PPLN waveguide are partially respon-
sible, due to the wavelength mismatch with the 775 nm
photons. It is therefore likely that the wavelength insta-
bility could be improved through better thermal stabil-
isation of this portion of the setup, or perhaps by pig-
tailing the PPLN waveguide with endlessly single-mode
photonic crystal fibers [29], which would allow for single
mode operation at both 775 nm and 1550 nm.

As for the production rates, while the rates for C-
SPDC are expected to be low, the experiment had ad-
ditional limiting factors affecting the rates which are not
inherent to the scheme. Indeed, previous experiments
demonstrated entangled production rates of up to 2 or-
ders of magnitude higher than this work [21]. The dif-
ference is partially due to an additional coupling factor
from I to P1 and P2 in Fig. 1, which lowers the ex-
pected triplet count rates by a factor of three. This
loss could eventually be avoided by replacing the fiber
from O to I with freespace. A lower pump power in the
first source, required to prevent damage to the super-
achromatic half-wave plates, accounts for a further factor
of two. A novel approach to the Sagnac interferometer
[30], removing the need for achromatic optics, could allow
for higher pump intensities. The remaining difference in
count rates are due to different coupling efficiencies to
detectors 5 through 8. Importantly, none of these addi-
tional losses are fundamental to the current scheme, and
could therefore be addressed with appropriate improve-
ments to the setup. Alternatively, count rates could also
be improved through the use of non-linear crystals with
higher conversion efficiencies [31].

With these further improvements to triplet production
rates and stability, we expect this source to be of sig-
nificant usefulness for applications requiring high-fidelity
entangled photon triplets. In contrast to previous exper-
iments creating three-photon polarization entanglement,
our implementation does not rely on post-selection, nor
does it require active stabilization, thereby greatly reduc-
ing the complexity of the setup and making it attractive
for applications requiring robust high-quality entangle-
ment.
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