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Abstract

The emergence of quantum mechanics and general relativity has trans-
formed our understanding of the natural world significantly. How-
ever, integrating these two theories presents immense challenges, and
their interplay remains untested. Recent theoretical studies suggest
that the single-photon interference covering huge space can effec-
tively probe the interface between quantum mechanics and general
relativity. We developed an alternative design using unbalanced Michel-
son interferometers to address this and validated its feasibility over
an 8.4 km free-space channel. Using a high-brightness single-photon
source based on quantum dots, we demonstrated single-photon inter-
ference along this long-distance baseline. We achieved a phase mea-
surement precision of 16.2 mrad, which satisfied the measurement
requirements for a gravitational redshift at the geosynchronous orbit
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by five times the standard deviation. Our results confirm the feasi-
bility of the single-photon version of the Colella-Overhauser-Werner
(COW) experiment for testing the quantum effects in curved spacetime.

The reconciliation of quantum mechanics and general relativity represents
a significant challenge in modern physics [1, 2]. However, the intersection
between these two theories is typically detected under extremely difficult
experimental circumstances, such as extremely tiny spatial scales (10−35 m)
[3], extremely high energy scales (1019 GeV) [4], and extremely strong gravi-
tational fields (near black holes) [5]. Due to the extreme physical environment
required for measurements, indirect tests have been performed, such as those
involving Hawking radiation and Penrose superradiation from black holes [6, 7].
Nevertheless, thanks to advances in technology and the efforts of theoretical
physicists, a series of direct tests have recently been proposed at low-energy
scales (within Earth’s gravitational field) using various carriers, including
optomechanics [3, 8, 9], cold atoms [10–12], atomic and optical clocks [13–
16], and photons [17–24]. Among these various carriers, photons, the fastest
information carriers, are weakly coupled to the environment and suitable for
large-scale quantum information experiments [25, 26]. Tests involving massless
particles, such as photons, cannot be interpreted using a Newtonian grav-
ity framework and require a general relativity description [18, 24]. Until now,
all experiments that measured the influence of gravity on quantum systems
are consistent with non-relativistic Newtonian gravity [10, 27], and all tests
of general relativity can be described within the framework of classical (non-
quantum) physics [28–30]. The direct experimental test for the evolution of the
quantum state under curved spacetime is still lacking. Consequently, the quan-
tum interference of photons serves as a probe to test the interface of quantum
mechanics and general relativity [17–21, 23, 24].

As a promising avenue for future research, a satellite platform with maneu-
vering capabilities can potentially explore the gravitational redshift of single
photons using single-photon interference [19, 26]. For example, Fig. 1(a)
illustrates the measurement of single-photon gravitational redshift using a
Mach-Zehnder interferometer (MZI). Clearly, on the two paths of the MZI, the
blue dashed parts pass through the same gravitational field [17, 18]. Mean-
while, the yellow dotted and green dash-dotted portions traverse different
gravitational fields, introducing gravitational-induced phase shifts. However,
the phase noise introduced by the ground-to-satellite channel in the two arms
of the MZI swamps the gravitational redshift phase, rendering the experi-
ment impossible. To overcome this challenge, a Franson interferometer can be
utilized in Fig.1(b), consisting of two independent unbalanced Michelson inter-
ferometers (UMIs) and a shared free-space channel, equivalent to the MZI [19].
The shared free-space channel enables the cancellation of atmospheric noise as
common-mode noise. Assuming a satellite orbiting at an altitude of h and an
unbalanced arm of the interferometer of δl, the redshift phase can be expressed
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as

φ =
2πδlg

λc2
Reh

Re + h
, (1)

where Re is the radius of the Earth, and λ is the wavelength of the single pho-
tons [19]. The expected observable phase shift in the experiment is 208 mrad,
corresponding to a single-photon wavelength of 893.2 nm, with the satellite
orbiting at an altitude of 36000 km and the UMI with an unbalanced arm
length of 50 m.

SatelliteSatellite

GroundGround GroundGround

SatelliteSatellite
(a)(a) (b)(b)

Fig. 1 (a), In the MZI, single photons coherently travel along the left blue dashed and
green dash-dotted paths or the right blue dashed and yellow dotted paths. Since the two blue
dashed paths traverse the same gravitational field and cancel each other out, the gravitational
redshift effect will introduce the wavelength difference of single photons between the green
dash-dotted and yellow dotted paths, resulting in a phase shift in single photon interference
[17, 18]. (b), To simplify the setup, two blue dashed paths are combined into one, while the
yellow dotted and green dash-dotted paths become the unbalanced arm lengths of two UMI
in a Franson interferometer [19].

Recently, Vallone et al. observed interference patterns at the single-photon
level, achieving interference visibility of up to 0.67 along the ground-to-satellite
channel [21]. In our current work, we have further concretized the scheme of
the satellite-based single-photon version of the COW experiment and have
explored its feasibility. To achieve a measurement with at least 5 times the
standard deviation (STD) precision, the measurement precision needs to be
better than 41.6 mrad. To confirm the feasibility of the experiment and the
corresponding technology, it is necessary to perform verification experiments
along the horizontal atmospheric channel. Here, we present a demonstration
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of quantum interference of single photons over an 8.4 km free-space channel,
achieving a multi-mode interference visibility of V = 0.863 ± 0.004 and a
phase measurement accuracy of δφ = 16.2 mrad, which meets the accuracy
requirement mentioned above. To create a channel representative of the future
satellite-ground channel, we chose the horizontal urban atmosphere with an
equivalent thickness equal to the vertical atmosphere [31]. We also developed a
high-brightness quantum dot single-photon source (QDSPS) with a brightness
exceeding 0.4 GHz and g(2)(0) = 0.071 ± 0.005. Our demonstration of high-
precision phase measurement and high-brightness QDSPS provides a good
foundation for future space-based experiments.

In our scheme, single photons are generated from a QDSPS and adjusted to
state 1√

2
(|H⟩+ |V ⟩) using a polarization beam splitter (PBS) and a half wave-

plate (HWP), as shown in Fig. 2(a). The single photons are then fed into the
UMI, which transforms the state to |Ψt⟩ = 1√

2
(|H⟩|S⟩+ eiφt |V ⟩|L⟩). Here, |L⟩

and |S⟩ denote the states passing through the long and short arms of the UMI,
respectively, and φt is a constant internal phase of the UMI at the transmit-
ter. We placed the UMI in a vacuum chamber to achieve high-precision phase
measurement and recorded the air pressure values using a computer, which
allowed us to isolate the effects of air pressure fluctuations on our measure-
ments. The delay time between |L⟩ and |S⟩ is δt ≈ 4 ns, corresponding to the
UMI’s arm difference of δl = cδt ≈ 1.2 m (c is the speed of light in vacuum).
The single photons were then coupled into single-mode fiber and guided to a
launch telescope.

After traveling through the free-space channel in the Shanghai metropolitan
area, the single photons were captured by the receiving system, as shown in Fig.
2(b). We used adjustable waveplates to introduce a variable phase φ between
|H⟩ and |V ⟩ state for interference visibility measuring. After passing through
the second UMI, the state changes to |Ψr⟩ = 1√

2
|L⟩|S⟩(|H⟩+ ei(φt+φ+φr)|V ⟩),

where φr is the phase induced by the UMI at the receiver. Finally, we measured
the photon under the Pauli operator σx using an HWP and a PBS, collected
photons with multi-mode fibers, with a mode field diameter of 105 µm, sup-
porting up to approximately 40000 different guided modes, and detected using
single-photon avalanche detectors (SPAD).

A high-brightness, high-purity single-photon source is crucial for mitigat-
ing the significant channel attenuation that occurs in long-distance free-space
communication channels. Compared to heralded single-photon sources, which
generate photons probabilistically through spontaneous parametric down-
conversion, solid-state single quantum emitters can produce high-quality single
photons with greater efficiency and reliability. Specifically, we employ a self-
assembled In(Ga)As quantum dot embedded in a 2.5 µm micropillar as a
near-perfect single-photon source [32–34]. In our experiment, we excite the
quantum dot with a narrow-linewidth continuous-wave laser, which drives
the quantum dot resonantly. We collect the resonance fluorescence through a
background-free confocal setup with an extinction ratio of about 107 : 1. The
count rate of single photons at 893.2 nm wavelength is more than 0.4 GHz,
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Fig. 2 Illustration of experimental setup. (a), The QDSPS and UMI generate single
photons in a time-bin qubit, which is crucial for achieving high-precision measurements. b,
The optical receiving system is mounted on a high-load pitch and yaw platform for coarse
pointing. The telescope has an aperture of 127 mm and a beam reduction ratio of 37.5. The
received 671-nm-wavelength laser is separated by a dichroic mirror (DM) and imaged by
a camera for fine tracking of the fast steering mirror. A motorized rotation stage controls
the three waveplates to achieve dynamic modulation of the interference phase. We also use
a 10-nm-wide interference filter (IF) to reduce the dark count. (c), The scheme and photo
of the UMI. All optical elements adhere to an optical substrate that measures 160 mm in
length, 80 mm in width, and 30 mm in height. To keep the UMI compact, we adopt a
round-trip optical design and append imaging systems in the long arm of the UMI. The
red arrow represents the direction of the beam propagation in a photo of the UMI, and the
interferometer is put in a vacuum chamber with a temperature controlling system. QWP,
quarter waveplate; mFPC, manual fiber polarization controller; FSM, fast steering mirror.

which reduces to about 10 kHz due to complete system attenuation. The purity
of single photons is characterized by the second-order correlation, where the
antibunching signature shows a raw g(2)(0) = 0.071 ± 0.005, indicating the
inherent property of resonance fluorescence. Further details are provided in
the Methods.

The ultra-stable field-widened UMI serves as the fundamental basis for
this experiment. To ensure the compactness and stability of the UMI’s optical
path difference, we utilized ultraviolet-curing optical adhesives to integrate all
optical elements onto an optical bench. These adhesives were chosen due to
their low shrinkage and stress, which are important factors in preserving the
stability of the UMI. Research has shown that fused silica, which has a low
thermal expansion coefficient, is the optimal material for all optical elements
used in this experiment [35].

Due to the unbalanced arm length in UMI, its interference performance is
significantly affected by atmospheric turbulence, including incident angle jitter
and wavefront distortion. This effect can cause reduced interference visibility
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and degraded phase stability. The spatial filter, such as single-mode fiber cou-
pling, is generally effective, while it entails much more significant attenuation.
An alternative solution is to incorporate an imaging system into the UMI.
This approach can address the above issues while maintaining good multi-
mode interference performance [36, 37]. The imaging system comprises two
lenses and reduces mode-dependent path length, as illustrated in Fig. 2(c).
Thus, it ensures high interference visibility and phase stability despite tem-
poral and spatial photon distortion between different arms. Since photons in
the long arm pass through the imaging system twice, any spatial mode trans-
formation becomes a nearly identical matrix that similarly affects photons in
both arms. To evaluate the efficacy of this imaging system, we introduced an
angular change of 1.6 mrad to the incident light of the UMI. Consequently,
there was a variation of 0.04 mrad and 0.06 mm in the overlap of the beam’s
direction and position, respectively, for the beam passing through the long and
short arms, which are much smaller than the spot diameter of 2 mm and the
divergence angle of 0.55 mrad.

This experiment aims to achieve highly accurate phase measurements by
carefully isolating the interference phase from various sources of noise, as
summarized in Table 1. Our investigation identifies six principal sources of
noise, namely the photon’s center wavelength, air pressure, temperature, atmo-
spheric turbulence, shot noise, and inconsistency of SPADs. Table 1 reveals
that temperature is the predominant noise source affecting long-term stabil-
ity, while shot noise and inconsistency of SPADs impact short-term stability.
Shot noise arises from the Poisson statistics of photons and can only be mit-
igated by increasing the number of received photons. The inconsistency of
SPADs primarily introduces phase noise under different channel attenuations.
Furthermore, temperature and air pressure emerge as key environmental noise
sources, as they introduce thermal shrinkage of interferometers and instabili-
ties in the optical path due to variations in air pressure [38]. To address these
challenges, we placed two unbalanced Michelson interferometers (UMIs) in
separate environments and implemented passive heat insulation and chamber
temperature control. Despite efforts to regulate temperature, imprecise control
led to long-term drift in the interference phase of the UMI. Additionally, to
mitigate phase noise caused by air pressure fluctuations, we maintained a vac-
uum environment with pressures below 0.5 Pa. We also categorized the effect of
atmospheric turbulence on phase noise into transverse and axial components,
with an integrated imaging system in UMI effectively suppressing the trans-
verse component. Simulation results indicated that axial turbulence does not
significantly contribute to the overall noise. Furthermore, our findings high-
light that the drift in the photon’s center wavelength is not the primary source
of noise. These insights shed light on the intricate interplay between noise
factors and enable improved strategies for achieving high precision in interfer-
ometric phase measurements. Further details on the experimental analysis are
provided in the Methods.
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Table 1 Total noise analysis.

Noise source Corresponding phase noise

Photon’s center wavelength 0.002 mrad/day
Air pressure (transmitter) 0.08 mrad
Air pressure (receiver) 0.1 mrad

Temperature 0.137 mrad/s/K
Atmospheric turbulence (transverse) 0.3 mrad

Atmospheric turbulence (axial) 0.001 mrad
Shot noise 4.3 mrad

Inconsistency of SPADs 15.6 mrad

We measured the multi-mode interference visibility of single-photon inter-
ference in an 8.4-km horizontal atmosphere channel located in Shanghai. Here,
we use C1−C2

C1+C2
to measure interference visibility, where C1 and C2 represent

the single-photon counts of two SPADs. By adjusting φ, C1 can be optimized
to reach its maximum value, at which point C1−C2

C1+C2
becomes the interference

visibility V. In Fig. 3(a), three wave plates in the receiving system introduce
dynamic phase φ for multi-mode interference. The measured multi-mode inter-
ference visibility V = 0.863± 0.004, indicates the effectiveness of the imaging
system against atmospheric turbulence. By directly measuring the phase at a
frequency of 0.1 Hz under fixed phase φ, we achieved a phase measurement
precision of 35.8 mrad in Fig. 3(b). However, a long-term linear phase drift
was observed and found to be 0.117 ± 0.006 mrad/s, which is shown as a
blue dashed line. Our previous noise analysis revealed that the temperature
drift of the UMI causes long-term phase drift, calculated as 0.137 mrad/s/K.
To maintain temperature stability, the air conditioner was set to a constant
nighttime temperature during the experiments. Without the long-term phase
drift, the short-term stability of phase measurement precision 16.2 mrad is
shown as a gray area. Through noise analysis, we identified the inconsistency of
SPADs and shot noise as the primary sources of noise. The shot-noise-induced
phase noise was calculated to be 4.3 mrad. The inconsistency of SPADs would
inevitably introduce phase noise under various free-space channel attenuation,
estimated as 15.6 mrad. More details are provided in the Methods.

For the satellite-based experiment, it is crucial to mitigate all noise sources
effectively. One type of noise, the long-term phase drift caused by temperature
stability, can be mitigated through several approaches, such as more sophisti-
cated active temperature control and passive thermal insulation using multiple
layers [39]. Additionally, employing ultra-low-expansion (ULE) glass as the
optical bench for the UMI, which has a coefficient of thermal expansion two
orders of magnitude lower than that of the fused silica at the specific temper-
ature, can further mitigate the impact of temperature drift on phase stability.
Secondly, the inconsistency of SPADs and shot noise affects short-term stabil-
ity. To mitigate this issue, we will adopt a time-division phase measurement
approach with a single SPAD. Notably, for the satellite-based experiment, sev-
eral issues warrant consideration, such as Doppler noise caused by satellite
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Fig. 3 Experimental results. The sampling rate is set as 0.1 Hz for accumulating enough
counts to weaken shot noise. a, Experimental measurement of multi-mode interference visi-
bility along free-space channel by scanning phase φ with 2 cycles. The scatter spots indicate
the measured value, whose bars denote shot noise. The dashed line indicates the sine fitting
curve, which shows the interference visibility V = 0.863± 0.004. b, Experimental measure-
ment of phase measurement precision along free-space channel with fixed phase φ. The red
scatter spots indicate the measured value, whose bars denote shot noise. The blue dashed
line indicates the linear fitting result, which shows the long-term stability of phase mea-
surement with slope 0.117 ± 0.006 mrad/s. The shaded area shows the the STD of phase
measurement without slope as short-term stability.

motion and so on. Furthermore, calibration for φr and φt are imperative for
both UMIs located on the satellite and at the ground station. More details are
provided in the Methods.

Generally, we developed high-brightness high-purity QDSPS and high-
precision single-photon phase measurement technology for future satellite-
based experiments. Therefore, we believe that our current work combined
with the pioneering work of Vallone et al. [21] have collectively demonstrated
the feasibility of employing single-photon interference to measure gravita-
tional redshift, thereby testing the interface of general relativity and quantum
mechanics. Moreover, our results identify the primary noise sources to facil-
itate the future use of corresponding methods to reduce noise and improve
measurement precision.
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[12] Zych, M., Brukner, Č.: Quantum formulation of the einstein equivalence
principle. Nature Physics 14(10), 1027–1031 (2018)

[13] Hohensee, M.A., Chu, S., Peters, A., Müller, H.: Equivalence principle and
gravitational redshift. Physical Review Letters 106(15), 151102 (2011)

[14] Delva, P., Puchades, N., Schönemann, E., Dilssner, F., Courde, C.,
Bertone, S., Gonzalez, F., Hees, A., Le Poncin-Lafitte, C., Meynadier, F.,
et al.: Gravitational redshift test using eccentric galileo satellites. Physical
Review Letters 121(23), 231101 (2018)

[15] Takamoto, M., Ushijima, I., Ohmae, N., Yahagi, T., Kokado, K., Shinkai,
H., Katori, H.: Test of general relativity by a pair of transportable optical
lattice clocks. Nature Photonics 14(7), 411–415 (2020)

[16] Bothwell, T., Kennedy, C.J., Aeppli, A., Kedar, D., Robinson, J.M.,
Oelker, E., Staron, A., Ye, J.: Resolving the gravitational redshift across
a millimetre-scale atomic sample. Nature 602(7897), 420–424 (2022)

[17] Zych, M., Costa, F., Pikovski, I., Brukner, Č.: Quantum interferomet-
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https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.150501


12
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Methods

Quantum Dot Single-Photon Source. This experiment uses a continuous-
wave laser as the pump source and measures g(2)(0) with a superconducting
nanowire single-photon detector due to its low time jitter. With a fiber beam
splitter (BS), we can measure the second-order correlation of the single-photon
source to evaluate its performance. Results show that g(2)(0) = 0.071± 0.005
in Fig. 4.

Fig. 4 Second-order correlation measurement. The red points and lines represent the
experimental and fitting data. By sweeping the delay time, we can measure the second-order
correlation with the aid of superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors. The counts in
the measurement are normalized.

Experimental noise analysis. Vallone et al. observed interference pat-
terns of two temporal modes reflected by a swiftly moving satellite at the
single-photon level, achieving interference visibility of up to 0.67 over channel
lengths of up to 5000 km [21]. Their pioneering work, utilizing a single interfer-
ometer with unbalanced arm length of 1 m and a satellite-to-ground channel,
validated the feasibility of the ground-to-satellite Franson-type interferometer.
In our current work, we have further concretized the scheme of the satellite-
based single-photon version of the COW experiment and have explored its
feasibility. By employing a true single-photon source based on the quantum dot
and utilizing two independent interferometers with unbalanced arm length of
1.2 m to simulate the satellite-based experiment, we achieved an interference
visibility of 0.863 and a phase measurement accuracy of 16.2 mrad along an 8.4
km horizontal atmospheric channel. Additionally, we conducted a comprehen-
sive noise analysis on phase measurements, further showcasing the potential
of the satellite-based experiment.

Due to the inconsistency of two interferometers, photons’ center wavelength
drift will induce phase uncertainty in measurement. For λ-wavelength photons
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with ∆λ-center-wavelength drift will introduce phase noise as

∆φcen =
2πδl∆λ

λ2
. (2)

The arm difference of two unbalanced Michelson interferometers (UMIs) is
estimated as 8.25 µm, and the variance of quantum dot single-photon source’s
(QDSPS) center frequency is 10 MHz/day approximately, so there will be 0.002
mrad phase noise in the measurement. This is not the primary source of noise
in the experimental setup.

Meanwhile, the air pressure variance will induce variance of the index of
refraction, and therefore introduce phase noise. So we put UMIs in vacuum
chambers, and photons will pass in and out of the chamber through sealed
optical windows. For unbalanced arm 1.2 m in our setup, we have measured
the equivalent phase standard deviation (STD) induced by air pressure, which
is 0.1 mrad and 0.08 mrad in the transmitter and receiver with the aid of
vacuum meters, respectively [38].

The thermal expansion of fused silica can also introduce phase noise, as
heat transfer is known to occur through conduction, convection, and radia-
tion. However, by utilizing vacuum technology, the influence of convective heat
transfer can be reduced. We mounted interferometers on three hollow thin
polyacrylamide-made pillars and applied high-reflectance silver film around
UMI to passively slow down the speed of heat conduction and radiation, respec-
tively. Theoretically, we calculated temperature-induced phase drift speed
as

φ̇temp = [
2πkαA1δl

Cmhλ
+

2πC0A2
2
ϵ1

− 1
(
T

100
)4
4∆T

T

αδl

Cmλ
]∆T, (3)

where k, A1, and h denote the pillars’ thermal conductivity, cross-sectional
area, and length. α, C, and m denote the UMI’s coefficients of thermal
expansion, specific heat capacity, and mass. T and ∆T denote environmen-
tal temperature and the difference between the environment and UMI. A2

and ϵ1 denote the surface area of UMIs and their emissivity. C0 is a con-
stant in Kirhoff’s radiation law. With the aid of air conditioning, we were able
to maintain temperature control within a range of ±1 K inside our exper-
imental setup. Within the confines of our configuration, it was possible to
evaluate temperature-induced phase drift as φ̇temp = 0.137 ×∆T mrad/s/K.
This suggests that even a difference of 1 K between the surroundings and
interferometers can cause a drift in phase of approximately 0.137 mrad/s. We
observed a similar phenomenon in our experiment, with a measured value of
0.117± 0.006 mrad/s closely matching our expected outcome. Given our abil-
ity to regulate temperature, we identified temperature-induced phase drift as
the primary source of long-term drift in the interference phase.

The noise generated from atmospheric turbulence can be divided into trans-
verse and axial. The former causes wavefront distortion and fluctuations of
the angle of incidence (AOI), while the latter results in a variation in the
arrival time of photons, which is also known as atmospheric phase noise. The
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Table 2 Noise comparison in the single-SPAD setup.

Average photon counts Measuring noise Shot noise

1.1× 104 9.1 mrad 9.5 mrad
3.6× 104 5.2 mrad 5.2 mrad
1.1× 105 2.8 mrad 3.0 mrad
3.6× 105 1.3 mrad 1.7 mrad
1.1× 106 0.8 mrad 1.0 mrad

phase noise resulting from AOI fluctuation can typically be corrected using
UMI’s imaging systems. After closed-loop tracking by the fast steering mir-
ror, the STD of AOI amounts to 62 µrad. There would be a 0.3 mrad phase
noise in the experiment, which is approximately 183 times smaller than that
without the imaging system in UMI. Another approach to mitigating phase
noise from transverse turbulence is through single-mode fiber coupling. The
results indicate that the phase stability is almost equivalent to the previous
one, which suggests that the imaging system is highly effective at eliminating
noise. Regarding axial turbulence, it usually causes variations in the arrival
time of photons due to frozen turbulence with a constant wind speed, v, per-
pendicular to the beam direction. The theoretical description of atmospheric
phase noise is commonly based on the Kolmogorov spectrum

Sφ(f) = 0.016k2LC2
nv

5/3f−8/3, (4)

where C2
n is the turbulence structure constant, k is the wave number, and L

is atmospheric channel length. We measured Fried constant as 53 mm with
a 671-nm beacon laser, so C2

n can be calculated as 4.5 × 10−16 m−2/3. In our
experimental setup, the time delay of UMI amounts to 4 ns, which indicates
that we only need to consider phase noise at 0.25 GHz. Assuming a wind speed
of 5 m/s, the Kolmogorov spectrum can be calculated as 1.7× 10−21 rad2/Hz,
resulting in phase noise as 1 µrad. Based on the theoretical calculation and
simulations conducted, it can be concluded that atmospheric phase noise is
not the primary source of noise in our experiment.

The statistics of photons will give rise to shot noise, which is attributed to
the random absorption events of photons by a single-photon avalanche detector
(SPAD). In the experiment, we can only accumulate sufficient events to reduce
shot noise for a single measurement. Suppose C1 and C2 denote the counts
obtained from two detectors, the shot noise is given by the square root of C1

and C2, respectively. Therefore, the shot noise can be written as

∆φsn = 2

√
C2

1C2 + C1C2
2

V(C1 + C2)2
√

1− (C1−C2)2

V2(C1+C2)2

. (5)

The inconsistency of SPADs can significantly impact the precision of our
phase measurement. To achieve high-precision phase measurement, we must
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Table 3 Noise comparison in the dual-SPAD setup.

Average photon counts Measuring noise Shot noise

1.1× 104 9.6 mrad 9.8 mrad
3.1× 104 5.6 mrad 5.6 mrad
1.1× 105 3.0 mrad 3.1 mrad
3.2× 105 1.9 mrad 1.8 mrad
1.1× 106 1.2 mrad 1.0 mrad

ensure a high-precision ratio of photon count. In a dual-SPAD setup, we use
an attenuated laser as the photon source and simulate varying channel atten-
uation in the lab using a variable neutral density filter driven by a motorized
rotation stage, which is similar to the outfield experimental setup. In con-
trast, in a single-SPAD setup, we use an attenuated pulsed laser as the photon
source, with a pulse width and repetition rate of 3 ps and 75.9 MHz, respec-
tively. The attenuation simulation is identical to that used in the dual-SPAD
setup. After splitting the photons with fiber BSs, we detect trigger photons for
synchronization and split the remaining ones into two fibers with a BS. Using
a single-mode fiber, we introduce a 3.1 ns time delay before combining the
signals and distinguishing them in the time domain with a time-to-digital con-
verter. At a fixed attenuation, the measurement noise is predominantly due to
shot noise in both setups, regardless of the average photon count, as shown in
Table 2 and Table 3. In the single-SPAD setup, inconsistency between differ-
ent SPADs can be canceled compared to those in the dual-SPAD setup when
calculating the interference phase using the photon count ratio in adjacent
time windows. At a fixed attenuation, the measurement noise is predominantly
due to shot noise in both setups, regardless of the average photon count, as
shown in Table 2 and Table 3. Thus, system noise is not the primary source of
noise. It is worth noting that any phase noise introduced by the inconsistency
of SPADs would be small compared to shot noise, indicating that it is not the
primary source of noise. To simulate atmospheric effects, we introduce varying
attenuation with an amplitude of approximately 7 dB and a period of 38 sec-
onds in both the single-SPAD and dual-SPAD setups. The results are shown
in FIG. 5, in which the blue dashed line and the red solid line represent total
counts and equivalent phase, respectively. In the single-SPAD setup, as the
counts change, there is no corresponding variation in the phase in Fig. 5(a).
A phase drift of 9.2 µrad/s is observed, possibly due to the stability of the
fiber BS. The STD of the phase is 1.6 mrad in the single-SPAD setup, and
shot noise is measured as 0.8 mrad. However, the results indicate a significant
correlation between the variation in the measuring phase and the total pho-
ton count in the dual-SPAD setup, as shown in Fig. 5(b). The STD of the
measuring phase is 11.4 mrad, with a shot noise of 0.9 mrad. We evaluate the
variation of channel attenuation by the ratio of the STD to the mean of the
counting rate. In this test, this value is measured as 0.52. However, in a realis-
tic atmospheric environment, this value is 0.71, resulting in an amplification of
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the corresponding noise to 15.6 mrad. Thus, inconsistencies between different
SPADs could result in a phase noise of 15.6 mrad for the experiment.

Fig. 5 Noise test for inconsistency of SPADs. a, Correlation between the measuring
phase and total photon counts in the single-SPAD setup. b, Correlation between the mea-
suring phase and total photon counts in the dual-SPAD setup. The sampling rate is 0.1 Hz.

In our comprehensive analysis, we systematically investigate and classify
the various sources of phase noise into two distinct categories: those that stem
from the unbalanced arm of the UMI, including center wavelength stability,
air pressure stability, temperature stability, and atmospheric phase noise; and
those unrelated to the unbalanced arm, such as AOI jitter, shot noise, and
SPADs’ inconsistency. By extending the unbalanced arm to a length of 50 m,
it becomes feasible to suppress the phase noise associated with the unbalanced
arm to an approximate level of 1 mrad. This can be achieved by implementing
techniques such as enhanced vacuum conditions and replacing the interferome-
ter substrate with ultra-low-expansion (ULE) glass, among other methods. The
noise not arising from the unbalanced arm primarily originates from SPADs’
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Table 4 Efficiency analysis for the satellite-based experiment.

Item efficiency (dB)

UMI (satellite) 1
Telescope (satellite) 2

Atmospheric transmittance 0.5
Geometric efficiency 59

Telescope (ground station) 2
Multi-mode coupling 1
UMI (ground station) 1

SNSPD 1
Total 67.5

inconsistency, contributing to an estimated 15.6 mrad. Remarkably, consider-
ing a gravitational redshift of 208 mrad, our measurement demonstrates the
potential for achieving a precision five times greater than the STD.

Analysis for the satellite-based experiment. In the satellite-based
experiment, various challenges remain, including orbital stability, tidal move-
ments, and channel efficiency. This section delves into an analysis of these
issues.

The UMI in the ground station coherently splits single photons with a
delay of δl/c. Consequently, due to this time delay, two superpositions of single
photons experience different velocities relative to the ground station upon
entering the satellite. If we assume a radial velocity vr for the satellite, its
motion within a given time delay introduces an additional phase, given by

φdop =
2πδl

cλ
vr, (6)

which has been demonstrated by Vallone et al. [21]. We can achieve a radial
velocity measurement accuracy of 1 mm/s through precise orbit determination
techniques, corresponding to an introduced Doppler phase noise of 1.2 mrad.
In the satellite-based experiment, real-time phase adjustment with waveplates
can eliminate this noise component.

Regarding tidal movements, preliminary estimates indicate that contri-
butions from the lunar and solar tidal potentials, may be on the order of
several 10−17 [40], significantly smaller than gravitational redshift effects.
Consequently, this factor is not considered in the current experiment.

Moreover, channel efficiency for the satellite-based experiment has been
evaluated and is detailed in Table 4. Assuming a satellite telescope aperture
of 1.2 m at an orbital altitude of 35786 km and a beam divergence angle
of 30 µrad on the ground station (considering beam wandering from atmo-
spheric turbulence), the geometric efficiency is estimated at 59 dB. We plan
to use superconducting nanowire single-photon detectors (SNSPDs) instead of
SPADs to boost system efficiency. After our actual assessment, the total effi-
ciency of the system is estimated at 67.5 dB. Therefore, a shot noise of 4.3 mrad
requires an acquisition time of approximately 0.28 hours. In our experiment,



20

such a shot noise requires an acquisition time of 10 seconds. We collected pho-
ton counts for a total of 0.26 hours in the experiment, which is consistent with
the acquisition time of the satellite-based experiment. If we further suppress
the calibrated noise source in the experiment, it is evident that our results
underscore the feasibility and promise of the satellite-based experiment.

Interferometer calibration. The ability to calibrate the phase stability
of a single interferometer is one of the crucial aspects of the satellite-
based experiment, thereby enabling precise measurements of the gravitational
redshift effect on single photons.

For the UMI on the ground station, we primarily employ two methods for
calibrating unbalanced arm length. The first involves using homodyne inter-
ference with the ultrastable laser locked to an optical atomic clock [16, 41] in
a UMI to calibrate the phase stability. Assuming the wavelength of the ultra-
stable laser is 900 nm, typically with a linewidth below 1 kHz, this implies that
its coherence length can reach 300 km, which far exceeds the 50 m unbalanced
arm length of the interferometer, allowing it to form interference patterns.
Moreover, if the ultrastable laser’s central frequency stability is better than 1
kHz, then the phase noise introduced by frequency noise would be less than 1
mrad, meeting the requirements for calibration precision. While this method
offers high precision, its unambiguity range is limited to half a wavelength
level due to the constraints of homodyne interference. Secondly, we employ
dual-comb ranging to extend the unambiguity range. This method involves
using two optical frequency combs (OFC) with a slight difference in repetition
rates. By directing the pulses from the probe OFC into the interferometer to
obtain two trains of femtosecond pulses through the long and short arms, probe
pulses then will beat with the pulses from the local OFC. With each sequen-
tial pair of probe and local pulses, the relative pulse timing shifts slightly,
the cross-correlation is formed in the interference signal. For sufficiently stable
femtosecond lasers, this cross-correlation contains precise information about
the timing between the pulses through the long arm and short arm; the pulse
envelopes provide a time-of-flight range measurement, while the carrier phase
under the pulse provides an interferometric range measurement. There has
been remarkable progress on dual-comb ranging that can improve the preci-
sion of displacement measurement to several nanometers [42–44]. For example,
Coddington et al. demonstrated an absolute distance measurement with pre-
cision below 3 nm at an acquisition time of 0.5 s using such method [42], and
Lee et al. achieved a precision of 1.1 nm at 1 s [43], which met the requirement
for the satellite-based experiment. By combining the above two methods, we
can effectively calibrate the phase stability of the interferometer.

For the UMI on the satellite, when conditions permit, we can consider
employing the same calibration method as above. Considering the limited
resources available on a satellite, we can conduct the proposed experiment
on an elliptical orbit, such as with a perigee of 10000 km and an apogee
of 20000 km. In this scenario, the gravitational redshift-induced phase dif-
ference between the two orbital points would be 36.2 mrad. Considering the
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Fig. 6 CTE test of the ULE glass. a, The interference phase varies with temperature
in a quadratic polynomial form. The gray area indicates the optimal temperature range
for ULE glass. b, Corresponding to the optimal temperature range, the CTE of ULE glass
changes linearly with temperature. The scatter blue spots indicate the measured value, and
the dashed red line indicates the fitting value.

orbit above, where the satellite takes approximately 5 hours to move from the
perigee to the apogee, we must ensure the phase of the UMI remains constant.
In our experiment, we have identified that the long-term phase stability of
the interferometer predominantly relies on the UMI’s temperature. The ther-
mal expansion coefficient (CTE) of ULE glass varies linearly with temperature
and reaches zero at a specific temperature, leading to the phase changing with
temperature in a quadratic polynomial form. To verify the performance of
ULE glass, we completed a Michelson interferometer with an unbalanced arm
length of 0.8 m on the ULE glass and used a 1550-nm ultrastable laser as
the light source to eliminate phase noise caused by fluctuation of the central



22

wavelength. By placing the interferometer in a vacuum chamber and heating
it from 23 ◦C, we plotted the curve of phase variation with temperature in
Fig. 6(a). The obtained coefficient of determination R2 is 0.99, indicating the
consistency between the experimental results and expectations. The gray area
represents the optimal operating range for ULE glass, and we obtained the
the curve of CTE variation with temperature, as shown in Fig. 6(b). Consid-
ering the current technology, achieving a temperature control accuracy of 0.2
◦C for the payload is feasible. The results indicate that the CTE of ULE glass
reached up to 1.4 ppb/K within 23.87±0.2 ◦C. Considering the CTE of fused
silica is approximately 550 ppb/K, the ULE glass can effectively suppress the
phase stability variation approximately 393 times under the same tempera-
ture control conditions, which meets the requirements for the satellite-based
experiment. Therefore, we can enforce precise thermal management for the
interferometer, employ ULE glass with reduced thermal expansion coefficient
as the substrate of the UMI, and continuously monitor the interferometer’s
temperature in real-time to calibrate the phase indirectly. Therefore, the phase
precision of 16.2 mrad has already met the requirements for measuring grav-
itational redshift, which is demonstrated in our experiment. We can adopt
a time-division phase measurement approach with a single SPAD to further
enhance the precision of phase measurements. Through the methods above,
we can achieve calibration of the phases φr and φt in the satellite-based
experiment.
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