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Quantum frequency conversion (QFC) which converts the frequencies of photons while preserv-
ing the quantum state is an essential technology for realizing the quantum internet and quantum
interconnect. For the QFC based on the frequency downconversion from visible to the telecom
wavelengths around 1.5 µm, it is widely known that noise photons produced by the strong pump
light used for QFC contaminate the frequency-converted photon, which degrades the quality of the
quantum property of the photon after QFC. In conventional QFC experiments, noise photons are
removed using external narrowband frequency filter systems. In contrast, in this study, we imple-
ment a compact QFC device integrating the cavity structure only for the converted mode. While
the cavity structure can enhance not only the desired QFC efficiency but also the noise photon gen-
eration rate, we show that the cavity-enhanced QFC followed by a relatively wide bandpass filter
achieves the signal-to-noise ratio comparable to the QFCs with external narrowband filters. We
experimentally demonstrate the cavity-enhanced QFC using a single photon at 780 nm to 1540 nm,
in which the non-classical photon statistics is clearly observed after QFC.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the development of quantum comput-
ers has been remarkably advancing across various quan-
tum matter systems [1, 2]. Consequently, quantum net-
works connecting these quantum matter systems are ac-
tively explored [3–5]. While each medium has its own
affinity for specific wavelengths of photons, long-distance
communication via optical fibers only allows for photons
at the telecom bands with low attenuations of 0.2 dB/km
around 1550 nm and 0.3 dB/km around 1310 nm. The
frequency mismatch necessitates a quantum frequency
conversion (QFC) [6] which converts the frequencies of
the photons to the telecom wavelengths while preserving
its quantum state [7]. So far, numerous QFC experiments
converting to the telecom wavelengths have been con-
ducted on photons emitted from various quantum matter
systems, such as neutral atoms [8–14], ions [15, 16], NV
centers [17], SiV centers [18, 19], and so on.
An important challenge common to all the QFCs is

reducing background noise photons derived from the Ra-
man scattering and/or spontaneous parametric down-
conversion (SPDC) produced by the high-power pump
light used for QFC [20–23]. In conventional QFCs us-
ing continuous-wave (cw) pump lights, the noise photons
are generated over a broad temporal and spectral range.
Therefore, it is important to properly filter in both time
and frequency domains, especially in QFCs that convert
narrow linewidth photons emitted from quantum mat-
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ters, where narrowband frequency filtering becomes crit-
ical. For this, a frequency filtering system composed of a
narrowband etalon followed by a relatively wider band-
pass filter (BPF) shown in Fig. 1 (a) has been developed
in recent QFC experiments [8, 9, 11, 14, 16, 24, 25]. The
narrowband etalon filter requires additional optical com-
ponents for mode matching and the frequency stabiliza-
tion mechanism, which will complicate the overall QFC
system and introduce additional losses.

In this paper, we demonstrate QFC based on a period-
ically poled lithium niobate waveguide resonator (PPLN-
WR), which integrates the etalon filter into the QFC as
shown in Fig. 1 (b). The PPLN-WR confines only the
converted photon generated by QFC into the cavity but
does not confine the signal photon and pump light. This
configuration avoids the severe mode matching of light
to the cavity and does not induce temperature instabil-
ity in the PPLN-WR [26]. While the cavity structure of
the PPLN-WR can enhance not only the desired QFC
process but also unwanted noise photon generation, we
theoretically show that by a resonator with a practically
feasible finesse, a higher SNR is achieved compared with
conventional QFCs considering the use of the BPF af-
ter QFC with its bandwidth corresponding to the FSR
of the resonator. We experimentally demonstrate the
cavity-enhanced QFC of the single photon from 780 nm
to 1540 nm using a pump light at 1581 nm. The non-
classical photon statistics is clearly shown after QFC. To-
gether with the observed spectral properties and pump
power dependency of the noise photons, we see the cavity-
enhanced QFC works well as theoretically predicted.
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FIG. 1. (a) Conventional QFC system and (b) our QFC sys-
tem
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FIG. 2. Theoretical model of (a) the frequency conversion in
the cavity and (b) the generation of AS photons.

II. BASIC CONCEPT FOR THE SNR
IMPROVEMENT USING CAVITY-ENHANCED

QFC

We first review the theory of difference frequency gen-
eration (DFG) with a cavity structure for the converted
mode [26]. We assume the signal photon is in a single fre-
quency mode at angular frequency ωs, and it is frequency-
converted through DFG using a sufficiently strong pump
light at angular frequency ωp. The converted frequency
is ωr = ωs−ωp. In the model, around the cavity resonant
mode at ωcav is coupled to two external modes as shown
in Fig. 2 (a). One of the external modes is the signal
mode at ωs of DFG. The coupling constant ξ is propor-
tional to the complex amplitude of the pump light. The
other external mode is the converted mode at ωr outside
the cavity. The coupling constant

√
γr is related to the

reflectance of the end mirror of the cavity. The complex
amplitudes of unconverted and conversion efficiencies are
written as

tss =
1
2 (1− C̃)− i∆̃c

1
2 (1 + C̃)− i∆̃c

, (1)

rrs =
√
γ̃r

e−iϕ
√
C̃

1
2 (1 + C̃)− i∆̃c

, (2)

(a)
signal

AS

(b)

FIG. 3. The spectrum of signal and AS photons (a) without
and (b) with a cavity. The total amounts of AS photons
within the range of FSR are the same when the pump powers
used for both cases are equal.

where ϕ is the phase of pump light, γ̃r = γr/γall, C̃ =

|ξ|2/γall and ∆̃c = (ωr −ωcav)/γall. γall = γr + γint is the
total loss determined by γr and internal loss of the cavity
γint. C̃ is proportional to the pump power P , and can be
described by C̃ = α̃P using a proportional coefficient α̃.
The maximum conversion efficiency is achieved at P =
α̃−1. The value of α̃ is related to the cavity enhancement
factor, which we will discuss later.

In the QFC experiments, it is known that the strong
pump light is used not only for DFG of the signal photon
but also for other unwanted nonlinear optical processes in
which single-photon-level noise photons are produced. In
the QFCs where the converted frequency and the pump
frequency are close to each other with the condition of
ωs/2 > ωp, the anti-Stokes (AS) photons produced by
the pump light contaminate the converted photon as the
noise source [20]. The AS photons have higher frequen-
cies than the pump light because they receive the ener-
gies from phonons in the material. We treat the process
as the sum frequency generation (SFG) of the phonons
to frequencies around the converted mode by the pump
light. Due to the cavity structure for the converted mode,
the AS photons are inside the cavity modes, whereas
the phonons are not confined to the cavity. We thus
regard the AS photon generation process as the SFG pro-
cess in the cavity resonant to the converted mode, which
is described in Fig. 2 (b). Fig. 3 shows the schematic
drawing of the spectra of AS photons with and with-
out cavity structure. While the AS photons are gathered
into the resonant peaks with the cavity enhancement,
the generated AS photons inside the cavity become half
the amount of AS photons without cavity at the pump
power equal to each other when the bandwidth ∆BPF of
the photon detection is equal to the FSR of the cavity.
The detailed calculation is described in Appendix D.

Based on the above treatment of the noise photons,
we compare the SNR of our cavity-enhanced QFC with
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FIG. 4. Normalized SNR v.s. conversion efficiency. The
normalization is based on taking the value of SNRnocav at
ηnocav = 1 by using B/αnoise = π2/4 ∼ 2.5. Blue: conven-
tional QFC. Red: cavity-enhanced QFC with Fcold = 8/π ∼
2.5 and 25.

that of the conventional QFC without cavities for the
detection bandwidth satisfying δFWHM ≪ ∆BPF ≤ δFSR,
where δFWHM and δFSR are the full width at the half
maximum (FWHM) and FSR of the cavity. We assume
that the linewidth of the signal photon is sufficiently nar-
rower than δFWHM, such that the conversion efficiency
is described by ηcav = |rrs|2 = 4γ̃rα̃P (1 + α̃P )−2 using

Eq. (2) with ∆̃c = 0. For the noise photons, using the
extraction efficiency from the cavity of γ̃r, we describe
the amount of noise photons by Nnoise,cav = γ̃rαnoiseP/2,
where αnoise is the proportionality constant of the AS
photons without the cavity (see Appendix D). As a re-
sult, the SNR of the cavity-enhanced QFC is described
by

SNRcav =
ηcav

Nnoise,cav
=

8α̃

αnoise(1 + α̃P )2
. (3)

For the conventional QFC without a cavity structure, the
conversion efficiency is described by ηnocav = sin2(

√
BP )

using a constant B. The amount of the AS photons is
described by Nnoise,nocav = αnoiseP∆BPF/δFSR. Thus,
the SNR is given by

SNRnocav =
ηnocav

Nnoise,nocav
=

Bsinc2(
√
BP )

αnoise∆BPF/δFSR
. (4)

The SNR of the conventional QFC is improved by us-
ing a narrower BPF, whereas SNRcav is independent of
∆BPF(≫ δFWHM) because most of the AS photons are
inside within the range of δFWHM. We consider the case
of ∆BPF = δFSR in the following discussion.
The conversion efficiency of the QFC with the cavity is

enhanced by the factor of Fcold/π for the converted mode
inside the cavity in the low pump power regime [27, 28],
where Fcold is the finesse of the cavity without QFC.
From ηcav = 4γ̃rα̃P +O(P 2) and ηnocav = BP +O(P 2)
for P ≪ 1, we obtain α̃ = FcoldB/4π. Together with

ηcav, ηnocav, Eqs. (3) and (4), the dependencies of the
SNRs on conversion efficiencies are calculated for the
QFCs with and without cavity structure. The results
with the use of ∆BPF = δFSR are shown in Fig. 4, in which
the SNRs are normalized by SNRnocav at

√
BP = π/2

by using B/αnoise = π2/4. To obtain higher SNRs for
any conversion efficiency using the cavity enhancement,
Fcold ≥ 8/π ∼ 2.5 is required. For Fcold = 25, the SNR
improves by one order of magnitude.

III. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental setup

The experimental setup for the cavity-enhanced QFC
from 780 nm to 1540 nm is shown in Fig. 5 (a). The
details of the preparation setups for the 780 nm her-
alded single photon and 1581 nm pump light for the
QFC are shown in Fig. 5 (b). We used two continuous
wave (cw) lights at 1560 nm and 1540 nm emitted from
two external cavity laser diodes (ECLDs) after amplifi-
cation by erbium-doped fiber amplifiers (EDFAs). The
1560 nm laser was frequency doubled by second harmonic
generation (SHG). The SHG light at 780 nm and the
1540 nm light produced the 517 nm light by sum fre-
quency generation (SFG), which was used as a pump
light to generate a photon pair at 780 nm and 1540 nm
through the SPDC process. The 1540 nm photon was
detected using a superconducting nanostrip single pho-
ton detector (SNSPD) after BPF1 with the bandwidth of
0.03 nm, and then the 780 nm photon used for QFC was
heralded. The heralded photon passed through BPF2
with the bandwidth of 0.4 nm and then was coupled to
a polarization-maintaining fiber (PMF). On the other
hand, the 1581 nm pump light for QFC was prepared
by DFG using the SHG light at 780 nm and 1540 nm
light. After the amplification at the maximum power
of around 250mW, the 1581 nm light passed through a
volume holographic grating (VHG) with the bandwidth
of 1 nm twice to remove noise photons such as ampli-
fied spontaneous emission (ASE) photons. For all of the
above nonlinear optical processes of SHG, SFG, DFG,
and SPDC, we used conventional PPLN waveguides with-
out cavity structure.

For the QFC in Fig. 5 (a), the heralded single photon at
780 nm and the pump light at 1581 nm were combined at
a dichroic mirror (DM1), and then they were coupled to
the PPLN-WR. The PPLN-WR in the experiment sat-
isfies the type-0 quasi-phase-matching condition. Both
end faces of the waveguide are flat polished, and coated
by dielectric multilayers. The length of the waveguide
is Lex = 13.26mm which corresponds to the FSR of
δFSR = 5.2GHz for 1540 nm (see Appendix A). The
reflectances of the front and rear faces for 1540 nm are
asymmetrically designed to extract the converted photon
from the rear side efficiently. We show the reflectances
of the end faces in Appendix B including those for the
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FIG. 5. Experimental setup (a) for the QFC experiment and (b) for the preparation of 780 nm heralded single photon source
and 1581 nm pump light source. HWP: half-wave plate, PBS: polarizing beamsplitter, DMs: dichroic mirrors, SPF: short
pass filter, BPFs: bandpass filters, SNSPDs: superconducting nanostrip single-photon detectors, ECLDs: external cavity
laser diodes, EDFAs: erbium-doped fiber amplifiers, FBS: fiber beamsplitter, QWP: quarter-wave plate, and VHG: volume
holographic grating. (c) Observed two spectra of transmitted light and converted light for the pump power of (c1) 33.3 mW,
(c2) 94.0 mW, and (c3) 148 mW.

signal photon and the pump light.

After the QFC, the pump light and signal photon were
separated from the converted photon by a short-pass fil-
ter (SPF) and DM2, respectively. The 1540 nm photon
was coupled to a PMF, and frequency filtered by BPF3
with the bandwidth of 0.03 nm corresponding to 73% of
the FSR. Finally, it was detected by SNSPD. All SNSPDs
used in the experiment were developed by Hamamatsu
Photonics and NICT. The quantum efficiencies of the
SNSPDs used in the experiment are ∼ 0.8. Including the
detection efficiency, the transmittance of the optical cir-
cuit for the converted photon was about Tcirc = 0.08. We
collected the coincidence events using a time-to-digital
converter with electrical signals coming from SNSPDs.

B. Evaluation of the cavity enhancement effect

As a preliminary experiment, we evaluated the effect
of the cavity enhancement on the DFG from 780 nm
to 1540 nm in the PPLN-WR using the laser light at
780 nm. We measured the transmission spectra at 780 nm
and 1540 nm after DFG for several pump powers. An
example of the spectra for a pump power is shown in
Figs. 5 (c). As expected from Eqs. (1) and (2), we

(a) (b)

T(
P)

, R
(P

)

FIG. 6. (a) Pump power dependencies of observed band-
widths of transmitted (red) and converted (blue) light. (b)
Pump power dependencies of T (P ) = |tss|2 (red) and R(P ) =

|rrs|2 (blue) for ∆̃ = 0. The blue dashed curve was ob-
tained from Eq. (2) using (α̃ex)−1 ∼ 144mW estimated from
Fig. 6 (a). The maximum conversion efficiency is determined
by a factor of γ̃r = 0.7 calculated from the result of Ref. [26].

observed the broadening of the spectral bandwidths as
the pump power increased. The pump power dependen-
cies of the FWHMs are shown in Figs. 6 (b). By fit-
ting the experimental results with a function αexP +γex

all,
we obtained αex = 0.49MHz/mW and γex

all = 70.4MHz.
The finesse without the pump light is estimated to be
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F ex
cold = δFSR/γ

ex
all = 74.

From the result of Fig. 6 (a), we obtained the pump
power dependencies of the internal conversion efficiencies
as shown in Fig. 6 (b). The behavior is in good agree-
ment with the theoretically predicted curves in Eq. (2)
with the use of parameters αex and γex

all estimated by
Figs. 6 (c). The maximum conversion efficiency was
achieved at (α̃ex)−1 = γex

all/α
ex ∼ 144mW. By borrow-

ing the reported value of Bref = 17.3× 10−3 /mW using
a PPLN waveguide (the length Lref = 45mm) without
cavity structure [29] and considering the difference in the
lengths of the waveguides, the enhancement factor is es-
timated to be 4α̃ex/Bref(Lref/L)2 = 18. The value is
not significantly different from F ex

cold/π ∼ 23. From the
results, the singly resonant structure for the converted
mode works well for the cavity-enhanced frequency con-
version process. We observed the larger enhancement
effect for the frequency conversion to 1522 nm using the
1600 nm pump light. The result is shown in Appendix C.

C. Properties of AS photons and QFC experiment
using the single photon

We investigated the properties of the AS photons and
then perform the QFC experiment. We first measured
the single photon counts of the AS photons by scanning
the center wavelengths of BPF1 over 2 nm in 0.01 nm in-
crements with the minimal bandwidth of 0.03 nm. The
result is shown in Fig. 7 (a), in which a clear oscillation of
the photon counts is observed. From the Fourier trans-
form to the data shown in Fig. 7 (b), the period of the
peaks was found to be 5.2GHz ± 0.1GHz. This result
matches the FSR of our PPLN-WR well. This implies
the spectrum of generated AS photons resonates to the
PPLN-WR.
Next, we measured the pump power dependency of

the AS photons. The bandwidth of the BPF was set
to be 0.03 nm. The result is shown in Fig. 7 (c). While
there is the linear dependency in the lower pump power
region, a slower increase of the noise photons is ob-
served for a larger pump power, which indicates the fre-
quency up-conversion process of the generated AS pho-
tons as in Ref. [22]. We fitted the experimental data
using Eq. (D5) in Appendix D, which is obtained by
modeling the joint process of the generation and the
frequency up-conversion of the AS photons inside the
cavity. From the result and γ̃r = 0.7 derived from
Ref. [26] with the assumption that γint is proportional
to the cavity length, we obtained αex

noise = 230 cps/mW.
Because of ∆BPF = 3.79GHz ≫ δFWHM in this ex-
periment, the proportional coefficient αex

noise should not
show the cavity enhancement effect as we described in
Sec. II. To see this, we compare the reported value
αref
noise = 970 cps/mW in Ref. [29]. By normalizing the

length of the PPLN and the bandwidth, the propor-
tional coefficients just after the PPLNs are estimated
to be αnoise/(L∆BPFTcirc) ∼ 60 cps/(mmGHzmW) and

cavity confinement
no cavity converted mode signal mode

∆BPF = δFSR 1 2Fc/π Fs/π
∆BPF = δFWHM Fc 2Fc/π FcFs/π

TABLE I. Normalized SNRs of QFCs in various configura-
tions.

αref
noise/(L

ref∆ref
BPFT

ref
circ) ∼ 25 cps/(mmGHzmW), where

∆ref
BPF = 12.6GHz and T ref

circ = 0.09. We see the values
are surely consistent with the theory in Sec. II. Simi-
lar experiments for the AS photons around 1522 nm were
performed as shown in Appendix C.

Finally, we performed the QFC experiment using the
single photon at 780 nm heralded by the 1540 nm pho-
ton produced by the SPDC. The coincidence counts be-
tween the SPDC photon pairs without QFC are shown
in Fig. 8 (a). The cross-correlation function within the

coincidence time window of 1.6 ns is g
(2)
in = 3.819±0.003.

After the QFC with the pump power of ∼ 140mW, the
experimental result of the coincidence counts between the
heralding photon and the converted photon at 1540 nm
is shown in Fig. 8 (b). The cross-correlation function of

the photon pair is estimated to be g
(2)
out = 2.94 ± 0.03,

which surpasses the classical limit of 2. We successfully
demonstrated the QFC with the cavity structure for the
converted mode.

IV. DISCUSSION

In the QFC experiment, we used the heralded single-
photon produced by the SPDC process. The linewidth
of the signal photon at 780 nm is about 3.8GHz corre-
sponding to 0.73δFSR. The broad linewidth results in
significantly lower efficiency, which is estimated to be
0.07. Nonetheless, the successful QFC was achieved with-
out a significant reduction in the cross-correlation func-

tion. From the equation of g
(2)
out = (g

(2)
in ζ + 1)/(ζ + 1) in

Ref. [30, 31] where ζ is the intensity ratio of the signal
photon to the equivalent input noise to the converter,
ζ = 2.1 is estimated. From the enhancement factor of 18
obtained in the previous section, the intensity correlation
function after QFC will be 1.3 at the maximum conver-
sion efficiency if the converter has no cavity structure.
As a result, we conclude that the non-classicality of the
cross-correlation function after QFC is due to the cavity
enhancement effect on the converted mode.

We discuss the dependencies of the SNR improvement
of QFC on the cavity enhancement and detection band-
width. In the section, we denote the finesse of Fcold by
Fc to clearly express that the factor comes from the con-
finement of the converted (c) mode. In our demonstra-
tion, we showed the SNR improvement of QFC with the
confinement of the converted mode when the detection
bandwidth is 2∆BPF = δFSR. The theoretical limit of the
improvement factor is Fc/π compared with the case of no
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(a) (c)(b)

FIG. 7. (a) Photon count distribution of AS photon around 1540 nm. (b) The power spectrum of AS photons obtained by
performing the Fourier transform to the data (a). (c) The pump power dependency of the number of AS photons. The blue
line is calculated using Eq. (D5) and the data of bandwidths of 1540 nm converted light.

Window(a) (b)

Bin (/0.8 ns) Bin (/0.8 ns)

FIG. 8. (a) Observed coincidence counts in 40minutes be-
tween the signal and idler photons. (b) Observed coincidence
counts in 40minutes between the converted and idler photons
with P ∼ 140mW. The time resolution and width of the
window are 0.8 ns and 1.6 ns.

cavity structure. If the narrower BPF of ∆BPF = δFWHM

is used in the conventional QFC without cavities, the im-
provement factor of Fc is expected. We consider the SNR
of QFC with the cavity for the converted mode followed
by the BPF with the bandwidth of ∆BPF = δFWHM. In
the case, as is seen in Eqs. (3) and (4), because the gener-
ation rate of the AS photons is enhanced by Fc/2 within
the bandwidth, the cavity enhancement of the conversion
efficiency by Fc/π leads to the degradation of the SNR by
a factor of 2/π totally, compared with the conventional
QFC followed by the BPF of ∆BPF = δFWHM. Another
candidate to improve the SNR of QFC is the cavity con-
finement of the signal photon, with the finesse Fs of the
cavity. In this case, regardless of ∆BPF, only the QFC ef-
ficiency is enhanced by Fs/π, whereas the SPDC process
generating the AS photons is not enhanced. Thus, the
SNR is improved by Fs/π for ∆BPF = δFSR and FcFs/π

for ∆BPF = δFWHM. The relations among the different
configurations of the QFC setups are shown in Table I.
We note that we do not include the confinement of the
pump light [32–34] here, because it only enhances the
pump light intensity inside the resonator and does not
change the relationship between the SNR and the con-
version efficiency.

Until here, we have considered the QFC where the con-
verted and the pump frequencies are close with satisfying
ωs/2 > ωp, and treated the AS photons produced by the
pump light as the dominant noise source. The similar
concept of the SNR improvement by the cavity enhance-
ment can be applied to the cases satisfying ωp ≫ ωc

such as the QFC of single photons at 637 nm emitted
from an NV center in a diamond. In the reported ex-
periments [17, 25, 35], the 637 nm photon was converted
to the 1587 nm photon using a PPLN waveguide with
a 1064 nm strong pump light. In these cases, the dom-
inant noise source contaminating the converted photon
is thought to be SPDC photon pairs in the vicinity of
1587 nm and 3229 nm produced by the pump light. We
consider introducing the cavity structure around 3229 nm
to the PPLN, which causes the singly resonant cavity-
enhanced SPDC process [36, 37]. Since the pump light at
1064 nm is the cw light in conventional setups, the spec-
trum around 1587 nm exhibits a comb-like structure [38]
despite the absence of an actual cavity around 1587 nm.
The DFG from 637 nm to 1587 nm and the above singly-
resonant SPDC processes are independent. Thus, the
fine-tuning of the temperature of the PPLN or the pump
frequency allows the non-resonant region of the SPDC
photon pairs to be the converted wavelength at 1587 nm,
without affecting the phase matching of the DFG. Conse-
quently, the SNR improvement of the QFC will be pos-
sible. As an example, when the cavity finesse around
3229 nm is 45 with rear and front reflectances are 1 and
0.86, the FSR is 5GHz, and ∆BPF = 0.03 nm, the SNR
can be enhanced by over tenfold compared to conven-
tional methods.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented the QFC with cavity en-
hancement of the converted mode. We derived the SNR
of the QFC by focusing on the case where the noise source
is the AS photons produced by the strong pump light.
We showed that the cavity structure can significantly im-
prove the SNR using feasible parameters compared with
the SNR of QFC without the cavity, when the photon
detection bandwidth is comparable to the FSR. We ex-
perimentally performed the QFC of a single photon from
780 nm to 1540 nm based on the PPLN-WR which only
confined converted mode. While the linewidth of the in-
put photon is much wider than the FWHM of the cavity,
we successfully observed the nonclassical photon statis-
tics after the cavity-enhanced QFC. By applying the con-
cept of the QFC with the cavity structure for certain
frequency modes, we showed the possibility of the SNR
improvement of QFCs where the input signal photon is
confined or the noise source is the SPDC photons. We be-
lieve the low-noise property of the cavity-enhanced QFCs
will be useful in establishing entanglement in the quan-
tum internet, including heterogeneous quantum systems.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Evaluation of the FSR of the
PPLN-WR

We evaluated the FSR of the cavity using the singly-
resonant SPDC at 1540 nm and 1581 nm photon pairs
pumped by a 780 nm laser light. Fig. 9 is the result of
the observed coincidence counts which shows the clear
oscillation caused by the cavity structure [37]. We per-
formed the Fourier transform for this data, from which
the frequency of the oscillation was estimated to be 5.2 ±
0.1GHz as the FSR of the cavity. The estimated value is
in good agreement with the results of the resonant struc-
ture of the AS photons shown in Figs. 7 and 12.
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FIG. 9. The coincidence counts of the SPDC photon-pairs
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FIG. 10. The data of the reflectance of the front (blue) and
rear (orange) sides of the PPLN-WR.

Appendix B: Reflectance of the PPLN-WR

Fig. 10 shows the reflectance of the rear and front sides
of the PPLN-WR. The reflectances are measured by us-
ing LN samples loaded in the same batches for the coat-
ings. As is described in the main text, the reflectances
are asymmetric to extract the converted photon from the
rear side efficiently [39]. For the signal light at 780 nm,
antireflective coatings are applied. For the pump light
at 1581 nm, the PPLN-WR has a slightly resonant struc-
ture. We utilize the slope of the small transmission peak
of the 1581 nm light for the frequency stabilization of
1540 nm light to maximize the conversion efficiency.

Appendix C: The cavity enhancement effect on
frequency conversion to 1522 nm light

We confirmed the cavity enhancement effect of fre-
quency conversion to the 1522 nm light using the 780 nm
laser light and the 1600 nm pump light. Because the front
and rear reflectances for 1522 nm are 99% and 91%, re-
spectively, a higher enhancement effect on the conversion
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(a) (b)

T(
P)

, R
(P

)
FIG. 11. (a) Pump power dependencies of observed band-
widths of transmitted (red) and converted (blue) light for the
1600 nm. (b) Pump power dependencies of T (P ) = |tss|2 (red)

and R(P ) = |rrs|2 for ∆̃ = 0. The blue dashed line was ob-
tained from Eq. (2) using (α̃ex)−1 ∼ 61mW and γ̃r = 0.7.

efficiency is expected. Fig. 11 (a) shows the pump power
dependency of the FWHMs of the 780 nm signal light
and the 1522 nm converted light. By fitting the experi-
mental results with a function αex

1522P + γex
all,1522, we ob-

tained αex
1522 = 0.56MHz/mW and γex

all,1522 = 34.4MHz.
The finesse without the pump light is estimated to be
F ex
cold,1522 = δFSR/γ

ex
all,1522 = 151. The pump power de-

pendencies of the internal conversion efficiencies are de-
scribed in Fig. 11 (b), which is in good agreement with
Eq. (2) using αex and γex

all,1522. The maximum conversion

efficiency is achieved at (α̃ex
1522)

−1 = γex
all,1522/α1522 ∼

61mW. The QFC from 780 nm to 1522 nm without the
cavity was reported in Refs. [7, 40]. Borrowing the re-
ported value of Bref

1522 = 3.6× 10−3 /mW and the length
Lref
1522 = 20mm of the PPLN waveguide, the enhancement

factor of the PPLN-WR in our experiment is estimated
to be 4α̃ex,1522/B

ref
1522(L

ref
1522/L)

2 = 41. The value agrees
well with F ex

cold,1522/π ∼ 48.
We also investigated the properties of the AS photons

around 1522 nm by the measurement similar to Fig. 7
for the AS photons around 1540 nm. This result of the
photon counts in Fig. 12 (a) clearly shows the oscilla-
tion. From the Fourier transform on the data depicted
in Fig. 12 (b), the period was found to be 5.2± 0.2GHz,
which corresponds to the FSR of the cavity.
We measured the pump power dependency of the

AS photons with ∆BPF = 3.88GHz. The result
is shown in Fig. 12 (c). By fitting the data us-
ing Eq. (D5), we obtain αex

noise,1522 = 85 cps/mW.
We compared the result with the reported value
αref
noise = 80 cps/mW [40]. The normalized proportional

coefficients just after the PPLNs were estimated to be
αnoise,1522/(L∆BPFTcircγ̃r) ∼ 20 cps/(mmGHzmW)
and αref

noise,1522/(L
ref
1522∆

ref
BPF,1522T

ref
circ,1522) ∼

3.2 cps/(mmGHzmW), where γ̃r = 0.7,∆ref
BPF,1522 =

92GHz and T ref
circ,1522 = 0.014. While the estimated

coefficient is slightly larger than we expected, the
difference is within one order of magnitude.

Appendix D: Pump power dependency of AS
photons

Here, we derive the pump power dependency on the
amount of AS photons. As written in Section II, we

treat the AS photon generation process as the SFG of the
phonons. We assume the SFG is independent of QFC be-
cause the broadly generated AS photons and the narrow
converted photon rarely interfere with each other. We
also assume the coupling strength between the phonon
and the converted modes, denoted by |Γ|, is much smaller
than the coupling strength |ξ| for QFC as |ξ| ≫ |Γ| be-
cause the SFG is far from the phase matching condition.
Under the assumptions, the time evolution of the cavity
mode is described by

dâc
dt

=

(
i∆c −

γall + |ξ|2

2

)
âc + Γâpn,in. (D1)

âpn,in is the annihilator operator of the input phonon
mode. Using the input-output relation âr,in + âr,out =√
γrâc with âr,in = 0, the mean photon number of the AS

photons outside the cavity is described by

⟨â†r,outâr,out⟩ = γ̃r⟨â†pn,inâpn,in⟩ (D2)

= γ̃r
β̃P

1
4 (1 + α̃P )2 + ∆̃2

c

, (D3)

where β̃P = |Γ|2⟨â†pn,inâpn,in⟩/γall. As a result, the total

amount of the AS photons within the range of δFSR (≫
δFWHM) is described by

Nnoise,cav =

∫ δFSR/2

−δFSR/2

⟨â†r,outâr,out⟩d∆c

∼
∫ ∞

−∞
⟨â†r,outâr,out⟩d∆c

=
2πr̃rγallβ̃P

1 + α̃P
. (D4)

For QFCs without the cavity, the AS photons within
the range of ∆BPF = δFSR is described by Nnoise,nocav =
αnoiseP in the low pump power regime. In the regime,
similar to the discussion in Section II, the cavity en-
hancement of the SFG at the resonant frequency with
a factor of FcoldB

′/π leads to β̃ = Fcoldαnoise/(4πδFSR),

from the comparison of Eq. (D3) with ∆̃c = 0 and
Nnoise,nocav/δFSR. Using the result and Eq. (D4), we ob-
tain

Nnoise,cav =
γ̃rαnoiseP

2(1 + α̃P )
. (D5)

This is bounded from the above by γ̃rαnoiseP/2 obtained
without the effect of the frequency up-conversion of the
AS photons in the low pump power regime. In Section II,
we discuss the SNR using the upper bound as Nnoise,cav

for simplicity.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 12. (a) Photon count distribution of AS photon around 1522 nm and (b) its power spectra. (c) The pump power
dependency of the number of AS photons. The blue line is calculated using Eq. (D5) and the data of bandwidths of 1522 nm
converted light.
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