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Determining a beam’s full trajectory requires tracking both its position and momentum (angu-
lar) information. However, the product of position and momentum uncertainty in a simultaneous
measurement of the two parameters is bound by the Heisenberg uncertainty limit (HUL). In this
work, we present a proof-of-principle demonstration of a quantum-enhanced beam tracking tech-
nique, leveraging the inherent position and momentum entanglement between photons produced
via spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC). We show that quantum entanglement can be
exploited to achieve a beam tracking accuracy beyond the HUL in a simultaneous measurement.
Moreover, with existing detection technologies, it is already possible to achieve near real-time beam
tracking capabilities at the single-photon level. The technique also exhibits high resilience to back-
ground influences, with negligible reduction in tracking accuracy even when subjected to a disruptive
beam that is significantly brighter than SPDC.

Beam tracking plays a crucial role in various technolog-
ical and scientific applications, ranging from optical com-
munications and remote sensing to high-precision imag-
ing and laser-guided systems. Accurately determining a
beam’s full trajectory requires tracking both its position
and momentum (angular) information. When using a
coherent laser beam, the measurement accuracy is fun-
damentally bounded by the shot noise limit (SNL) when
measuring each parameter, and when measuring both pa-
rameters simultaneously, the product of the uncertainties
is bounded by the Heisenberg uncertainty limit (HUL).

Many studies have been conducted to beat classical
measurement limits by using specific quantum states of
light in sensing applications [1] such as quantum metrol-
ogy [2, 3] and quantum imaging [4–6]. In the field of beam
tracking, spatially squeezed light has been proposed and
demonstrated as a method to surpass the SNL [7–9]. Fur-
thermore, theoretical studies have explored the use of
the spatial correlations inherent to entangled photons to
beat both the SNL [10] and the HUL [11, 12]. It has
also been theoretically shown that the quantum Cramér-
Rao bound for beam displacement can be achieved using
two-photon interference with spatial correlations [13].

In this work, we experimentally demonstrate quan-
tum correlation beam tracking (QCBT) in which po-
sition and momentum entangled of photon pairs, pro-
duced through spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC), is used to track a beam’s trajectory. By making
joint measurements on a pair of entangled photons, it is
possible to measure correlations with a precision exceed-
ing the HUL. This has been realized in both the position-
momentum basis [14–18], and the time-frequency ba-
sis [19]. This property has been used as a gauge for
entanglement. Here, we use this quantum property in
the application of beam tracking, we show that QCBT

∗ yzhang6@uottawa.ca

can potentially achieve an accuracy beyond the HUL,
and can already be performed with current technology
at a speed of ∼ 1Hz with an accuracy of 5µm through
just 100 correlated photons. Additionally, QCBT is ex-
tremely resilient to background influences as a result of
the inherent temporal and spatial correlations between
the SPDC photons.
To track the full trajectory of a light beam, the change

in the beam location will need to be measured simultane-
ously in two different planes to determine both the posi-
tion and momentum information. When using a camera-
type detector to measure the beam in the position space
r = (x, y) or the momentum space k = (u, v), the beam
location is commonly determined via a centre-of-mass
equation

r̄ =

∑Ns

j=1 rj

Ns
, (1)

with Ns the total number of detected photons and rj
the position where each photon is detected. This is the
most optimal estimator of the beam centroid and the
variance of the centroid in position is given by (see the
Supplementary Materials for derivation)

Var(r̄) =
σ2
r

Ns
, (2)

with σr being the root-mean-squared width of the beam
spot (assuming circular symmetry). Note that the above
variance does not take into account the effect of the pixel
size, a more thorough analysis taking this into account
can be found in [20].
Thus, the variance in measuring a displacement from

position r1 to r2 is given by:

Var(∆r̄) = Var(r̄1) + Var(r̄2) =
2

Ns
σ2
r , (3)

where we have assumed that the beam width and total
number of photon detections for estimating ⟨r⃗1⟩ and ⟨r⃗2⟩,
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are approximately equal under the same data acquisition
time. Equation (3) also applies to the Fourier plane,
which gives the variance in the momentum, providing
directional information.

Limited by the HUL, the product of the beam width
in the position σr and momentum plane σk is

σr(ℏσk) ≥ ℏ/2. (4)

As such, the uncertainty product in the change of posi-
tion and momentum have the following bound√

Var(∆r̄)Var(∆k̄) =
2

Ns
σrσk ≥ 1

Ns
. (5)

Now we will show that by making joint measurements
on a pairs of position-momentum entangled photons, it is
possible to achieve an uncertainty product in the change
of position and momentum with a precision exceeding
this bound.

In the low gain regime, the position-momentum entan-
gled state of SPDC in transverse momentum space can
be written as

|Ψ⟩ =
∫ ∫

ϕ(ks,ki)|ks,ki⟩ d2ksd2ki, (6)

and the biphoton wavefunction ϕ(ks,ki) under a double-
Gaussian approximation is given by [21–23]

ϕ(ks,ki) ≈Ak exp

(
−δ2r |ks − ki|2

8

)
× exp

(
−|ks + ki|2

2δ2k

)
, (7)

where Ak is a normalization constant, δk ≈ (1/2)σp with

σp being the pump beam width and δr ≈
√

2αLλp

π where

L is the crystal length, λp is the pump wavelength, and
α = 0.455 is a constant factor from the Gaussian approx-
imation of the sinc phase matching function [22].

Inverse Fourier transforming to position space, the
biphoton wavefunction is then

ψ(rs, ri) ≈Ar exp

(
−|rs − ri|2

2δ2r

)
× exp

(
−2δ2k|rs + ri|2

)
. (8)

From Eqs. (7) and (8), we can see that the width of po-
sition correlation rs − ri is δr and for the transverse mo-
mentum correlation ks + ki width is δk. Utilizing these
correlation measurements allows us to express the vari-
ance in the relative position and momentum as:

Var(∆r̄) =
∆|rs − ri|√

Nc

=

√
2

Nc
δr,

Var(∆k̄) =
∆|ks + ki|√

Nc

=

√
2

Nc
δk, (9)
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FIG. 1. Conceptual setup for quantum correlation
beam tracking: In the ‘Source and reference’, position-
momentum entangled photon pairs with orthogonal polariza-
tion are created through Type-II SPDC. One photon of the
pair is split off using a PBS and then probabilistically split
into being locally detected either in the position-plane or the
momentum-plane of the non-linear crystal by time-tagging
cameras. The other photon is sent through a ‘Channel’ whose
stability needs to be monitored. In the ‘Tracking’ part of the
setup, the photon is also probabilistically split into being de-
tected in either the near or far field of the non-linear crystal
by time-tagging cameras. A change in the trajectory of the
signal photon beam is then tracked through displacements
in the position and momentum correlation between the two
photons. Typical images captured by the camera of the two
planes for the photon pairs are shown on the top left.

where Nc is the number of detected photon pairs. The
position-momentum uncertainty relation in Eq. (5) then
becomes √

Var(∆r̄)Var(∆k̄) =
2

Nc
δrδk (10)

Thus, if the product δrδk < 1/2, then the precision in
measuring a change in beam trajectory can exceed the
HUL.
A conceptual sketch of the setup used to realize QCBT

is shown in Fig. 1. Position-momentum entangled pho-
ton pairs, known as the signal and idler photons, with
orthogonal polarization are generated through Type-II
SPDC. The photon pairs are then deterministically sep-
arated using a polarizing beam splitter (PBS) with the
idler photons kept locally in a well-isolated system as a
reference, while the signal photons are sent through a
channel, which creates an unknown, time-varying, dis-
placement on the beam. For detection, both photons
are probabilistically split using a balanced beam splitter
such that either the crystal’s position-plane (near-field)
or the momentum-plane (far-field) is measured by time-
tagging cameras, which can capture both the spatial and
time-of-arrival information of the photons.
First, a time correlation measurement is performed

between the two position-plane cameras and two
momentum-plane cameras to identify photons that are
detected in coincidence. Thereafter, a spatial correlation
measurement is performed, whereby rs−ri is determined
from the photon pairs captured in the position-planes and
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FIG. 2. SPDC correlation in near- and far-field: (a1,
a2) Measured position correlation of SPDC photons in the
x and y direction. The difference-coordinate projection of
position correlation is shown in (a3). (b1, b2) Measured mo-
mentum anti-correlation of the SPDC photons in the u and v
direction. The sum-coordinate projection of momentum anti-
correlation is shown in (b3).

ks + ki determined through pairs from the momentum-
planes.

For this proof-of-concept demonstration, we used a sin-
gle camera (TPX3CAM [24, 25]) to capture both the
signal and idler photons in the position and momentum
plane instead of measuring them separately with multi-
ple cameras. A mirror mounted on a motorized transla-
tion stage placed in between the two planes acts as the
unknown channel and provides a simultaneous beam dis-
placement in both planes. Results from using the spatial
correlations of SPDC photon pairs are compared to a co-
herent laser where the beam is tracked through a single
photon on the signal beam arm. More details on the
experimental setup can be found in the Supplementary
Materials.

The measured spatial correlations of SPDC at the cam-
era plane is shown in Fig. 2. When a Gaussian is fitted, a
width of δr = 42± 2µm (0.76 pixels) is obtained for the
rs − ri profile, and δk = (1.06± 0.04)× 10−3 µm−1 (0.74
pixels) for the ks+ki profile. This would give a position-
momentum uncertainty product of (0.088±0.005)/N , in-
dicating that a measurement precision beyond the HUL
should be possible. For the laser beam we have σr =
52.7 ± 0.7µm and σk = (1.41 ± 0.02) × 10−2 µm, giv-
ing an uncertainty product of (1.49 ± 0.03)/N , thus not
surpassing the HUL.

Figure 3 shows the experimental results of beam track-
ing with the two light sources. Figure 3(a) shows the un-
certainty product for the two sources as a function of the
number of detected events N . The average uncertainty
product, determined through 50 repeated measurements
at each N , are (0.114±0.005)/N and (1.54±0.04)/N for
the correlated SPDC and laser, respectively.

In Fig. 3(b) we translate a mirror by various dis-
tances and compare the measured displacement in the
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FIG. 3. Beam tracking accuracy: (a) Position-momentum
uncertainty product for the change in beam trajectory as a
function of the number of detected events. This is compared
for the cases of using the spatial correlations of SPDC (blue
circles) and a laser (red squares). The solid lines are the
expected uncertainty product based on the measured corre-
lation and beam widths. The purple dashed line is the HUL

corresponding to
√

Var(∆r̄)Var(∆k̄) = 1/N . (b1, b2) com-
pares the measured beam displacement in the position and
momentum planes for N = 5000 while using SPDC spatial
correlations (blue circles) and a laser (red squares).

position (Fig. 3(b1)) and momentum (Fig. 3(b2)) plane
for the laser and the correlated SPDC. This is measured
at N = 5000 with uncertainty obtained through 50 re-
peated measurements. Note that the mirror translates
the beam horizontally, so position (momentum) shifts
are only measured in the x (u) direction. In the posi-
tion plane (∆x), SPDC achieves comparable uncertainty
to the laser since δr ≃ σr, However, in the momentum
plane (∆u), the SPDC offers far smaller uncertainty since
δk ≪ σk: this is a direct visualization of the advantage
of using entangled light for beam tracking.
It is important to note that a detection event is defined

differently for different light sources. For the laser, this
is the detection of a single photon on one of the tracking
cameras, so N = Ns. For the correlated SPDC measure-
ment, this is the coincident detection of a signal and an
idler photon, thus N = Nc. For realistic detectors, Ns

and Nc are related by Nc = ϵiNs where ϵi ≤ 1 is the
detection efficiency of the idler photons. In this case, the
HUL bound of Eq. (10) is modified into√

Var(∆r̄)Var(∆k̄) =
2δrδk
ϵiNs

. (11)

Thus, unconditionally beating the HUL will require ϵi >
2δrδk, which for our demonstration ϵi must be greater
than 0.11. Unfortunately for this experimental system,
ϵi ≈ 0.02, which takes into account the camera detection
efficiency of ∼ 0.08 [26], losses in the system, and sta-
tistically splitting the photons between the position and
momentum planes which accounts for a 50% loss in the
spatial-temporal correlated events.
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FIG. 4. Beam tracking accuracy under a strong back-
ground: (a1, a2) Image from just singles events of the
SPDC light with and without a bright disruption laser ap-
plied. (b1, b2) Detected temporally and spatially correlated
photons with and without the disruption laser being applied.
(c) Comparing the measured beam displacement from 1000
correlated events for QCBT with and without the disruption
laser. Uncertainties are determined through 50 repeated mea-
surements

In addition to using a higher efficiency camera to im-
prove ϵi, one can try to circumvent the need to statis-
tically split the photons by modifying the time-tagging
camera into a light-field camera [27, 28], enabling simul-
taneous measurement of position and momentum infor-
mation of the photons. One can also design the SPDC
source to have smaller δr and δk to reduce the required ϵi.
However, both approaches require that the time-tagging
camera have a higher spatial resolution than that avail-
able here. With the rapid advance of single-photon cam-
era technologies [29, 30], we expect that a time-tagging
camera with enough efficiency and resolution to uncondi-
tionally beat the HUL will be available in the near future.

We also demonstrate that it is now possible to perform
real-time measurements of the temporal-spatial correla-
tions of SPDC and use this for beam tracking through

QCBT. Using an Intel Xeon W-2145 CPU, we can pro-
cess the temporal and spatial correlation of around 105

detection events per second resulting in ∼ 100 correlated
events in both the position and momentum planes. This
allows tracking of the beam displacement with an accu-
racy of ∼ 5µm (0.1 pixels). This is shown in the Sup-
plementary Video. With the latest generation of CPUs
or possibly with GPU processing, we expect the speed of
data processing can be significantly improved, allowing
for faster tracking speed and higher accuracy. Details on
TPX3CAM data processing can be found in [26, 31].
Beam tracking can be very sensitive to background in-

fluences; any incomplete background removal will lead
to an incorrect centroid measurement. QCBT exibits ex-
treme background tolerance through the time and spatial
correlation of SPDC photons. Here a disruptive laser
beam that has approximately 10 times more photons
than SPDC is applied on both the signal and idler re-
gions of the camera as seen in Fig, 4(a). After post-
selecting on temporally and spatially correlated photons,
we can see in Fig, 4(b) that the disruptive laser beam is
completely removed. The result of beam tracking in the
position plane comparing the cases of having the disrup-
tive laser beam on or off is shown in Fig, 4(c). The two
scenarios show perfect agreement in the measured beam
displacement with no statistically significant changes in
the measurement uncertainties.
In conclusion, we have demonstrated a proof-of-

principle quantum enhanced beam tracking technique us-
ing position-momentum entangled SPDC photons and
have shown how it can be used to achieve a beam track-
ing accuracy beyond the bound of the HUL. Assuming
perfect detectors, QCBT with our system can achieve a
position-momentum uncertainty product of 0.11/N com-
pared to the HUL bound of 1/N . We also demonstrate
real-time beam tracking using QCBT at a speed of∼ 1Hz
with an accuracy of 5µm through just 100 correlated pho-
tons. QCBT is also extremely resistant to background
influences; we show that even when a disruptive laser
that is ten times brighter than SPDC is applied, there
is still negligible effect on the accuracy of QCBT. This
type of tracking system will be desirable for stabilizing
low-brightness quantum channels for applications such as
quantum communications and quantum remote sensing.
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I. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

A. Details on the experimental setup

The experimental setup demonstrating QCBT is
shown in Fig. 5(a). Position-momentum entangled pho-
ton pairs with orthogonal polarization are generated by
pumping a 1mm thick Type-II ppKTP crystal with a
405 nm CW laser. The two photons are first separated us-
ing a PBS and then, using HWPs, the polarization of each
photon is rotated by π/4 so at the second PBS each pho-
ton will have a 50% probability of being imaged either at
the position-plane of the crystal or the momentum-plane
of the crystal. To create a beam displacement, a mir-
ror mounted on a motorized translation stage is placed
in between the crystal’s position and momentum planes.
The photon trajectories are slightly misaligned after the
second PBS such that their trajectories are not perfectly
parallel to each other; this way, moving the mirror will
cause a simultaneous displacement of the beam in both
the position and momentum planes.

For comparison of QCBT with the best classical sce-
nario, the setup can be switched between using a SPDC
source or an attenuated 810 nm laser by a flip mirror. The
time-tagging camera used for detection is the TPX3CAM
which has a resolution of 256×256 pixels with a pixel
pitch of 55µm and is able to time tag the photons de-
tected on each pixel with∼ 7 ns accuracy. Typical images
captured with the camera for the position and momen-
tum planes of SPDC and laser are shown in Fig. 5(b).

The expected correlation widths can be approximated
according to [22]:

δk ≈ 1/2σp,

δr ≈
√

2αLλp
π

(12)

With the experimental parameters L = 1mm, λp =
405 nm, σp = 0.24mm and a 5× magnification in the
imaging system from the crystal to the camera, we ex-
pect δr = 55µm and δk = 0.82× 10−3 µm−1 at the cam-
era. These values are in approximate agreement with the
measured values of δr = 42µm and δk = 1.1×10−3 µm−1.

B. Optimal beam centroid estimator

To show that the center of mass equation

x̄ =

∑N
j=1 xj

N
, (13)

is the most optimal estimator of the beam centroid xc,
we first note that x̄ is an unbiased estimator of xc since

the expectation value of x̄

E[x̄] = E

[∑N
j=1 xj

N

]

=

∑N
j=1E[xj ]

N
= xc. (14)

Secondly, we must show that x̄ saturates the Cramer-
Rao bound

Var(x̄) =
1

NI
, (15)

where I is the Fisher information given by

I = E

[(
∂

∂xc
logP (x|xc, σ)

)2
]
, (16)

with P (x|xc, σ) the probability to detect a photon at po-
sition x given the beam’s centroid xc and a root-mean-

squared waist σ =

√∑N
j=1(xj−x̄)2

N =
√

Var (xj).

The variance Var(x̄) is

Var(x̄) = Var

(∑N
j=1 xj

N

)

=
1

N2
Var

 N∑
j=1

xj


=

1

N2

N∑
j=1

Var (xj)

=
σ2

N
, (17)

where in the 3rd line we have assumed that the photon
positions xi are independent.
Assuming a Gaussian distribution for P (x|xc, σ) =
1√

2πσ2
exp

(
−(x−xc)

2

2σ2

)
,

I = E

[(
∂

∂xc

−(x− xc)
2

2σ2

)2
]

= E

[
(x− xc)

2

σ4

]
=

1

σ2
, (18)

thus 1/NI = σ2/N , which is the variance given by Eq.17.
This signifies that, when assuming a Gaussian probability
distribution, the center of mass equation does satisfy the
Cramer-Rao bound and is thus the most optimal beam
centroid estimator.
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FIG. 5. Experimental setup for SPDC beam tracking: (a) Experimental setup for demonstrating QCBT. LP-filter:
long-pass filter, BP-filter: band-pass filter, ND-filter: neutral density filter, PBS: polarizing beam-splitter, HWP: half-wave
plate (b) Image captured on camera of the position and momentum planes from SPDC and laser. Note that in order to also
see the laser momentum plane in the same image, the laser position plane intensity is displayed at 1/30 of the actual intensity.
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