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We measured the covariance matrix of the fields gen-
erated in an integrated third-order optical parametric
oscillator operating above threshold. We observed up
to (2.3 ± 0.3) dB of squeezing in amplitude difference,
inferred (4.9 ± 0.7) dB of on-chip squeezing, while an
excess of noise for the sum of conjugated quadratures
hinders the entanglement. The degradation of ampli-
tude correlations and state purity for the increasing of
the pump power is consistent with the observed growth
of the phase noise of the fields, showing the necessity
of strategies for phase noise control aiming at entangle-
ment generation in these systems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Novel photonic quantum technologies rely on integrated sources
of nonclassical light, generating states that range from single
photons to entangled states of bright fields. Optical parametric
oscillators (OPOs) are widely employed for this purpose. The
development of nanophotonics brought these devices into the
microscale domain [1]. Nowadays, they represent a reliable
source of entangled photons [2], being a building block to the re-
alization of integrated quantum information protocols [3]. In the
continuous variable domain, several important milestones were
achieved, such as on-chip optical squeezing using second- (χ(2))
[4, 5] and third-order (χ(3)) nonlinearities [6–11]. In particular,
silicon photonics are of great interest due to its compatibility
with the CMOS (complementary metal–oxide–semiconductor)
fabrication process, enabling seamless integration of photonics
and microelectronics in the same chip. Leveraged by its mature
manufacturing industry, low losses waveguides are routinely
fabricated, resulting in ultra-high quality factor optical micro-
cavities [12].

Here, we present the full quantum tomography of the com-
plete Gaussian states generated in an on-chip OPO for the first
time. Aiming the observation of entanglement in those sys-
tems, theoretically predicted in references [13, 14], we recon-

struct the four-mode covariance matrix of the output states with
a resonator-assisted measurement technique [15, 16]. Our results
reveal unexpected effects resulting from the system dynamics in
the studied operation regime. The present article is organized
as follows: in section 2, we describe our experimental system
and the data analysis methods to reconstruct the covariance
matrix from our measurements. Section 3 shows the properties
of the different states generated under different pump powers.
Finally, we discuss the results and the limits in the production
of quantum correlations in Section 4.

2. MATERIALS AND METHODS

Our OPO consists of an on-chip silicon nitride microresonator
on a silicon oxide substrate. Resonators with high-quality fac-
tors and strong light confinement boost intracavity powers and
enhance third-order nonlinear interactions between resonant
frequencies and the medium. The most relevant interactions
in our system are self- and cross-phase modulations and the
four-wave mixing (FWM), with the last being responsible for
populating signal and idler modes. In the process, two photons
of the pump mode are annihilated, and signal and idler photons
are simultaneously generated, respecting energy conservation.
Phase matching condition, necessary for parametric gain around
the optical pump, are guaranteed by anomalous group-velocity
dispersion, which can be achieved by the combination of the ma-
terial dispersion and our waveguides geometry (with 2630× 730
nm2 cross-section) [17]. Pairwise photon generation implies in
intensity and amplitude correlation. Energy and momentum
conservation leads to phase anti-correlation [13, 14, 18, 19].

The micro-cavity is built with a closed loop resonator with a
free spectral range of 80 GHz, separated by a 250 nm gap from
the bus waveguide. Its loaded and intrinsic quality factors are
QL = 2 million and QI = 16 million, respectively. Therefore the
resonator is overcoupled for efficient intracavity light extraction,
and up to 9.0 dB of squeezing is expected to be generated for
operation slightly above the optical threshold [19].

As schematically illustrated in figure 1, light from a 1560 nm
diode laser (RIO ORIONTM) is amplified by an EDFA (Erbium-
doped fiber amplifier). The beam is sent through a filter cavity
that reduces the noise close to a coherent state, as detailed in
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section S2.A of the supplementary material. The resulting pump
field is coupled into the chip using a tapered fiber, and a cou-
pling efficiency of 70% is reached with the assistance of inverse
tapering design [20]. The guided field is evanescently coupled
to the microresonator from the single bus waveguide, in an
add-through configuration [21]. We tune the cavity into reso-
nance by thermo-optical effect [22] using an integrated micro-
heater located over the resonator. Above the oscillation thresh-
old of ∼ 13.0 mW, bright signal (1544 nm) and idler (1578 nm)
fields are produced, with output in the range of a few mW. The
output fields leave the chip and are collimated with an objec-
tive lens and spatially separated with a diffraction grating (600
grooves/mm and 13% losses).

Fig. 1. Simplified scheme of the experimental setup.

After the separation, signal and idler are reflected by indi-
vidual analysis cavities, and the photocurrent generated by PIN
photodiodes are further processed by a demodulation chain and
registered on a computer for further analysis. Removal of mirror
M allows the analysis of the pump field, and the use of a pair of
detector allows for a permanent verification of the correspond-
ing shot noise level by subtraction of the registered photocur-
rents. In this resonator assisted detection scheme, we use the fact
that the spectral analysis of the photocurrent Î(t) =

∫
ÎΩe−iΩtdt

reveals, on the beatnote of combination of sidebands with the
intense carrier field, the measurement of quadratures of these
sidebands. Cavities will manipulate the phases of the involved
fields, giving access to distinct combination of quadratures that
are projected into the amplitude fluctuations of the reflected
beam [15]. Thus we can reconstruct all the elements of the covari-
ance matrix of the states [16]. We review the resonator assisted
detection scheme and the reconstruction of the single- and two-
mode covariance matrices in the section S1 of the supplementary
material.

The observables of the quadratures are related to the cre-
ation and annihilation operators of the upper and lower side-
band modes: p̂±Ω = â†

±Ω + â±Ω and q̂±Ω = i(â†
±Ω − â±Ω).

These can be associated respectively with the amplitude and
phase quadratures of the intense field. On the other hand, de-
tection process involving the spectral components (Ω) of the
detectors’ photocurrent, will necessarily bring the information
of the beat of the upper and lower sidebands with the intense
mean field [16]. Thus the description of the measurements can
be conveniently expressed using a basis involving both sym-
metric and anti-symmetric combinations of these sidebands,
defined as p̂s = ( p̂Ω + p̂−Ω)/

√
2, p̂a = ( p̂Ω − p̂−Ω)/

√
2,

q̂s = (q̂Ω + q̂−Ω)/
√

2 and q̂a = (q̂Ω − q̂−Ω)/
√

2.
Therefore the complete state of the Gaussian field involving

the pair of sidebands of the converted fields can be associated to

the covariance matrix [16]

V =


 Vs C(s,a)

CT
(s,a) Va.


 (1)

The sub-matrices are related to the sideband quadra-

tures through Vs = 1
2

〈
xs · xT

s +
(
xs · xT

s

)T
〉

and Va =

1
2

〈
xa · xT

a +
(
xa · xT

a

)T
〉

, where we ordered the quadrature op-

erators as xj =
[

p̂(s)j , q̂(s)j , p̂(i)j , q̂(i)j

]T
, j = {s, a}. The cross-

correlation matrix is given by C(s,a) =
〈
xs · xT

a

〉
. Since spectral

component Î(Ω) ∝ e−iφ âΩ + eiφ â†
−Ω explicitly brings the con-

tribution of the sidebands, with a phase φ of the carrier, the
measurement of the noise power ∆2 I(m) = ⟨ Î(m)(Ω) Î(m)(−Ω)⟩
for signal and idler modes (m = {s, i}), and the cross correlation
of the quadratures of the photocurrent Re{⟨ Î(s)(Ω) Î(i)(−Ω)⟩}
and Im{⟨ Î(s)(Ω) Î(i)(−Ω)⟩}, enable a full reconstruction of the
covariance matrix V by the measurement of the photocurrents
while scanning the analysis cavities.

Figure 2 (a) shows one measurement of signal and idler pho-
tocurrents noise power at 20 MHz, where the presented curve
corresponds to the state with the optimum value of amplitude
difference squeezing. Its covariance matrix elements are given
on tables S2 and S3 of the supplemental material. The corre-
sponding frequency was selected in order to avoid excess of
technical noise from the system and remain within the detection
bandwidth. All data is corrected by the electronic noise and
normalized by the shot noise level. Analysis cavity detuning are
normalized by the idler cavity bandwidth of 4.74 MHz. As the
cavity is swept around the resonance, one can see the variation
on the noise level, indicating unequal quadrature noise. These
curves carry part of the information necessary to reconstruct Vs
and Va.

Fig. 2. (a) Power spectrum of signal and idler fields. Straight
lines are the fitted curves of equation (S10) of the supplemen-
tary material to the faded acquired data in the background.
(b) Noise for sum and subtraction of the photocurrents. Two
regions of the graphic that give us visual information on the
amplitude (A circle) and phase (P circle) are indicated. s.n.u.:
shot noise units.

Providing that the measurements were taken synchronously
as the cavities sweep around resonance (∆ = 0), we can use
the sum and subtraction of the photocurrents to verify quan-

tum features in the EPR variables p̂− = ( p̂(s)s − p̂(i)s )/
√

2 and

q̂+ = (q̂(s)s + q̂(i)s )/
√

2, that can eventually witness entangle-
ment if ∆2 p− + ∆2q+ < 2 [23]. As shown in figure 2 (b), far
from resonance, amplitude difference squeezing is observed, as
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previously evidenced in similar systems operating above thresh-
old [6, 7], while the sum of the currents demonstrate strong
anti-correlation in the amplitudes. On the other hand, strong
correlations in phase quadratures are not present. This is an
indication that we are generating highly mixed states at the chip
output.

Although we retrieve some elements of the covariance matrix
from the single- and two-mode power spectra in the sum and
subtraction subspaces, the complete reconstruction of the covari-
ance matrix requires access to the cross-correlations in C(s,a).
Full tomography of the quantum state is performed through
three sequential measurements of the experiment, which are
treated in detail in the section S1 of the supplemental mate-
rial. First, the analysis cavities are swept around resonance syn-
chronously, accessing the correlation of on-phase quadratures
of the fields. The cross-quadrature correlations are accessed by
asynchronous measurements maintaining one cavity far from
resonance while sweeping the other. Figure 3 shows the data
and the fittings of the correlation functions for the same example
and conditions presented in figure 2.

Fig. 3. Results from three iterations of the experiment. (a)
Simultaneous sweeping of signal and idler analysis cavities,
using the same data leading to figure 2. (b) Highly detuned
idler cavity while sweeping the signal cavity. (c) Highly de-
tuned signal cavity while sweeping the idler cavity. The fitted
curves are given by equations (S15) and (S16) of the supple-
mental material.

3. RESULTS

Once the measurement procedure and the analysis method for
the covariance matrix reconstruction were well defined, we car-
ried out a sequence of experiments varying the pump power,
and the final results were evaluated considering the total mea-
surement efficiency of 61% (11% from output coupling into free
space, 13% from the diffraction grating, 4% from mismatch with
the analysis cavities, 9% from optical components, and a detec-
tor’s quantum efficiency of 90%), giving the on-chip state of the
field.

Figure 4 presents the behavior of the quadrature’s noise for
distinct pump powers (normalized to the 13 mW threshold).
There is a dramatic increase on the noise power, shown in figures
4 (a) and (b). As a consequence, any imbalance between the
beams caused by the dynamics of the system will lead to the
degradation of correlations. This can be seen as a degradation
of squeezing in amplitude difference, as shown in figure 4 (c).
This result is in contrast to what is observed in χ(2) [24, 25]
and χ(3) [26] OPOs, where a constant degree of squeezing is
observed for an increasing pumping power. One reason for that
is the mixture of phase and amplitude quadratures due to the

Fig. 4. Amplitude (a) and phase (b) quadrature noise as a
function of the pump power. (c) Amplitude difference squeez-
ing. (d) Phase quadrature sum noise. Dashed lines indicate the
shot noise level. Error bars in figures (b)–(d) are buried under
the points due to the large scales. s.n.u.: shot noise units.

phase modulations induced by the dynamics of the third-order
OPO [13, 27] and the generation of additional sideband modes
[28] as the intracavity power builds up. Regarding the sum of
the quadratures, correlations are not enough to compensate the
excess noise, specially at higher pump powers (figure 4 d).

The purity of the states are readily accessible through the
determinant of the covariance matrix [29], as shown in equation
(S25) of the supplemental material. The increasing noise in the
quadratures and the degradation of correlations affect the purity
of the system, which decreases drastically as we move away
from the oscillation threshold, as shown in figure 5. As already

Fig. 5. Purity of the measured states, equation (S25) of the
supplemental material. Error bars are buried under the points.

stated, no entanglement was expected from the states due to
the high phase sum noise. We thoroughly checked this through
the application of the PPT criterion [30] between all possible
partitions of the system (figure S13 of the supplementary mate-
rial). Intrinsic parametric processes [13, 27] will not degrade the
purity of the system, and entanglement should yet be noticed
from PPT, in this sense a more efficient method that the direct
measurement of the EPR-like quadratures [23].

Therefore, the source of this loss of purity must lie some-
where else. Remaining noise of the pump (≈ 8dB as seen in
Supl. Mat. Sec. 2.A) could not justify the strong noise in the
outputs. As a primordial diagnostic of our system, we compute
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the behavior of the pump noise with the intensity by operating
the integrated OPO below the oscillation threshold. We coupled
the pump field in the idler analysis cavity to measure its power
spectrum. Amplitude and phase noise for increasing values
of the pump field are shown in figure 6. The approximately

Fig. 6. Evolution of amplitude and phase noise of the pump
field for the OPO operating below threshold as a function of
its power.

linear behavior of the fast increasing pump phase noise with
pump power is in agreement with previous evidence of photon
scattering caused by phonons in χ(2) crystals [25]. Moreover,
previous investigations of the influence of thermal noise in light
propagating in waveguides [31] and microresonators [32] are
compatible with a thermorefractive origin. The mitigation of
the excessive noise may then be achieved by cooling the system
[33]. This observation suggests a path for future investigations
toward the generation of entangled states. We expect to study
the impact of the temperature on the quantum dynamics of the
on-chip OPO above threshold.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The reconstruction of the covariance matrices of intense signal
and idler beams generated in an integrated χ(3) OPO operating
above the oscillation threshold is a powerful diagnostic tool to
understand the limitations for entangled field generation above
the oscillation threshold in these systems.

Using cavity-assisted detection, we were able to perform the
tomography of the four-mode state described by the upper and
lower sidebands of signal and idler modes. Strong amplitude
correlations, beating the standard quantum level, were directly
measured and up to 2.3± 0.3 dB of raw squeezing was observed,
as shown in figure 4 (c). Correcting for losses, we infer a total of
4.9 ± 0.7 dB of on-chip optical squeezing. This result is against
the expected 9.0 dB of squeezing, given the OPO properties of
the study. We attribute this to unforeseen on-chip mechanisms
of thermal origin and contamination of the phase noise in ampli-
tude quadrature due to distortions of the noise ellipse induced
by Kerr-effect phase modulations [13, 27].

Observing entanglement remains a challenge, as demon-
strated by current results. The four-mode state is highly mixed
with a large excess of noise in the phase sum quadrature. More-
over, for stronger pump powers, the noise present in fields’
quadratures increases and amplitude correlations are degraded
as the dynamics of the system unbalance signal and idler.

The noise of the pump, below the oscillation threshold, is
consistent with an excess noise of thermal origin observed
in[25, 31, 32]. Hence, probing the temperature effects on the
integrated OPO is an experimental route that may enable the
measurement of entanglement in future work. Our results shine

light on one of the bottlenecks hindering the deterministic gener-
ation of entangled states with on-chip silicon based OPOs above
threshold.
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Quantum State Tomography in a
Third-Order Integrated Optical
Parametric Oscillator: supplemental
document

1. RESONATOR-ASSISTED DETECTION

We briefly review the resonator assisted detection method, thoroughly approached in [1, 2].
Photocurrent operators can be associated to the spectral components, as Î(t) =

∫
ÎΩe−iΩtdt. In

the frequency domain, the non-Hermitian photocurrent operator ÎΩ = Îcos + i Îsin for a specific
analysis frequency (Ω) can be reconstructed with a double in-quadrature demodulation (figure
S1), and the outcomes can be associated to the field observables

Îcos = cos θ p̂s + sin θq̂s, (S1)

Îsin = cos θq̂a + sin θ p̂a, (S2)

describing the quadrature operators in the symmetric (s) and antisymmetric (a) basis, associated
to the usual amplitude (p̂Ω) and phase (q̂Ω) operators by

p̂s =
p̂Ω + p̂−Ω√

2
, p̂a =

p̂Ω − p̂−Ω√
2

, (S3)

q̂s =
q̂Ω + q̂−Ω√

2
, q̂a =

q̂Ω − q̂−Ω√
2

, (S4)

where the frequency ±Ω is associated to the sideband modes of the intense mean field, considered
as a carrier at frequency ω.

Fig. S1. Mixture of the photocurrent with two electronic references of frequency Ω in quadra-
ture.

The coefficients of the covariance matrix can be retrieved from the power spectrum of the fields
and the expectation values of the cross products of the measured photocurrents. By ordering the
canonical commuting operators of signal and idler modes as

x̂j =
[

p̂(s)j , q̂(s)j , p̂(i)j , q̂(i)j

]T
, j = {s, a}, (S5)

one can write the covariance matrix as [2]

V =


 Vs C(s,a)

CT
(s,a) Va


 . (S6)

The main diagonal matrices are respectively related to purely symmetric and antisymmetric

correlations as Vs = 1
2

〈
xs · xT

s +
(
xs · xT

s

)T
〉

and Va = 1
2

〈
xa · xT

a +
(
xa · xT

a

)T
〉

. Explicitly, the
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matrices assume the form

Vs =




α(s) γ(s) µ ξ

γ(s) β(s) ζ ν

µ ζ α(i) γ(i)

ξ ν γ(i) β(i)




, (S7)

Va =




β(s) −γ(s) ν −ζ

−γ(s) α(s) −ξ µ

ν −ξ β(i) −γ(i)

−ζ µ −γ(i) α(i)




. (S8)

where the indexes (s) and (i) are respectively indicating signal and idler. Finally, the cross
correlation matrix is given by

C(s,a) =
〈

xs · xT
a

〉
=




δ(s) 0 κ −η

0 δ(s) −τ −λ

−λ η δ(i) 0

−τ κ 0 δ(i)




. (S9)

The power spectrum of the output of the analysis cavity, as a function of the cavity detuning, is
related to the covariance matrix coefficients as [1, 2]

S(∆, Ω) =
1
2

〈
Î2
cos

〉
+

1
2

〈
Î2
sin

〉

= cαα + cββ + cγγ + cδδ + ∆2v̂, (S10)

where vacuum term couples into the cavity by general losses, such as leak of the mirrors, and
is taken as ∆2v̂ = 1 − cα − cβ. The functions cα =

∣∣g+
∣∣2, cβ =

∣∣g−
∣∣2, cγ = 2Re{g∗+g−} and

cδ = 2Im{g∗+g−} are dependent on the cavity detuning (∆) and the analysis frequency (Ω). They
depend on the parameters of the individual cavities, which are completely modeled by the mirrors
reflectance (R(∆, Ω)), given by

g+(∆, Ω) =
(R(∆, Ω) + R(∆,−Ω))

2
, (S11)

g−(∆, Ω) =
i (R(∆, Ω)− R∗(∆,−Ω))

2
, (S12)

where

R(∆, Ω) =
r∗(∆)
|r(∆)| r

(
∆ +

Ω
∆AC

BW

)
. (S13)

The reflection coefficients, and as a consequence the g± functions, are experimentally determined
by the measurement of the depletion magnitude of the reflected field, named dip (d = |r(0)|2),
and the analysis cavity bandwidth (∆AC

BW). For high finesse cavities, the reflection coefficient is

r(∆) = −
√

d − 2i∆
1 − 2i∆

. (S14)

Hence, following the parameters of table S1 we can verify the accessibility of each parameter
according to the detuning of the cavities. The continuous measuring of the photocurrents while
the cavities sweep around the resonance peak allows us to measure all the power spectrum
coefficients, as they contribute differently to the function (S10) depending on the detuning of the
cavity. Figure S2 show the dependence of the functions cj, j = {α, β, γ, δ} with the detuning of
the analysis cavity.

2



Fig. S2. Behavior of the functions cj, j = {α, β, γ, δ} as a function of cavity detuning. We use
the parameters of the idler cavity in table S1 as inputs for equations (S11)–(S14). We also fixed
the analysis frequency at 20 MHz to match the results given in the main text. The bottom curve
shows the reflection curve of the analysis cavity.

As an example, consider an hypothetical state with amplitude and phase normalized noises
respectively given by ∆2 p̂ = 1 and ∆2q̂ = 2. The spectral power, equation (S10), is shown in
figure S3. The chosen cavity parameters are equivalent to the signal cavity, table S1. Note that as
we sweep the cavity, different terms of equation (S10) become relevant, as shown in figure S2.
The points referent to amplitude and phase fluctuations on the synchronous detection shown in
figure 2 of the main text follow the positions 5 (equivalent to 1) and 2 of the presented example as
an indication of the extracted information from the detection method.

Fig. S3. Spectral density of a thermal field with excess of phase noise. This power spectrum is
equivalent to the case where α = 1, β = 2, γ = δ = 0. The marked points in the graphic stand
to the following: 1) far from resonance the cavity does not interfere in the noise ellipse and
only amplitude fluctuations are measured. 2) At resonance with the demodulated sideband
(in this example 20 MHz) we have a full phase shift between amplitude and phase noise while
leaving the carrier field undisturbed. The small depletion in comparison to the peak 3 is due
to vacuum fluctuations disturbances. 3) This second π/2 phase-shift is due to the effect of
the cavity on the carrier, where now the vacuum only attenuates its the mean field and does
not disturb significantly the measured quadrature. 4) At resonance with the carrier, the noise
ellipse suffers a π phase-shift and the amplitude noise is again accessible. The dashed line
represents the shot noise level and s.n.u. stands for shot noise units.

The other parameters are retrieved from the covariance terms of the photocurrents:

Re
{〈

Î(s)Ω Î(i)−Ω

〉}
= cµµ + cνν + cκκ + cλλ

+ cξ ξ + cζ ζ + cηη + cττ, (S15)

Im
{〈

Î(s)Ω Î(i)−Ω

〉}
= −cηµ − cτν + cξκ + cζ λ

− cκξ − cλζ ++cµη + cντ, (S16)
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where g∗(s)+ g(i)+ = cµ + icη , g∗(s)− g(i)+ = cζ + icλ, g∗(s)− g(i)− = cν + icτ , and g∗(s)+ g(i)− = cξ + icκ . As in
the previous case, all the functions are related with the analysis cavities detuning relative to the
carrier mode and their optical parameters. Figures S4 and S5 shows the behavior of each function
as a function of the cavity detuning for the three different experimental acquisitions. That is,
with both analysis cavities sweeping through resonance simultaneously and for the permutation
of one cavity sweeping while the other is maintained fixed out of resonance (or, equivalently,
maintained exactly in resonance with the carrier). One should note that different terms become
more relevant depending on the experimental acquisition. We retrieve all the covariance matrix
parameters by imposing that the fitting parameters of equations (S15) and (S16) to the three
different configurations should be equal.

Fig. S4. Behavior of the functions cj, j = {µ, ν, κ, λ} as a function of cavity detuning for three
different situations. From left to right: synchronous sweeps of the analysis cavities, sweep of
the idler cavity while maintaining the signal cavity out of resonance and vice-versa, as indi-
cated in the bottom graphics. We use the parameters of the signal and idler cavities in table S1
as inputs for equations (S11)–(S14). Here, we also fixed the analysis frequency at 20 MHz to
match the results given in the main text.

Fig. S5. Same as figure S4, but for remaining functions cj, j = {ξ, ζ, η, τ}.

2. DETAILED EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The schematic setup of figure 1 of the main text can be divided in three main parts: the optical
pump preparation, the integrated OPO, and the detection scheme. Next, we will approach each
part individually.

A. Optical Pump Preparation

As described in the main text, we use a 1560 nm RIO ORIONTM diode laser followed by an
erbium-doped fiber amplifier as our light source. In order to clean the excessive noise present
in this optical beam, we introduce a filtering system, as shown in figure S6. The filter cavity
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Fig. S6. Near coherent optical pump generation scheme. A 1560 nm diode laser source is am-
plified by an erbium-doped fiber amplifier (EDFA) and sent to a bow-tie configuration filter
cavity. A quarter waveplate was introduced inside the cavity in order to slightly increase the
optical losses, which helped on the stabilization of the system. The cavity is locked to the laser
frequency with the Hänsch-Couillaud method using a proportional-integral system with the
constants KP and KI respective to the proportional and the integrator actuators. Current modu-
lations are fed back to the laser in order to mitigate undesired fluctuations. Further cleaning in
the cavity output is done with an acousto-optic modulator (AOM). The gain G and phase con-
trol ϕ necessary for the optimization of the feedback and feedforward systems are represented
along the electrical paths.

has an optical path of 4.9 m, equivalent to a free spectral range of ∆FSR = 61.2 MHz, a finesse
of F = 220.0 and a bandwidth of ∆BW = 278.5 kHz. The narrow bandwidth of the system
contributes to mitigating the excess noise of the sidebands around the central frequency. We lock
the cavity in resonance with the Hänsch-Couillaud method [3], where we feedback the PZT of
the moving mirror with a proportional-integral controller. Without additional actuation in our
pump, intensity fluctuations at the output of the cavity of the order of 20% of the optical power
were observed in frequencies of hundreds of kHz. Due to the active stabilization of our OPO,
low frequency fluctuations (distant from our measurement band) would jeopardize the OPO
stabilization on the range of Hz to kHz. Since our piezoelectric has a 24 kHz cutoff, we needed to
use other methods to mitigate such fluctuations. First, we used the Hänsch-Couillaud monitoring
signal to feedback the current of the laser, thus controlling the intrinsic phase jitter from the diode.
Since this was not sufficient to achieve a pump with low intensity fluctuations, we introduced
an acousto-optic modulator in a feed forward mechanism to mitigate the undesired fluctuations
to an order of 1% of the optical power. Figure S7 shows the effect of the combination of our
stabilization methods in our pump. The proportional and integration electronic signals fed to
the cavity PZT and the gain and phase parameters fed to the laser current and the AOM were
optimized monitoring this signal.

As a result, we obtained a stable low-noise pump field, where the filter cavity reduced the
optical noise by more than 30 dB for relevant powers. In figure S8 we show a prediction of the
optical pump density spectrum at 13 mW, which is the oscillation threshold of our OPO. This
measurement was made by coupling the filtered pump in the idler analysis cavity, after being
coupled to the bus waveguide of the chip. Note that the measurements were taken for highly
attenuated pump powers since our detection system is calibrated for the optical powers of signal
and idler, that is, hundreds of micro Watts. Although not coherent, the noise levels of the pump
state were drastically reduced while the filter cavity output remained stable. Contributing factors
to the pump excess of noise are attributed to remaining unfiltered fluctuations present on the
light source and the modulations coming from the AOM [4].

B. Chip Stabilization
Once we have the pump prepared, we need to stabilize the on-chip OPO in resonance, as schematic
shown in figure S9. Thermal drifts, that would eventually take the system out of resonance, were
mitigated with a temperature control that maintain the chip close to the room temperature (∼ 25
°C). This is done with a thermo-electric cooler located under the copper basis of the chip, which is
actively controlled with a PI system.

The Kerr effect distorts the transmission figure of the sweeping microcavity around resonance
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Fig. S7. Evolution of the output pump fluctuations with the actuation of the different stabi-
lization systems. Blue: the PZT alone, feed by the PI system, is unable to mitigate the strong
fluctuations. In this configuration we have a relative standard deviation (RSD) of 4.2% and
peak-to-peak fluctuations of up to 25% are observed. Orange: a good improvement is seen
from the feedback modulations in the laser current, with RSD = 1.6%. Green: A cleaner signal,
RSD = 0.7%, is obtained with the aid of the feed forward power control of the AOM.

Fig. S8. Filtered pump noise as a function of the analysis cavity detuning. The faded blue noise
is the experimental data corrected the 13 mW power and the black solid line is the noise ellipse
fitting of equation S10. The red line in 0 dB is the shot noise reference.

with a characteristic bistable signature [5]. Oscillation could be noticed by pump depletion,
leading to an additional dip due to the transfer of energy from the pump to other modes is
generated [6].

Stable signal and idler generation are achieved by actively maintaining the micro-cavity in reso-
nance with the laser using a dither-and-lock system acting on the micro-heater with a modulation
of 15 kHz. Without the locking system, mode hopping in the signal and idler frequencies was
observed, impairing the coupling with the analysis cavities.

A pictorial diagram of the fields of interest is presented in figure S10. Due to the great
difference between absolute values of the relevant frequencies, our representation is not on scale.
The frequencies in which the generation of signal and idler are possible are delimited by the
OPO bandwidth (200 MHz). In principle, signal and idler sidebands within this limit could be
investigated, however our detection bandwidth limits the analysis frequency Ω in 35 MHz around
the carrier fields, beyond which the signal to noise ratio is highly degraded. Specifically, we chose
the analysis frequency of 20 MHz, which is within the OPO bandwidth. This frequency is also
relatively far from the carrier frequency, where technical noise from the system is more significant.
At last, our demodulation chain bandwidth is of 300 kHz, which defines the acquisition rate of
the system. One should note that the four-mode states reconstructed in our experiment lie in the
Hilbert space expanded by the modes ωs − Ω, ωs + Ω, ωi − Ω and ωi + Ω.

C. Detection System
At last, the detection system is composed by individual analysis cavities used to scan the signal
and idler fields. Relevant parameters of the used resonators are given in table S1. The bandwidth
and the dip are directly related to the fitting procedures of the main text through equations (S10)–
(S16). As the access to different terms of the covariance matrix is dependent on the sweeping of
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Fig. S9. OPO stability system. We modulate the micro-heater at 15 kHz. The separated pump
photocurrent is sent to a lock-in system, added to the 15 kHz modulation, to keep the resonant
condition stable. The inset shows the separated pump response when a voltage ramp is sent to
the microresonator to sweep around resonance. The stability point where we lock the system is
indicated by the red dot.

Fig. S10. Frequency diagram ilustrating the central pump, signal and idler fields and their
upper and lower sidebands.

the analysis cavities (see figures S2, S4 and S5), the scanning velocity of the cavities used in the
experiment should also consider the cavity bandwidth, intrinsically connected to the finesse and
the FSR by F = ∆FSR/∆BW. Note that the mode matching of the beams to the cavity is given as a
mean value since environmental conditions induce variances in the cavities alignment while we
operate the system to perform a sequence of measurements.

We use balanced detection schemes to simultaneously access the standard quantum limit
and the noise of each beam reflected by the analysis cavities. This is possible by computing
the respective subtraction and sum of the balanced photocurrents. Let us demonstrate this by
considering simple scheme of figure S11, where the annihilation operator of the input quantum
state is given by a strong mean field (α = |α|eiϕ) added by quantum fluctuations (δâ). After the
50 : 50 splitting operation,

b̂1 =
1√
2
(α + δâ + δv̂) (S17)

b̂2 =
1√
2
(α + δâ − δv̂) (S18)

where b̂1 and b̂2 are corresponded to the two output arms of a beamsplitter and δv̂ refers to
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Table S1. Experimentally determined parameters of the analysis cavities

Parameter Signal Cavity Idler Cavity

Free Spectral Range 1.03 GHz 1.03 GHz

Bandwidth 3.56 MHz 4.74 MHz

Finesse 290 218

Dip 25.8% 13.4%

Mode Matching 97.5% 95.7%

Fig. S11. Balanced detection scheme. The input field â is equally divided in a beamsplitter and
directed to photodetectors. Vacuum fluctuations (δv̂) are accounted in the open beamsplitter
input. The output photocurrents are given in equations (S19) and (S20).

vacuum fluctuations. The intensity on each of the arms are then given by

Î1 =
1
2

(
|α|2 + |α|δx̂ϕ + |α|δv̂

)
(S19)

Î2 =
1
2

(
|α|2 + |α|δx̂ϕ − |α|δv̂

)
, (S20)

where we disregarded terms that are quadratic on the fluctuations. The field quadrature x̂ϕ =
δâe−iϕ + δâ†eiϕ is defined by the relative phase between the carrier and the sidebands ϕ, which
we can vary with the aid of our analysis cavities. Separating the mean field (DC signal) from the
fluctuations (AC signal), it is evident that the subtraction of the photocurrents will result in the
vacuum fluctuations amplified by the amplitude of the field, which defines the shot noise. On the
other hand, the sum carries the quadrature information, which can be directly compared to the
shot noise level.

Afterwards, each detected signal is sent to double demodulation, as described in section 1,
and acquired in an analog-to-digital conversion system, figure S12. We then digitally process the
different signals individually. Results for different measurements are shown in the main text.

Fig. S12. Detection setup scheme. After passing through the resonators, signal and idler under-
goes a balanced detection. The double demodulated photocurrents, see figure S1, are individu-
ally acquired by analog to digital converters and computationally analyzed.
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Since we have access to all signals, we could characterized and digitally match the gain of
the detector pairs of each balanced detection. After gain compensation, the expression for the
normalized noise, with correction for the electronic noise, attained by a balanced detection with
detectors labeled by 1 and 2 is given by

∆2 x̂ =
∆2
(

V(1)
HF + V(2)

HF

)
− ∆2e(1) − ∆2e(2)

∆2
(

V(1)
HF − V(2)

HF

)
− ∆2e(1) − ∆2e(2)

, (S21)

where V(n)
HF is the high-frequency component of the photocurrent converted by a built-in tran-

simpedance amplifier into a voltage signal, that if further demodulated (figure S1), and ∆2e(n)

is the electronic background noise intrinsic to the detection system. Thus we can obtain the
quadrature fluctuations ∆2 x̂ normalized to the shot noise level. This equation was used to present
the data shown in figure 2 (a) of the main text.

At last, it is straightforward to carry out the presented analysis in order to include the correla-
tions of different fields, as in presented in figure 2 (b) of main text. The noise present in the sum
and subtraction subspaces is then given by

∆2 x̂± =
1
2

(
∆2V(s+)

HF − ∆2e(s)

∆2V(s−)
HF − ∆2e(s)

+
∆2V(i+)

HF − ∆2e(i)

∆2V(i−)
HF − ∆2e(i)

)

±

〈
V(s+)

HF V(i+)
HF

〉

√(
∆2V(s−)

HF − ∆2e(s)
) (

∆2V(i−)
HF − ∆2e(i)

) , (S22)

where V(s± ,i±)
HF = V(s1,i1)

HF ± V(s2,i2)
HF , and e(s,i) = e(s1,i1) + e(s2,i2).

3. MEASUREMENT EXAMPLE

In this section we explicitly give the covariance matrix elements retrieved from the fittings shown
in figures 2 and 3 of the main text. This example is referent to the measurement with the optimum
squeezing level. Table S2 shows the terms obtained by the individual spectral densities shown in
figure 2 (a) of the main text. We determined the shown parameters by fitting equation (S10) to
our experimental data.

Table S2. Parameters determined by the power spectrum.

Parameter Related Correlations Mean Value Standard Deviation

α(s) ∆2 p̂(s)s = ∆2q̂(s)a 10.44 0.03

β(s) ∆2q̂(s)s = ∆2 p̂(s)a 12.51 0.09

γ(s)
〈

p̂(s)s q̂(s)s

〉
= −

〈
p̂(s)a q̂(s)a

〉
−1.36 0.05

δ(s)
〈

p̂(s)s p̂(s)a

〉
=
〈

q̂(s)s q̂(s)a

〉
−0.1 0.3

α(i) ∆2 p̂(i)s = ∆2q̂(i)a 11.04 0.04

β(i) ∆2q̂(i)s = ∆2 p̂(i)a 12.0 0.1

γ(i)
〈

p̂(i)s q̂(i)s
〉
= −

〈
p̂(i)a q̂(i)a

〉
−0.87 0.06

δ(i)
〈

p̂(i)s p̂(i)a
〉
=
〈

q̂(i)s q̂(i)a
〉

−0.7 0.3

Next, we present the remaining parameters, obtained by the fittings presented in figure 3 of
the main text, in table S3. The computational method adopted simultaneously fit the 8 presented
curves, retrieving the 15 of the 16 parameters necessary for the full reconstruction of the density
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Table S3. Parameters determined by the cross-correlation functions.

Parameter Related Correlations Mean Value Standard Deviation

µ
〈

p̂(s)s p̂(i)s
〉
=
〈

q̂(s)a q̂(i)a
〉

10.1 0.2

ν
〈

q̂(s)s q̂(i)s
〉
=
〈

p̂(s)a p̂(i)a
〉

0.57 0.09

κ
〈

p̂(s)s p̂(i)a
〉
=
〈

q̂(s)s q̂(i)a
〉

−0.50 0.06

λ −
〈

p̂(a)
s p̂(i)s

〉
= −

〈
q̂(a)
a q̂(i)s

〉
1.84 0.06

ξ
〈

p̂(s)s q̂(i)s
〉
= −

〈
q̂(s)a p̂(i)a

〉
−1.45 0.06

ζ
〈

q̂(s)s p̂(i)s
〉
=
〈

p̂(s)a q̂(i)a
〉

−0.74 0.06

η −
〈

p̂(s)s q̂(i)a
〉
=
〈

q̂(s)a p̂(i)s
〉

−0.66 0.02

τ −
〈

q̂(s)s p̂(i)a
〉
=
〈

p̂(s)a q̂(i)s
〉

−2.62 0.09

matrix. We note that the parameter µ, related to intensity correlations, was fixed by the raw
squeezing measurement, shown in figure 2 (b) of the main text.

The presented parameters completely define the covariance matrix presented in equations
(S6)–(S9). This procedure was done to reconstruct 22 different states, generated with different
pump powers. Once with the covariance matrices in hand, we computed their physicality and
purity, as described in the following section.

4. PHYSICALITY, PURITY AND ENTANGLEMENT CRITERION

The covariance matrix gives us a complete description of a Gaussian state, hence, such states are
vastly explored with the covariance matrix formalism [7]. First, we guaranteed the validity of
the reconstructed state, that is, if our tomography retrieved a physical state. For V to be a valid
representation of a physical density matrix, the uncertainty relation

V + iW ≥ 0, with W =
N⊕

i=1


 0 1

−1 0.


 (S23)

namely the Robertson-Schrödinger uncertainty relation, must be fulfilled. Alternatively, by
Williamson’s theorem [8], any n-mode Gaussian state can be represented in a diagonal form
undergoing a transformation

VD = SVST = Diag{ν1, ν1, ν2, ν2, . . . , νn, νn} (S24)

where S and ST are symplectic operations. The uncertainty relation of equation (S23) holds in this
representation since W is invariant under symplectic transformations. Therefore, the eigenvalues
of VD must respect the condition νj ≥ 1, j = {1, 2, . . . , n}. A practical way to determine the
symplectic eigenvalues is by diagonalizing the matrix (VW)2 whose eigenvalues are given by
(−ν2

j ), j = {1, 2, . . . , n} [9].
The purity of the state, that is, how close the system is to a pure state, is given by [10]

p =
1√

Det(V)
=

1
Πn

j=0ν2
j

. (S25)

A pure state is indicated by p = 1. This equation was used to calculate the points shown in figure
5 of the main text. There, one can see the degradation of the purity as the system quadratures
become uncorrelated. This can also be seen in the squeezing degradation and the increasing
phase noise sum, respectively shown in figures 3(c) and 3(d) of the main text.
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Finally, we analyzed an entanglement criterion for the reconstructed states. A Gaussian state
is separable if and only if there exists the covariance matrices VA and VB for the respective
subsystems A and B such that they respect the inequality [11]

V ≥ VA ⊕ VB. (S26)

Although general for Gaussian states, this criterion is not very useful in practice. Restricting the
number of degrees of freedom of the system, more applicable criteria can be used.

A practical approach is done by the analysis of the partial transposition of V with a method
known as positive partial transpose (PPT) criterion [12]. The partial transposition of a quantum
state of (m + n) modes with respect to the n partition is calculated as

Ṽ = TVT, (S27)

with

T = 12m ⊕ Σn, Σn =
n⊕

j=1
σz, (S28)

where 12m is the identity matrix in a 2m space σz is the Pauli-z matrix. That is, if the physicality
criterion is violated after partial transposition, the transposed subsystem is entangled with the rest
of the system. We verified the minimum symplectic eigenvalues for the different transpositions of
all reconstructed covariance matrices. The results are compiled in figure S13, where no evidence
of entanglement is present.

Fig. S13. PPT test for different transpositions for the reconstructed covariance matrices. The
dashed line indicating the value 1 represents the condition of physicality. None of the substates
are entangled since no minimum symplectic eigenvalue is below 1.

5. PHASE SELF-MODULATION

By taking a spectral matrix approximation [2], where we return to the two-mode approximation,
correlations between phase and amplitude quadratures are observed. This is equivalent to
distortions in the noise ellipse in the phase space, a predicted consequence in χ(3) systems
due to Kerr-effect phase modulations [13, 14]. We then perform a frame rotation to align the
quadratures with the main axis of the noise ellipse hoping to increase the observed correlations
[14]. Although relevant rotation angles were observed for all reconstructed states, figure S14, no
enhancement on the correlations were observed. In fact, we lose the non-classical characteristics of
our measurements when looking in this new aligned frame, figure S15 (b). We attribute this effect
to the contamination of excessive phase noise in the amplitude quadrature through cross-phase
modulation effect [14]. On the other hand, phase sum noise was drastically decreased, as shown
in figure S15 (b).
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Fig. S14. Rotation angles that independently aligns the axis of signal and idler noise ellipses.
All the measurements present appreciable angles, indicating the influence of phase modula-
tions in the dynamics of the system.

Fig. S15. Comparison of the amplitude subtraction (a) and phase sum (b) noises between the
original and rotated frames. The amplitude squeezing is completely lost in the new frame.
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