
Japanese Journal of Applied
Physics

     

RAPID COMMUNICATION • OPEN ACCESS

Low-loss polarization-maintaining optical router for
photonic quantum information processing
To cite this article: Pengfei Wang et al 2024 Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 63 040901

 

View the article online for updates and enhancements.

You may also like
Strict non-blocking four-port optical router
for mesh photonic network-on-chip
Yuhao Xia, Shanglin Yang, Jiaqi Niu et al.

-

Phase-modulated single-photon
nonreciprocal transport and directional
router in a waveguide–cavity–emitter
system beyond the chiral coupling
Xin Wang, Wen-Xing Yang, Ai-Xi Chen et
al.

-

Optimized 6x6 Optical Router for Three
Dimensional Optical Networks-on-Chip
Nathrao B. Jadhav and Bharat S.
Chaudhari

-

This content was downloaded from IP address 3.145.178.240 on 03/05/2024 at 20:23

https://doi.org/10.35848/1347-4065/ad3533
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1674-4926/43/9/092301
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1674-4926/43/9/092301
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2058-9565/ac4425
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2058-9565/ac4425
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2058-9565/ac4425
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/2058-9565/ac4425
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1742-6596/2325/1/012008
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1742-6596/2325/1/012008


Low-loss polarization-maintaining optical router for photonic quantum information
processing

Pengfei Wang1,2 , Soyoung Baek1, Keiichi Edamatsu1, and Fumihiro Kaneda1,3,4*

1Research Institute of Electrical Commnuication, Tohoku University, Sendai 980-8577, Japan
2Graduate School of Engineering, Tohoku Univeristy, Sendai 980-8579, Japan
3Graduate School of Science, Tohoku Univeristy, Sendai 980-8578, Japan
4Precursory Research for Embryonic Science and Technology (PRESTO), Japan Science and Technology Agency (JST), Kawaguchi 332-0012, Japan
*E-mail: fumihiro.kaneda.b6@tohoku.ac.jp

Received March 1, 2024; revised March 12, 2024; accepted March 17, 2024; published online April 1, 2024

In photonic quantum applications, optical routers are required to handle single photons with low loss, high speed, and preservation of their
quantum states. Single-photon routing with maintained polarization states is particularly important for utilizing them as qubits. Here, we
demonstrate a polarization-maintaining electro-optic router compatible with single photons. Our custom electro-optic modulator is embedded in a
configuration of a Mach–Zehnder interferometer, where each optical component achieves polarization-maintaining operation. We observe the
performance of the router with 2%–4% loss, 20 dB switching extinction ratio, 2.9 ns rise time, and >99% polarization process fidelity to an ideal
identity operation. © 2024 The Author(s). Published on behalf of The Japan Society of Applied Physics by IOP Publishing Ltd

Optical switching and optical routing are key technol-
ogies in modern optical communication networks as
well as photonic quantum information and commu-

nication applications. In photonic quantum applications, an
optical router is required to direct single photons into a desired
optical channel.1) Such a single-photon router is a fundamental
component of quantum channel multiplexers,2) all-optical
quantum memories,3,4) and quantum repeaters5,6) to realize
important applications including large-scale quantum com-
puting, long-distance quantum communication, and photonic
quantum-state synthesis.7)

Optical routers compatible with single photons need to meet
three essential requirements: first, they need to be operated
with low loss, since a lost single photon cannot be restored,
unlike classical states of light. The loss of single photons is a
significant source of error in photonic quantum computing.8)

The second requirement is the preservation of a single
photonʼs quantum state except for the spatial degree of
freedom. This is crucial for high-quality multi-photon
interference9) in photonic quantum gate operations.10) In
particular, the polarization-maintaining operation is important
since a single-photon polarization state is widely used as a
qubit. The third requirement is high-speed operation, necessary
for speeding up and scaling up general quantum applications.
Several experiments have demonstrated the routing of

single photons; however, they lack one or more of the above
requirements. For example, all-optical approaches using
nonlinear Kerr effect11–13) in an optical fiber cable have
achieved a ∼THz switching bandwidth, but with polarization
dependence and >20% loss. Single-photon switching based
on intra-cavity difference-frequency generation14) also has a
large loss due to unwanted frequency conversion and intra-
cavity loss. Routers based on electro-optic modulators
(EOM) with bulk optics4) and waveguide15) structures have
demonstrated low-loss (∼1%) and high-speed switching
(>10 GHz), respectively. However, individual electro-optic
(EO) crystals have intrinsic and electro-optical birefringence,
i.e. polarization dependence. A polarization-maintaining EO
router has been demonstrated by introducing additional

birefringence compensator crystals,16) which, however, can
also accompany loss and beam wavefront distortion de-
grading switching extinction ratio (SER).
In this work, we propose and experimentally demonstrate a

low-loss, polarization-maintaining EO router compatible with
single photons. Our scheme is based on the polarization-
maintaining operation of all optical components including
custom birefringence-compensated EO crystals. This enables
the construction of a router with a Mach–Zehnder interfe-
rometer (MZI) configuration without polarization compensa-
tors. Our experiment with classical laser pulses demonstrates
2%–4% loss, 20 dB SER, and >99% process fidelity in the
polarization degree of freedom. The measured routing rise
time is as fast as a standard bulk optic EOM (2.9 ns). The EO
Pockels effect employed in our experiment essentially does
not produce noise photons, as demonstrated in previous
quantum optics experiments.4,17–20) Therefore, our router is
expected to perform similarly for single-photon states having
similar spectral and spatial modes to the classical light pulses
used in our experiment. We expect that our demonstration is
an important step toward advanced polarization-encoded
photonic quantum information technologies that rely on
photon-polarization qubits and their entanglement.
Figure 1(a) illustrates our optical setup of the polarization-

maintaining router based on an MZI with an embedded
custom birefringence-compensated EOM. The EOM modu-
lates the phase difference between two interferometer arms
by applying an electric field to EO crystals, enabling us to
select an output optical path. The polarization-maintaining
routing is achieved by all constituent optical components
maintaining polarization states of light: Our EOM contains
two cross-axis aligned rubidium titanyl phosphate (RTP)
crystals (Crystal 1 and Crystal 2) with an applied electric field
along the crystallographic Z axis direction, as shown in
Fig. 1(b). This configuration resembles a thermally compen-
sated Pockels cell, i.e. an EO polarization switch, but our
EOM has the opposite polarity of an applied field to one EO
crystal compared to the one in a Pockels cell. The operation
of the EOM can be described by decomposing the phase shift
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of horizontal (H) and vertical (V ) polarizations that are
parallel or perpendicular to the crystallographic X and Y
directions. The phase shift fkj of the k (=H, V ) polarized
light given by Crystal j (=1, 2) can be calculated as21)
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where λ denotes the wavelength of the incident light; lj and dj
are the length and width of the RTP crystals; ny (nz) and r23
(r33) are the intrinsic refractive indices and EO coefficient for
crystallographic Y (Z) direction, respectively; Uj is the
voltage applied to the crystal. For identical applied fields to
the two crystals, i.e. U1/d1=U2/d2, one can achieve the same
phase shift fV1+ fV2= fH1+ fH2 for orthogonal polariza-
tion states. Thus, the static and EO birefringence of the two
crystals is compensated for each other, enabling a polariza-
tion-maintaining phase shift according to the applied electric
field. We note that our scheme is generally applicable to a
pair of identical EO crystals that is often fabricated for off-
the-shelf thermally compensated Pockels cells, and it applies
even if the crystals have different widths and/or lengths, as
long as the applied voltage to the crystals is calibrated
accordingly. The other optical components of the router
also preserve polarization states of light: in our squished
configuration of the MZI, all optics components are operated
with a nearly normal angle of incidence (AOI, 5°) to mitigate
the polarization dependence (on S- and P-polarizations) in

transmissivity, reflectivity, and phase shift.22,23) The inter-
ferometer arm without EOM is 16 mm longer than the other
to compensate for the intrinsic group delay (relative to air)
given by the EOM (l1= l2= 10 mm).
We constructed a polarization-maintaining router based on

the scheme described above, using optical components with
anti-reflection/high-reflection coatings optimized at the wave-
length of λ= 785 nm. In this proof-of-concept experiment, we
characterized our router via classical photodetection measure-
ments of optical pulses from a diode laser at 785 nm with a
bandwidth of 2 nm. The diode laser beam is coupled to a
single-mode optical fiber and then collimated by an aspheric
lens (with a focal length of 7.5 mm) so that an input optical
pulse to the router has a Gaussian spatial mode. Our measure-
ment predicts the router’s performance on single-photon states
having similar bandwidth and spatial mode to the classical laser
pulses since our router utilizes the EO effect which is
essentially independent of input optical power as shown in
Eqs. (1), (2) and produces no noise photons, as has been
demonstrated in many quantum optics experiments.4,17–20) A
set of a polarizer (POL), a half-wave plate (HWP), and a
quarter-wave plate (QWP) is used to prepare an arbitrary input
polarization state. The router is operated at a 10 kHz repetition
rate, which is limited by our high-voltage EOM driver; we
expect that a>1MHz repetition rate is available with our EOM
that is compatible with off-the-shelf high-voltage drivers
designed for standard Pockels cells (used for polarization
switching).4,16) Our MZI is stable for several minutes which
is limited by the environmental disturbance. Nevertheless, the
stability can be improved by miniaturizing the setup and/or
utilizing matured active phase stabilization techniques to be
applied for advanced quantum optics experiments. In our
experiment performed at the low repetition rate (10 kHz), the
phase variation due to the temperature instability of the EOM is
not observed. The temperature instability of the EOM that
may occur at a higher repetition rate can be solved by active

(a)

(b)

Fig. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of our polarization-maintaining electro-optic (EO) router. POL, polarizer; HWP, half-wave plate; QWP, quarter-wave plate;
BS, non polarizing beam splitter. Pin, P1, and P2 denote optical power at the input port and the output ports 1 and 2. (b) Polarization-maintaining EOM. Two
rubidium titanyl phosphate (RTP) crystals with orthogonally oriented crystallographic axes are placed in series. Electric fields following the crystallographic Z
axes are applied to two crystals. The birefringence of the two crystals is compensated for each other, enabling an identical phase shift to arbitrary input
polarization states. An angle of incidence to the other optics component is nearly normal (∼5°), so they are operated independently of polarization.
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temperature stabilization techniques such as thermoelectric and
water-cooling methods. A thermal compensation configuration
can also be constructed by placing a polarization-maintaining
EOM on each arm of the MZI and applying opposite voltages
to them. This push-pull operation also reduces the necessary
voltage for switching an output port by half.
We measured optical power at the input port (Pin) and the

output ports 1 and 2 (P1 and P2) for different input polarization
states and the applied voltage (U=U1=U2) to the EOM.
Figure 2 shows the normalized output optical power (P1/Pin

and P2/Pin) versus U. The output power for horizontal (H),
diagonal (D), and right-circular (R) polarized light changes
according to the applied voltage, demonstrating the full
tunability of the splitting ratio between output ports 1 and 2.
We observed high interference visibility (98%) without spatial
filtering. This indicates that the spatial mode of the input light
is highly preserved in the router constructed by a minimum
number of optics. With the measured input and output optical
powers we also evaluated the SER and loss, as shown in
Table I. The loss and SER for the output port 1 are obtained by
1− P1/Pin and P1/P2 for U1=U2= 1.0 kV. Those for the
output port 2 are obtained similarly for U1=U2= 0 kV. Here,
the loss at each output port includes the insertion loss
(1− P1/Pin− P2/Pin) and the leakage to undesired output
port (e.g. P2/Pin for the loss at the output port 1) caused by

imperfect interference visibility (98%). For four input polar-
ization states, the router has a loss of 2%–4% and a SER of
20 dB. The slight difference in SER and loss for the output
ports 1 and 2 are caused by the imbalanced transmission and
reflection (49% versus 51%) of the beam splitters.
To characterize the router’s polarization-maintaining cap-

ability, we performed quantum process tomography24) of the
routing process, which determines the (unwanted) operation
of the router applied to an input polarization density matrix
ρin. The polarization process of the router is decomposed into
the Pauli basis σi, (i= I, X, Y, Z) and characterized as a
process matrix χ, where the matrix elements χij are given by:

år c s r s= , 3
i j

ij i jout
,

in ( )†

where the ρout denotes the output polarization density matrix.
We employed the maximum likelihood method25) to recon-
struct the experimental process matrix χe by the measurement
of output polarization states (via quantum state tomography)
for six input eigenstates (H, V, D, A, R and L polarization
states) of the three Pauli operators. Figure 3 shows the
reconstructed process matrix χe for two output ports. The
operation of the router is close to an ideal process matrix χi:
χII= 1 and other elements are 0, with the fidelity

c c c=F Tr e i e
2[ ( )] of 0.9948(9) and 0.9955(17) for

the output ports 1 and 2, respectively (the uncertainties are
obtained by the standard deviations of ten independent
tomographic measurement datasets). Thus, the router demon-
strates the capability of directing input light to an arbitrary
output port with highly maintaining its polarization state.
Note that in the output port 2 the phase of the horizontal
polarization is shifted by π relative to the vertical polarization
because of the odd number of reflections; the phase shift can
be easily corrected by an additional mirror reflection. In our
experiment, we used the inverted coordinate of the horizontal
polarization at the output port 2, to estimate χe.
Finally, we characterized the routing rise/fall time (10%–

90% of signal intensity transition time) of our router using a
fast Si photodetector (rise/fall time <0.5 ns) placed at the
output port 1. Figure 4 shows the measured output power as a
function of time with the EOM applied a half-wave voltage
for 100 ns. We observed a rise time of 2.9 ns, which is as fast
as a standard Pockels cell. The fall time from 90% to 20% is
2.2 ns, whereas 15.6 ns from 90% to 10% is not as fast as the
rise time. This may be due to the slow recovery process in
our high-voltage driver.
Table II shows the performance of our router in comparison

with previous works.16,26,27) Our router has outperformed in
loss, SER, and polarization process fidelity. Moreover, our
router has possible improvements with feasible existing

Fig. 2. Measured output power versus applied voltage to the EOM for
horizontal (H, circles), diagonal (D, triangles), and right-circular (R, squares)
input polarization states. The blank and solid symbols respectively show the
measured power at the output ports 1 and 2; for example, the result with
horizontal input and the output port 1 (H1) is shown as blank circles. The
solid and dashed lines are the best sinusoidal fits of the experimental data.
The error bar indicates the standard deviation of 100 independent measure-
ments.

(a) (b)

Fig. 3. Reconstructed process matrix χe in Pauli basis for (a) the output port 1 and (b) the output ports 2. The process fidelities to the ideal operation (χII = 1
and other elements are zero) are 0.9948(9) and 0.9955(17) for the output ports 1 and 2, respectively.
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technologies. The absorption loss in the EOM (∼2%) can be
mitigated at a longer wavelength; for example, at a telecom-
munication band, EOM with RTP crystals has less than 1%
insertion loss.4) The ∼20 dB SER is currently limited by the
imperfect (98%) interference visibility, which also introduces
∼1% loss at the desired output port. This may be improved by
high-precision, high-stability optics and mechanical compo-
nents. Although we used optical pulses with a 2 nm bandwidth
for characterizing the performance of our router, the accep-
tance bandwidth for <1% degradation of the interference
visibility is estimated to be 30 nm, with the group velocity
dispersion (302 fs2 mm−1) of the RTP crystals taken into
account.28) The EOM is compatible with a high-repetition-rate
(>1MHz) driver designed for thermally compensated
Pockels cells. The repetition rate can also be improved by
using multiple pieces of our custom EOMs in the MZI. With
the feasible improvement outlined above, the low-loss,
high-speed routing of single-photon polarization qubits is
possible for scaling up future photonic quantum information
processing.
In conclusion, we have experimentally demonstrated a low-

loss and polarization-maintaining EO router applicable to
photonic quantum information experiments with a 2%–4%
loss, a 20 dB SER, a 2.9 ns rise time, and a >99% polarization

process fidelity. The performance is achieved by the polariza-
tion-maintaining operation of all constituent optical components
including our custom EOM without polarization compensator
optics. After the feasible improvements, our router can be
immediately applicable to all-optical storage of photons for
high-efficiency synthesis and measurement of polarization-
encoded photonic quantum states.29–32) Also, the splitting ratio
of the router is fully tunable, enabling the usage of universal
quantum gates in quantum computing10,33) and quantum
metrology.34) We anticipate that our demonstrated scheme
will be an important building block in a wide range of photonic
quantum information technologies.

Acknowledgments This work is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Nos. JP21K18902 and JP22H01965, MEXT Quantum Leap Flagship Program
(MEXT Q-LEAP) Grant No. JPMXS0118067581, and JST PRESTO
(JPMJPR2106).

ORCID iDs Pengfei Wang https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
Fumihiro Kaneda https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0228-4708

1) S. Wengerowsky, S. Joshi, F. Steinlechner, H. Hübel, and R. Ursin, Nature
564, 225 (2018).

2) Y. Lee, E. Bersin, A. Dahlberg, S. Wehner, and D. Englund, Npj Quantum
Inf. 8, 75 (2022).

(a) (b)

Fig. 4. (a) Measured switching response of our router. The operation period is 100 ns. (b) The rising edge of the switching window. The observed rise time
(10%–90% of signal intensity transition time) is 2.9 ns.

Table II. Comparison of performances of polarization-maintaining routers. In Ref. 16, the loss includes fiber coupling loss, and the polarization state fidelity
for an arbitrary polarization state, instead of process fidelity, is demonstrated.

References Loss (%) SER Repetition Rise time (ns) Process
(dB) rate (MHz) fidelity (%)

(16) 75 16 2.5 5.6 98
(26) 10 14.8 0.6 6 94.7
(27) 86.7 & 83.8 19.21 103 10 —

This work 2–4 20 10−2 2.9 >99

Possible improvements <1 >20 >1 2.9 >99

Table I. Measured SER and loss for both output ports with H, V, D, R input polarization states.

Input polarization H V D R

Switching extinction ratio (dB) Output port 1 19.9(1) 19.8(1) 19.4(1) 19.9(1)
Output port 2 20.5(2) 20.5(3) 20.0(1) 20.5(1)

Insertion loss (%) 1.9(2) 1.4(4) 1.9(3) 1.3(3)

Loss (%) Output port 1 2.74(4) 2.12(4) 3.01(10) 2.10(5)
Output port 2 2.90(10) 2.92(12) 3.68(9) 2.90(8)

040901-4
© 2024 The Author(s). Published on behalf of

The Japan Society of Applied Physics by IOP Publishing Ltd

Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 63, 040901 (2024) P. Wang et al.

https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
https://orcid.org/0009-0008-8675-7800
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0228-4708
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0228-4708
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0228-4708
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0766-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0766-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-022-00582-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-022-00582-8


3) F. Kaneda, B. Christensen, J. Wong, H. Park, K. McCusker, and
P. G. Kwiat, Optica 2, 1010 (2015).

4) F. Kaneda and P. G. Kwiat, Sci. Adv. 5, eaaw8586 (2019).
5) H.-J. Briegel, W. Dür, J. I. Cirac, and P. Zoller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5932

(1998).
6) N. Sangouard, C. Simon, H. Riedmatten, and N. Gisin, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83,

33 (2011).
7) K. T. McCusker and P. G. Kwiat, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 163602 (2009).
8) J. L. O’Brien, Science 318, 1567 (2007).
9) C. K. Hong, Z. Y. Ou, and L. Mandel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2044 (1987).
10) E. Knill, R. Laflamme, and G. J. Milburn, Nature 409, 46 (2001).
11) M. A. Hall, J. B. Altepeter, and P. Kumar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 053901 (2011).
12) C. Kupchak, J. Erskine, D. England, and B. Sussman, Opt. Lett. 44, 1427

(2019).
13) D. England, F. Bouchard, K. Fenwick, K. Bonsma-Fisher, Y. Zhang,

P. J. Bustard, and B. J. Sussman, Appl. Phys. Lett. 119, 160501 (2021).
14) K. T. McCusker, Y. Huang, A. S. Kowligy, and P. Kumar, Phys. Rev. Lett.

110, 240403 (2013).
15) V. Švarc, M. Nováková, G. Mazin, and M. Ježek, Opt. Lett. 44, 5844

(2019).
16) X. Ma, S. Zotter, N. Tetik, A. Qarry, T. Jennewein, and A. Zeilinger, Opt.

Express 19, 22723 (2011).
17) H. Wang et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 250503 (2019).
18) E. Meyer-Scott, N. Prasannan, I. Dhand, C. Eigner, V. Quiring,

S. Barkhofen, B. Brecht, M. B. Plenio, and C. Silberhorn, Phys. Rev. Lett.
129, 150501 (2022).

19) L. S. Madsen et al., Nature 606, 75 (2022).

20) J. Yoshikawa, K. Makino, S. Kurata, P. Loock, and A. Furusawa, Phys. Rev.
X 3, 041028 (2013).

21) Y. Yariv and P. Yeh, Photonics: Optical Electronics in Modern
Communication (The Oxford Series in Electrical and Computer
Engineering) (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006) 6th ed., p. 406.

22) A. Petrova-Mayor and S. Gimbal, Am. J. Phys. 83, 935 (2015).
23) A. Petrova-Mayor and S. Knudsen, Appl. Opt. 56, 4513 (2017).
24) I. L. Chuang and M. A. Nielsen, J. Mod. Opt. 44, 2455 (1997).
25) D. F. V. James, P. G. Kwiat, W. J. Munro, and A. G. White, Phys. Rev. A

64, 052312 (2001).
26) J. Tang, Z. Hou, Q. Xu, G. Xiang, C. Li, and G. Guo, Phys. Rev. Appl. 12,

064058 (2019).
27) A. Alarcón, P. González, J. Cariñe, G. Lima, and G. Xavier, Opt. Express

28, 33731 (2020).
28) J. J. Carvajal, P. Segonds, A. Peña, J. Zaccaro, B. Boulanger, F. Díaz, and

M. Aguiló, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 19, 116214 (2007).
29) A. L. Migdall, D. Branning, and S. Castelletto, Phys. Rev. A 66, 053805

(2002).
30) T. B. Pittman, B. C. Jacobs, and J. D. Franson, Phys. Rev. A 66, 042303

(2002).
31) J. Pan, Z. Chen, C. Lu, H. Weinfurter, A. Zeilinger, and M. Żukowski, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 84, 777 (2012).
32) Z. Hou, J. Tang, C. Huang, Y. Huang, G. Xiang, C. Li, and G. Guo, Phys.

Rev. Appl. 19, L011002 (2023).
33) R. Raussendorf and H. J. Briegel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 5188 (2001).
34) B. L. Higgins, D. W. Berry, S. D. Bartlett, H. M. Wiseman, and G. J. Pryde,

Nature 450, 393 (2007).

040901-5
© 2024 The Author(s). Published on behalf of

The Japan Society of Applied Physics by IOP Publishing Ltd

Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 63, 040901 (2024) P. Wang et al.

https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.2.001010
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aaw8586
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.5932
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.5932
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.33
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.33
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.163602
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1142892
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.59.2044
https://doi.org/10.1038/35051009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.053901
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.001427
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.001427
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0065222
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.240403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.240403
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.005844
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.44.005844
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.19.022723
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.19.022723
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.250503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.150501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.150501
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04725-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.3.041028
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.4929969
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.56.004513
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500349708231894
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.052312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.052312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.12.064058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.12.064058
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.408637
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.408637
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/19/11/116214
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.053805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.053805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.042303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.66.042303
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.777
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.777
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.19.L011002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.19.L011002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.5188
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06257

	Acknowledgments
	A2



