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We report an observation of the second-order correlation between twin beams generated by amplified sponta-
neous parametric down-conversion operating above threshold with kilowatt-level peak power, from a periodi-
cally poled LiTaO3 crystal via a single-pass scheme. Photocurrent correlation was measured because of the bright
photon streams, with raw visibility of 37.9% or 97.3% after electronic filtering. As expected in our theory, this
correlation is robust and insensitive to parametric gain and detection loss, enabling important applications in
optical communications, precision measurement, and nonlocal imaging.
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The second-order correlation of light was first detected
from the light generated by classical thermal radiation
on star surfaces[1]. Since then, this correlation has been
a long-lasting interest and serves as the heart of modern
quantum optics because it was recognized as a new “non-
local” optical coherence effect involving optical fields at
two different space–time points[2]. Later, the research
was extended to investigate the characteristic of nonclass-
ical light, especially entangled photon pairs generated
by spontaneous parametric down-conversion (SPDC).
The surprising correlation features, which can only be
interpreted by quantum mechanics without classical
equivalence[3–8], have led to many promising applications
in various photonic quantum technologies[9–14].
However, this second-order correlation may not be lim-

ited to the single-photon level, as the inherent correlation
of the photon pairs should still exist when the amplifica-
tion occurs and the gain scales up in the parametric proc-
ess. From the application point of view, there is strong
motivation to investigate the correlation between twin
beams in the high-gain regime because of the fragility
of single photons and the relatively poor performance of
the electro-optical devices working at the single-photon
level. To date, however, the second-order correlation in
such a gain regime has not been studied in detail[15–22].
The nonclassical features in a high-gain parametric

process can only be demonstrated by the complicated
quadrature measurements[23–27], which are highly sensitive
to the gain level and photon loss, and thus much less
robust compared to the correlation measurement.

In this Letter, we report an observation of the second-
order correlation between twin beams generated by an
amplified SPDC (ASPDC) process. In our experiment,
the parametric down-conversion is spontaneously gener-
ated and then amplified in the same periodically poled
LiTaO3 (PPLT) crystal to a macroscopic power level,
with high conversion efficiency under a single-pass quasi-
phase-matched scheme, while the correlated features of
the twin beams are well preserved. We detect 37.9% vis-
ibility from the direct correlation measurement by using
well-matched narrowband filters, which is close to the
50% visibility predicted by theory. The visibility can be
further enhanced to 100% with electronic filtering on
the photon current. In particular, the second-order corre-
lation between high-efficiency and high-gain twin beams
above the parametric threshold is observed with tradi-
tional linear response detectors placed at two different
space–time points. Moreover, this correlation is robust
and does not depend on the parametric gain and detection
loss. Such robust correlation of ASPDC may have impor-
tant applications in broad areas of quantum information
and quantum optics.
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ASPDC can be viewed as a nonlinear optical analogy of
the amplified spontaneous emission (ASE) process in laser
gain media[28–30]. Similar to ASE, ASPDC can take place
above the threshold in high-gain nonlinear media, and
the conversion efficiency is much higher than SPDC.
On the other hand, ASPDC differs from ASE as a sec-
ond-order nonlinear optical process, where the signal
and idler photons are intrinsically correlated.
Considering a plane-wave pump light illuminating a

nonlinear crystal, we can write the single-mode operator
of the parametric down-conversion as[31]

Û ¼ exp
�
χ

Z
dωsdωiδðωs þωi −ωpÞâ†sðωsÞâ†i ðωiÞ−H:c:

�
;

(1)

where χ is the gain parameter. Here, for simplicity, consid-
ering that the bandwidth of the filters at the detectors
in our experiment is much narrower than the phase-
matching bandwidth, we have neglected the phase-
matching spectrum function. The state generated from
ASPDC can be calculated by performing the operator
on the vacuum state[32],

jψi ¼ Û j0i ¼ 1
cosh jχj

X∞
n

1
n!

½eiϕ tanh jχj

×
Z

dωsdωiδðωs þ ωi − ωpÞâ†sðωsÞâ†i ðωiÞ�nj0i; (2)

where eiϕ ¼ χ∕jχj. In the spontaneous case, jχj ≪ 1, only
the first-order expansion dominates, and Eq. (2) presents
an SPDC two-photon state. On the other hand, when
jχj ≫ 1, all of the expansions need to be considered, so
the terms with large n dominate. In this case, the output
state of Eq. (2) becomes a complicated multi-photon state,
with all the possible superpositions of the two n-photon
states. Despite its complexity, the ASPDC state still re-
serves similar features as the SPDC state, with an even
total photon number. Moreover, the δ function ensures
the frequency correlation between each pair of signal
and idler photons when they are generated from the same
pump photon. Because of the high parametric gain, each
frequency mode may have a high photon occupation num-
ber. Similar to the case of SPDC, this frequency correla-
tion can be characterized by the second-order correlation
measurement at different space–time points ð r!1; t1Þ and
ð r!2; t2Þ, respectively.
The second-order correlation function is given by

Gð2Þ
1;2ðt1; t2Þ ¼ hψ jÊ†

1ðt1ÞÊ†
2ðt2ÞÊ2ðt2ÞÊ1ðt1Þjψi; (3)

where ÊkðtÞ (k ¼ 1; 2) represent the electric field operators
at the two detectors D1 and D2 in the signal and idler
modes, respectively, expressed as

ÊkðtÞ ¼
1������
2π

p
Z

dωf kðωÞâkðωÞe−iωt ; (4)

with f kðωÞ denoting the transmission spectrum functions of
the filters. In our experiment, the normalized transmission
spectrum function can be described as f 1ðωÞ ¼
ðΔω∕πÞ1∕2∕½Δωþ iðω− ΩsÞ� and f 2ðωÞ ¼ ðΔω∕πÞ1∕2∕
½Δωþ iðω− ΩiÞ�, where Δω is the filter bandwidth, and
Ωs, Ωi are the central frequencies satisfying Ωs þ Ωi ¼ ωp.

In the practical case, however, the coherence time of the
ASPDC beam is on the order of picoseconds, which is
smaller than that of the fast detectors. Therefore, the re-
sponse time may play an important role in the measured
correlation. The measured second-order correlation Rð2Þ

1;2
can be calculated by averaging over detection response
time TR, and, by defining τ ¼ t2 − t1, we obtain the mea-
sured normalized correlation function as

γð2ÞðτÞ ¼ Rð2Þ
1;2

RsRi

¼
8<
:

1þ 2e−Δωjτj½coshðΔωTRÞ−1�
tanh2jχjΔω2T 2

R
; jτj ≥ TR;

1þ 2½ðTR−jτjÞΔωþe−ΔωTR coshðΔωτÞ−e−Δωjτj �
tanh2jχjΔω2T 2

R
; jτj < TR;

(5)

where Rk (k ¼ 1; 2) are the measured first-order correla-

tion function of Gð1Þ
k ¼ hψ jÊ†

kðtkÞÊkðtkÞjψi, written as

Rk ¼
1
TR

Z
tþTR

t
Gð1Þ

k dt ¼ sinh2jχj: (6)

Then, the visibility can be calculated as

V ¼ γð2Þð0Þ− γð2Þð∞Þ
γð2Þð0Þ

¼ 2ðTRΔωþ e−ΔωTR − 1Þ
tanh2jχjΔω2T 2

R þ 2ðTRΔωþ e−ΔωTR − 1Þ : (7)

For the ideal case of TR ¼ 0, we arrive at the ideal
second-order correlation function,

γð2ÞðτÞ ¼ 1þ tanh−2jχje−Δωjτj; (8)

with the visibility calculated as V ≈ 1∕ð1þ tanh2jχjÞ.
Hence, in the low-gain extreme, namely, the SPDC, we
have V ≈ 1, while for the ASPDC with a high gain,
the visibility decreases, and, when jχj → ∞, we have
gð2Þð0Þ ≈ 2, with the visibility approaching 50%. The shape
of the correlation is determined by the modulus square
of the Fourier transformation of the filtering spectrum
f 2ðωiÞf 1ðωp − ωiÞ.

It should be noted that although the normalized second-
order correlation for thermal light γð2Þthermalð0Þ also equals
two, the correlation of ASPDC is totally different from
that of thermal light, as it originates from a two-party
twin beam. As shown in Fig. 1, the correlation of thermal
light actually arises from the same frequency mode of the
same thermal light source and can only be detected at two
different space–time points with artificial separation using
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a beam splitter. For the case of ASPDC, however, the cor-
relation feature is attributed to the inherent correlation
between the signal and idler beams, because temporal cor-
relation is a direct representation of the twin-beam corre-
lation in the frequency domain.
For the nonideal case of TR ≠ 0, the visibility decreases,

and, when ΔωTR → ∞, the visibility approaches zero.
Hence, the detector response time TR needs to be compa-
rable to the coherence time of the twin beam for the tem-
poral correlation measurement. To achieve this condition,
in the following experiment, we use a pair of “matched”
narrowband fiber Fabry–Perot cavities (FFPCs) to filter
out two portions of signal and idler beams, respectively.
In Fig. 2, we plot the simulated results for the visibility

against the gain by utilizing the experiment parameters
of Δω ¼ 2π × 1.1GHz, TR ¼ 30 ps, which shows that the
visibility approaches 48.30%, which is lower than 50% due
to the nonzero TR. For our source in the following experi-
ment, jχj varies from 25.2 around threshold to 27.6 at the
maximum power level, as marked in Fig. 2, with almost no
visibility change. As a result, the second-order correlation
of the twin beams from the ASPDC process is robust to
the gain change.

The schematic of our experiment setup is shown in
Fig. 3. We use a 4-cm-long PPLT crystal to realize a
high-gain ASPDC process. Since PPLT provides a large
effective nonlinear coefficient and high damage threshold,
ASPDC can be achieved above threshold without a
cavity. With a poling period of 7.9 μm, the quasi-phase-
matching condition of a nondegenerate parametric process
can be achieved at 280°C for 532 nmðpÞ → 810 nmðsÞ þ
1550 nmðiÞ. In order to eliminate any feedback caused
by Fresnel reflection, both end-facets of the PPLT crystal
are anti-reflection coated for the pump, signal, and idler
wavelengths, and the output face is a 1° wedged cut.

The 532 nm pump source is a single-longitudinal-
mode frequency-doubled yttrium-aluminum-garnet laser
(Powerlite, Continuum), with pulse duration of 5 ns and
a repetition rate of 10 Hz. The pump beam is first focused
onto a small pinhole for selecting the transverse electro-
magnetic (TEM00) mode and then focused onto the PPLT
crystal with a beam size of 80 μm. ASPDC occurs with a
threshold of about 69 μJ pump pulse energy, and the mea-
sured results can be seen from the output versus pump en-
ergy relation in Fig. 4. It shows that for a pump pulse
energy of 178 μJ, a maximum output of 35 μJ is achieved,
corresponding to a conversion efficiency of 19.7%, or a
slope efficiency of 31.5%.

The bandwidth of ASPDC is measured to be ∼2π ×
502GHz by an optical spectrum analyzer. In such a broad-
band case, two FFPCs centered at the signal and idler
wavelengths are used to narrow their bandwidths for the
correlation measurement. The FFPC used at the signal
path has a 2π × 480GHz free spectral range (FSR) and
2π × 2.14GHz bandwidth, while the FFPC used at the

(a) (b)

Fig. 1. Comparison of the second-order correlation of thermal
light and ASPDC. (a) Thermal light correlation. The thermal
light ET is mixed with vacuum field EV at a beam splitter.
Therefore, the light fields E1 and E2 are from the same source

even though Gð2Þ
1;2 is measured at different space–time points.

Gð2Þ
1;2 can be expressed as Gð2Þ

1;2 ¼ Gð2Þ
Cor þGð1Þ

1 Gð1Þ
2 , where the cor-

related term Gð2Þ
Cor comes from the same frequency components in

the two split beams, and the background term Gð1Þ
1 Gð1Þ

2 comes
from different frequency components in the two split beams.
(b) ASPDC correlation. The temporal correlation can be mea-
sured directly between the signal and idler beams, where the cor-

related term Gð2Þ
Cor comes from signal frequency mode ωs and its

inherently correlated counterpart in idler mode ωi ¼ ωp − ωs,

while the background term Gð1Þ
1 Gð1Þ

2 comes from the random
combination with ω0

s and ω0
i ≠ ωp − ω0

s.

Fig. 2. Simulated visibility as a function of gain parameter.
The visibility drops from one to about 48.3%, as the parametric
process transforms from SPDC to ASPDC. The two vertical bars
mark the range of the gain level achieved in our experiment,
where the visibility can be considered as constant.

Fig. 3. Schematic of experiment setup. BS, beam splitter; DM,
dichromatic mirror; IF, interference filter; FFPC, fiber Fabry–
Perot cavity; FPC, fiber polarization controller; FBG, fiber
Bragg grating; Ai and Bi , fiber connectors; VOA, variable opti-
cal attenuator; HPF, 600 MHz high-pass RF filter (removable).
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idler path has a 2π × 42GHz FSR and 2π × 2.2GHz
bandwidth, respectively. In order to select only the
single-transmission peak of the FFPCs, we used cascaded
band-pass filters with bandwidths smaller than the FSR of
the corresponding FFPCs. For the signal beam, the band-
pass filter consists of a reflective fiber Bragg grating
(FBG) (Rmore than 99.9%) with 2π × 40GHz bandwidth
and a 50:50 fiber coupler, while for the idler beam, the
band-pass filter consists of an FBG with 2π × 12GHz
bandwidth and a circulator. For frequency-matching
and stabilization, all the FFPCs and FBGs are individu-
ally temperature-controlled within accuracies of 0.01°C
and 0.1°C, respectively. In order to match the center fre-
quency of FFPC2 with those of FFPC1 and pump pre-
cisely according to the energy conservation, a difference
frequency generation (DFG) process with ωp and Ωs is
used to generate reference light at Ωi to stabilize FFPC2.
This DFG process happens in an auxiliary identical PPLT
crystal with the same poling period when the fiber connec-
tors A1 and B2 are connected to A0

2 and B0
1, respectively

(shown as the dash lines in Fig. 3). Then, the output idler
beam from the DFG process is sent through FFPC2. By
adjusting the temperature of FFPC2, maximum transmis-
sion of the idler can be achieved, indicating that FFPC1
and FFPC2 are well matched. Finally, the signal and idler
beams are separately detected by GaAs and InGaAs de-
tectors (EOT, ET-4000F and ET-3500F) with less than
30 ps response time, and the system has been well set
up for the correlation measurement.
For the correlation measurement, we connect fiber con-

nectors A1 and B2 to A2 and B1, respectively. A 30 GHz
oscilloscope (WaveMaster 830Zi-A, LeCroy) is used to
sample and record the photocurrents of the signal and id-
ler beams during the correlation measurement. At pump
energy of 164 μJ, the total output energy and peak power
of the ASPDC light are 30 μJ and 7.5 kW, respectively.
The pulse energies of the signal and idler are measured
to be 5.9 nJ and 11 nJ after the spectral filtering, corre-
sponding to the peak powers of 1.48W and 2.75W, respec-
tively. Under this condition, we measure the second-order
correlation using a pulse train consisting of 100 pulses, as
well as the background coming from the same 100 pulses
but in random order. The waveforms of the signal and id-
ler beams in the pulse train are recorded, and the second-

order correlation function Rð2Þ is calculated by averaging
the product of the photocurrents with different relative
delay τ, as shown in Fig. 5(a). Both the correlation and
background measurements show an envelope with an
FWHM of about 4.5 ns, and this is from the contribution
of the pulse profile convolution of the signal and idler
beams. However, around the zero time-delay point, a
sharp peak is observed in the correlation measurement,
which is shown in detail by the normalized correlation
in Fig. 5(b). The maximum γð2Þ of 1.43 is achieved, which
corresponds to a visibility of 37.9%, and the curve is fitted
by an exponential decay function with FWHM of 78 ps.
This result agrees well with a theoretical value of 101 ps
calculated according to Eq. (5) and Fig. 2. We also study
the visibility dependence on pump power and optical loss.
The results in Fig. 5(c) show that the visibility almost
stays constant in both conditions, which indicates that
the correlation between the signal and idler beams is ro-
bust to gain change and optical loss. In all of the measure-
ments, the visibility is lower than the theoretical value of
about 50%, which may be mainly caused by possible im-
perfect transverse mode-matching between the signal and
idler beams.

More interestingly, the visibility can be further en-
hanced with electric filtering on the photon current of
both detectors. We added a pair of 600 MHz high-pass
radio frequency (RF) filters and repeated the correlation
measurement. The result is shown in Fig. 5(d). Compared
with Fig. 5(a), the background caused by the pulse profile
is filtered out, and the visibility is improved up to
97.3% � 2.6%.

It should be noted that here we use narrowband optical
filters to realize the high-visibility correlation, considering
the limited response speed of the photo detectors, which

Fig. 4. ASPDC energy as a function of pump pulse energy.

Fig. 5. (a) Correlation of twin beams as a function of rela-
tive time delay, where the red curve shows the background
given by the pulse profile of the twin beams. (b) Normalized cor-
relation with exponential decay fit. (c) Visibility as a function of
pump pulse energy and transmission of variable optical attenu-
ator (VOA), respectively. (d) Correlation measurement with
600 MHz high-pass RF filters in the photon current.
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can be selected to be centered at any pair of correlated
frequency modes inside the broad ASPDC bandwidth.
If the filtering is incorporated with the dense wavelength
division multiplexing technique, the channel number
can be estimated up to 228, thus showing potential
multiplexed applications. However, these filters are not
necessary for a narrowband ASPDC source, for example,
the backward-wave-type parametric down-converted
process[33].
In summary, we reported the observation of a robust

second-order correlation between twin parametric beams
generated by a high-efficiency ASPDC process and ana-
lyzed the physical mechanism behind the correlation as
well. Because the spontaneous parametric fluorescence
is directly amplified in this process, the twin beams, signal
and idler, are built up with a large number of entangled
twin-photon pairs. These entangled twin-photon pairs
contribute to a temporal correlation that is measurable
at macroscopic power levels with similar behavior of
SPDC correlation. The visibility of this temporal correla-
tion is directly measured to be 37.9% and can be enhanced
to near 100% with electronic filtering on the photon cur-
rent. In applications, this ASPDC correlation can be used
as a high-intensity analog of the SPDC correlation, which
is more robust because of much higher efficiency and in-
tensity. These features make it an attractive alternative
for many practical applications, such as optical communi-
cation and precision measurement. For another applica-
tion such as the ghost imaging, ASPDC is also a better
light source compared to thermal light, because of its in-
herent correlation feature, which does not require artificial
separation of the light to two paths and thus greatly in-
creases the flexibility of a practical imaging system. It also
has the special benefits of higher intensity and two-color
availability.
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