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Abstract

Frequency-time is a degree of freedom suitable for
photonic high-dimensional entanglement, with advan-
tages such as compatibility with single-mode devices
and insensitivity to dispersion. The engineering control
of the frequency-time amplitude of a photon’s electric
field has been demonstrated on platforms with second-
order optical nonlinearity. For integrated photonic plat-
forms with only third-order optical nonlinearity, the en-
gineered generation of the state remains unexplored.
Here, we demonstrate a cavity-enhanced photon-pair
source on the silicon-on-insulator (SOI) platform that
can generate both separable states and controllable en-
tangled states in the frequency domain without post-
manipulation. By choosing different resonance combi-
nations and employing on-chip optical field differenti-
ation, we achieve independent control over two func-
tions that affect the joint spectral intensity (JSI) of the
state. A semi-analytical model is derived to simu-
late the biphoton spectral wavefunction in the presence
of resonance splitting and pump differentiation, and
its parameters can be fully determined through fitting-
based parameter extraction from the resonator’s mea-
sured linear response. The measured spectral purity
for the separable state is 95.5± 1.2%, while the mea-
sured JSIs for the entangled states show two- or four-
peaked functions in two-dimensional frequency space.
The experiments and simulations demonstrate the ca-
pacity to manipulate the frequency-domain wavefunc-
tion in a silicon-based device, which is promising for
applications like quantum information processing us-
ing pulsed temporal-mode encoding or long-distance
quantum key distribution.

1 Introduction

Recent advances in quantum photonic systems us-
ing photonic integrated circuits (PICs) have demon-
strated excellent stability, scalability, and programma-
bility [1–3], enabling the efficient generation and ma-
nipulation of multiphoton [4, 5] or high-dimensional
[2, 3, 6–9] quantum states on a single chip. High-
dimensional entangled states, in particular, have re-
ceived much attention due to their versatile applica-
tions and significant advantages. They enhance quan-
tum computation efficiency [3, 10] and exhibit noise-
resistant and dense-encoding capabilities in quantum
communications [11–13]. In recent years, photonic en-
tangled states based on different degrees of freedom
(d.o.f.s), such as path [2,3,6], frequency-time [7–9,14],
and transverse spatial modes [15], have been proposed
and experimentally demonstrated on PICs.

Frequency-time, as a potential on-chip d.o.f., en-
ables the encoding of quantum information in high-
dimensional Hilbert spaces within specific spatial
structures, such as single-mode photonic integrated de-
vices [16] and single-mode optical fibers. Many re-
cent on-chip frequency-time schemes concentrate on
creating and manipulating frequency-bin [7–9] or time-
bin [14] states. However, due to the discrete nature
of bins, these states have a finite number of encodable
dimensions within specific frequency or time ranges.
Another potential method is to encode quantum infor-
mation in the complex frequency-time amplitude of a
single photon’s electric field [17], which theoretically
offers arbitrary encodable dimensions within a specific
frequency range [16] and could reach the continuous
variable (CV) quantum information regime at high di-
mensionality [18–21]. The controlled generation of
these states has been extensively demonstrated using
parametric down-conversion (PDC) on various second-
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order optical nonlinear platforms [18, 21–25]. To our
knowledge, no experiment has yet demonstrated the
controlled generation of such frequency-time states on
third-order optical nonlinear platforms, such as silicon-
on-insulator (SOI). Adapting this scheme to the SOI
platform offers significant advantages, including the
use of well-developed photonic arbitrary waveform
generating [26,27] or signal processing [28] devices to
engineer the spectral or temporal amplitude and phase
of pump pulses. This allows for direct shaping of
biphoton joint spectral amplitude (JSA) at the gener-
ation stage, avoiding post-manipulation that reduces
the source’s brightness [21, 23] or the use of 4-f pulse
shapers [21–23, 29], which weakens integrability.

In single-mode silicon waveguides, the interact-
ing optical fields in spontaneous four-wave mixing
(SFWM) have wavelengths that differ by only a few
to several tens of nanometers [30, 31], and their ve-
locities satisfy the symmetric group velocity matching
(sGVM) condition [16]. This results in broad phase-
matching bands near the pump wavelength [32]. How-
ever, the controlled generation of biphoton entangled
or separable states needs a joint spectral distribution
in narrow frequency ranges for both signal and idler
photons, as demonstrated in the schemes based on the
type-II PDC process [18, 21–23]. Thus, it is neces-
sary to introduce additional devices, such as micro-
ring resonators (MRRs), to implement direct filtering to
constrain broadband phase-matching at the generation
stage, as well as to achieve high source brightness due
to their field enhancement. MRRs have preliminarily
been used as heralded single-photon sources with high
spectral purity [31–33]. In addition, while resonance
splitting is employed to regulate the field enhancement
function of MRRs, its impact on the spectral wavefunc-
tion of photon pairs has only been theoretically inves-
tigated [34] and not experimentally validated.

In this work, we demonstrate a cavity-enhanced
photon-pair source on the SOI platform that exhibits
flexibility in engineering biphoton spectral wavefunc-
tions without post-manipulation. The device is based
on an all-pass MRR with split resonances due to
backscattering. The experiment begins with the gen-
eration of a nearly separable biphoton state in the
frequency domain, followed by the sequential adjust-
ment of the predefined two-dimensional signal-idler
(TDSI) and antidiagonal pump (ADP) functions to gen-
erate two types of biphoton entangled states, respec-
tively. The TDSI function is controlled by adjusting
the pump’s central wavelength to choose different res-
onance combinations, while the ADP function is con-
trolled by on-chip differentiation of the pump field (via
another MRR-based optical temporal differentiator).
Additionally, the biphoton spectral wavefunction for

SFWM in the presence of intra-cavity backward prop-
agating modes, as well as analytical expressions for
the TDSI and ADP functions, are derived using tem-
poral coupled-mode theory (TCMT). The parameters
characterizing the forward and backward propagating
modes for specific resonances are obtained from the
measured spectra using the fitting method, ensuring the
accuracy and reliability of the simulations. The exper-
iments and simulations demonstrate a general method
for frequency state preparation on integrated photonic
platforms with only third-order optical nonlinearity.

2 Theoretical Framework

2.1 Adjustment of Biphoton Spectral Wave-
function with Split Resonances

Using a standard perturbative approach and neglecting
multipair generation, the quantum state generated by
the SFWM process in a waveguide with third-order op-
tical nonlinearity can be expressed as [35]

|ψ⟩= |0⟩s|0⟩i+β

∫∫
dωsdωiF(ωs,ωi)â†

s (ωs) â†
i (ωi) |0⟩s|0⟩i,

(1)
where β represents waveguide length, the material’s
third-order nonlinear coefficient, and the pump’s am-
plitude. ωs and ωi are the angular frequencies of sig-
nal and idler photons, respectively. The JSA function
F (ωs,ωi) describes the spectral entanglement charac-
teristics of the signal-idler pairs. For a MRR-based
photon source driven by a degenerate pulsed pump with
a central frequency ωp, F (ωs,ωi) is given by the fol-
lowing equation, considering the energy conservation
constraint [36, 37]:

F(ωs,ωi) =
∫

dωpαp (ωp)lp (ωp)αp (ωs +ωi −ωp)

×lp (ωs +ωi −ωp)φPM (ωp,ωs,ωi) ls (ωs) li (ωi) . (2)

Here, αp (ω) is the spectral envelope of the degen-
erate pump, and lx (ω) is the ratio of intra-cavity
fields to input fields (where x = p,s,i), also known
as field enhancement. The phase-matching func-
tion φPM (ωp,ωs,ωi) is determined by the group ve-
locities of the interacting fields under the linear ap-
proximation (see Appendix A). For resonances with-
out splitting, lx (ω) can be expressed as lx (ω) =
κx/ [i(ω −ωx)+1/τx] [38], where κx is the field cou-
pling coefficient, ωx is the resonant frequency, and 1/τx

is the amplitude decay rate of the intra-cavity field.
Considering the resonance splitting occurring in MRR
with a high quality factor [39,40], lx is altered to lx f and
lxb to distinguish between forward and backward prop-
agating modes [34]. The TCMT-derived model (see
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Appendix B) describes lx f and lxb as

lx f (ω) = κx
−γxµx,12 +(ω −ωx)− i/τx

[i(ω −ωx)+1/τx]
2 +µx,12µx,21

, (3)

lxb (ω) = κx
−µx,21 + γx (ω −ωx)− iγx/τx

[i(ω −ωx)+1/τx]
2 +µx,12µx,21

, (4)

where κx is modified to the forward field-coupling
coefficient, and γx is the ratio of the backward and
forward field coupling coefficients in the coupler.
µx,12 and µx,21 are mutual power coupling coeffi-
cients within the ring waveguide, similar to the pa-
rameters in Ref. [40]. When resonance splitting
is considered, the JSA observed from the output
port (forward propagating mode of the bus waveg-
uide) is regarded as the weighted coherent sum of
the contributions from four intra-cavity propagating
mode pairs of pump-signal/idler resonances [34], in-
cluding forward-forward (f-f), forward-backward (f-b),
backward-forward (b-f), and backward-backward (b-b)
pairs. We use the uppercase symbols L and Γ to rep-
resent scalar arrays containing these contributions and
their weights, respectively. By substituting Eqs. (3) and
(4) into Eq. (2) and traversing the forward and back-
ward propagating modes of the pump and signal-idler,
we obtain

F(ωs,ωi) =
√

N
∫

dωpαp (ωp)αp (ωs +ωi −ωp)

×φPM (ωp,ωs,ωi)ΓL, (5)

where Γ =
(
1, γsγi, γ2

p, γ2
pγsγi

)
, L =(

lp f lec
p f ls f li f , lp f lec

p f lsblib, lpblec
pbls f li f , lpblec

pblsblib
)T

.
√

N is the normalization prefactor. lec
p f and lec

pb are
the field enhancement terms considering the energy
conservation constraint.

2.2 Biphoton Spectral Wavefunction Engi-
neering

In order to improve the reliability of simulations, pa-
rameters in Eqs. (3) and (4) for all resonances are de-
termined by fitting the measured transmission spec-
tra (representing the MRR’s linear response) to the
through-port optical field expression (refer to Ap-
pendix B) using a least-squares algorithm. Figure 1
illustrates the fundamental concept of manipulating the
biphoton spectral wavefunction in the SFWM process.
From Eq. (5), we derive two functions that character-
ize the distribution of F (ωs,ωi) in {ωs,ωi} space: the
ADP function and the TDSI function, which can be ex-
pressed as follows:

ADP(ωp) = [αp (ωp) lp f (ωp)]∗ [αp (ωp) lp f (ωp)]

+γ
2
p
[
αp (ωp) lpb (ωp)

]
∗
[
αp (ωp) lpb (ωp)

]
, (6)

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the biphoton spectral
wavefunction engineering principle.

T DSI (ωs,ωi) = ls f (ωs) li f (ωi)+ γsγilsb (ωs) lib (ωi) .
(7)

The ADP function depends on the field enhancement
of the pump resonance and the spectrum of the pump
pulse, which affects the amplitude and phase spectral
distribution of F (ωs,ωi) along the antidiagonal direc-
tion. The TDSI function is determined by the field en-
hancement of the signal-idler resonances and serves as
a two-dimensional filtering function in {ωs,ωi} space.
When resonance splitting occurs, both functions can be
expressed as weighted sums of contributions from for-
ward and backward propagating modes, as presented in
Eqs. (6) and (7). It is important to emphasize that these
two functions can be independently adjusted in exper-
iments. The device is capable of generating nearly
separable states when the ADP function is spectrally
broadened through pump resonance splitting, as well
as controllable entangled states when the TDSI or ADP
function is shaped into specific patterns via signal-idler
resonance splitting or pump pulse differentiation. The
generation of both states and the corresponding engi-
neering methods are demonstrated through simulations
and experiments.

3 Device configuration

A MRR-based photonic temporal differentiator has
been demonstrated to perform differentiation opera-
tions on optical pulses, producing first- or fractional-
order differentiated waveforms [41]. Figure 2(f) shows
the schematic configuration of our device, compris-
ing two MRRs indirectly coupled through a single-
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Figure 2: Device configurations. (a) Measured
spectrum with a 8 volts heater voltage applied to the
D-MRR. (b)-(e) Zoomed-in spectra with their fitted
curves of R1 (b), R2 (c), R3 (d), and R4 (e). (f)
Schematic configuration of the device. Inset: micro-
graph of the device.

mode waveguide (450nm× 220nm cross-section, TE0
mode): one for optical differentiation (D-MRR) and
the other for photon-pair generation (PPG-MRR). Both
MRRs operate in the over-coupling regime, with D-
MRR and PPG-MRR having radii of 30 µm and 15
µm, respectively. This results in a free spectral range
(FSR) ratio of 1 : 2 and a full width at half maximum
(FWHM) ratio of approximately 2 : 5. A TiN heater
is fabricated over D-MRR to tune its resonant wave-
lengths, enabling the pump’s differentiation operation
to be switched on or off.

We commence with the regime of generating pho-
tons with high spectral purity, which means that the
JSA of the generated signal-idler photon pairs is sepa-
rable. This requires setting the heater voltage to 8 volts,
thereby separating the resonances of the two MRRs and
deactivating the differentiation operation. Figure 2(a)
shows the device’s spectrum spanning 1540 nm and
1560 nm, with PPG-MRR exhibiting four resonances
labeled "R1" through "R4". These are further detailed
in Figs. 2(b)-2(e), illustrating varying degrees of res-
onance splitting. The free parameters in Eqs. (3) and
(4) for R1-R4 are determined via fitting and listed in
Table 1 (see Appendix B). To achieve high spectral pu-
rity in photon generation, the initial experimental setup
selects split R3 as the pump resonance, with relatively
unsplit R2 and R4 chosen as the signal and idler res-
onances, respectively, following the pump-split regime
described in Ref. [34]. When referring to the regime of
entangled state generation, adjustments in heater volt-
age and resonance combination are necessary.

Figure 3: Experimental setups. (a) Sketch of the in-
put setup for (b), (c), and (d). OBPF: optical band-pass
filter; PC: polarization controller. (b)-(d) Sketches of
the output setups for the unheralded second-order cor-
relation (b), conditioned second-order correlation (c),
and brightness (d) experiments. DEMUX: demulti-
plexer; AT: absorbing termination; PM: power meter;
BS: beam splitter; SNSPD: superconducting nanowire
single-photon detector; TDC: time-to-digital converter.
(e) Sketch of the stimulated emission tomography ex-
periment. OSC: oscilloscope; OSA: optical spectrum
analyzer.

4 Experimental setup

The experimental setup is shown in Figs. 3(a)-3(e).
Pump pulses are generated by a pulsed erbium-doped
fiber laser (Pritel, tunable central wavelength, ≃13.4
ps pulse duration, and 500 MHz repetition rate) and
then filtered by a Gaussian-shaped optical band-pass
filter (Finisar) with tunable bandwidth, as shown in
Fig. 3(a). Figure 3(b) shows the output setup for un-
heralded second-order correlation function (g(2)u (∆t))
measurement. Two stages of demultiplexers (each with
a 200 GHz bandwidth and > 85 dB adjacent chan-
nel isolation) are used exclusively for pump rejection,
without additional off-chip filters. When the device is
used to generate photons with high spectral purity, a
significant application is as a heralded single-photon
source (SPS) [31–33]. Therefore, to evaluate its perfor-
mance, measurements for photon-number purity (de-
termined by the conditioned second-order correlation
function g(2)h (∆t)) and brightness are added to the out-
put setup, as sketched in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d), respec-
tively.

Besides, the stimulated emission tomography (SET)
technique is used to reconstruct the joint spectral inten-
sity (JSI) [42, 43]. Another relatively weak seed beam,
generated by a continuous-wave (CW) laser with con-
stant output power, is combined with the pulsed pump
beam using a 90:10 beam combiner (where 90% for
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pump and 10% for seed to mitigate parasitic nonlin-
ear effects), as shown in Fig. 3(e). To reconstruct the
signal-idler JSI profiles, the idler spectra corresponding
to different signal (seed) wavelengths are combined to
form a joint spectrum in {∆λ s,∆λ i} space, where ∆λ s

and ∆λ i represent detunings between the carrier and its
neighboring resonant wavelengths.

5 Separable state generation

In the regime of separable state generation, the pump
operates at a central wavelength of 1552.61 nm (chan-
nel 31 of the C-band ITU grid), while the signal
and idler have central wavelengths of 1546.70 nm
and 1558.52 nm, respectively. We measure the time-
integrated g(2)u (∆t) of idler photons at various pump
spectral FWHM. In the low squeezing regime, the spec-
tral purity P correlates with the zero-delay second-
order correlation function g(2)u (0), as described by P =

g(2)u (0)− 1 [44, 45]. Figure 4(b) shows the measured
g(2)u (∆t) with the pump’s FWHM set to 226 pm. The
measured g(2)u (0) is 1.955 ± 0.012, corresponding to
a spectral purity of 95.5± 1.2%, which approximates
the 97% upper limit predicted for a MRR-based SPS
with only pump splitting [34]. This purity surpasses
the theoretical ∼ 93% upper limit of an MRR-based
SPS [33, 46] without additional purity-enhancement
designs. The measured JSI from the SET experiment
is shown in Fig. 4(c) with the same 226 pm FWHM
pump input. In the context of discrete-variable descrip-
tion [19], the entanglement between signal and idler
photons is extracted by the Schmidt decomposition of
the JSA function. Assuming a flat-phase JSA [31, 47],
the Schmidt decomposition of the square root of the
measured JSI yields a spectral purity of 97.2%. Al-
though the low spectral resolution (0.02 nm) of the
OSA affects the distribution of JSI, causing notice-
able broadening along the ∆λi axis, the purity value
remains reasonably consistent with the g(2)u (∆t) mea-
surements. We are more concerned with the reason for
the spectral purity exceeding 93% in the presence of
pump resonance splitting. Figure 4(f) shows the nu-
merical simulation results for the JSI and its ADP func-
tion. Pump resonance splitting significantly broadens
the ADP function (inset) compared to the case with-
out pump splitting (inset of Fig. 6(e)). This broadening
of the ADP function leads to a corresponding broaden-
ing of the JSI distribution along the antidiagonal direc-
tion, thereby improving pectral purity. When the pump
FWHM is gradually reduced from 226 pm, the purity
measured by the g(2)u (∆t) experiment exhibits an over-
all decreasing trend, as shown in Fig. 4(a). We also
measure several corresponding JSIs and compare them

to numerical simulations as the FWHM decreases, as
shown in Appendix C.

To demonstrate the device’s capability as a heralded
SPS, we measure both its photon-pair generation rate
and photon-number purity. In Fig. 4(d), the data points
marked by the green star represent the on-chip rates
when the average power at the bus’s input port is set to
the same value as in the previously discussed g(2)u (∆t)
experiment. After removing losses from the output
grating coupler, two DEMUXs, and SNSPDs (provided
in Appendix C), the estimated on-chip photon pair gen-
eration rate at this average power is 236.2± 0.5 kHz.
The coincidence-to-accidental ratio (CAR) is 62.8 ±
0.2, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4(d). At the same
average power, the g(2)h (0) value is 0.0055± 0.0006,
as shown in Fig. 4(e), demonstrating excellent photon-
number purity for our device as a heralded SPS [45].

6 Entangled state generation

In the previous regime, the TDSI function exhibits a
single-peak characteristic, as shown in Fig. 5 (a), en-
suring state separability. In contrast, to generate bipho-
ton entangled states, the TDSI function needs to be
adjusted. We set the pump’s central wavelength to
1546.70 nm, which aligns with the central wavelength
of the unsplit R2. The relatively split R1 and R3 are
chosen as the signal and idler resonances, respectively,
resulting in a four-peaked TDSI function, as shown in
Fig. 5 (b). Besides, the pump’s FWHM is reduced
to 100 pm to enhance the spectral anti-correlation be-
tween photon pairs.

Figure 6(a) shows the JSI measured using the SET
technique with the Gaussian-shaped pump, which ex-
hibits a spectral distribution with two peaks along the
main diagonal direction. The corresponding simulated
JSI is shown in Fig. 6(e). The other two peaks of the
TDSI function along the antidiagonal direction are ab-
sent in both the measured and simulated JSI. This ab-
sence is attributed to the tight energy conservation con-
straints along the antidiagonal direction, caused by the
unsplit pump resonance and the narrow bandwidth of
the input pump pulse. This constraint is consistent with
the narrow bandwidth of the simulated ADP function,
as shown in the inset of Fig. 6(e).

To further engineer the spectral distribution along
the antidiagonal direction, the heater voltage is set to
5.1 volts, causing the pump resonance of the PPG-
MRR to spectrally overlap with the adjacent reso-
nance of the D-MRR, as shown in Fig. 6(c). As a re-
sult, the pump is filtered with the D-MRR’s transfer
function (see Eq. C1 in Appendix C), which approxi-
mates an ideal differentiator’s transfer function within
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Figure 4: (a) Measured purity as a function of the spectral FWHM of the input pump pulses. Each data point
corresponds to an unheralded g(2)u (∆t) measurement. (b) Measured unheralded g(2)u (∆t) histograms with delay
for the starred data point in (a). Each histogram corresponds to a 660 ps coincidence window (33 bins, each
with a 20 ps bin width). (c) Measured joint spectral intensity for the starred data point in (a), consisting of data
points in a 36 (∆λs-axis) by 282 (∆λi-axis) grid. (d) Measured on-chip rates for signal, idler, and signal-idler
coincidence as functions of input average power. The dark count rates (DC) and accidental coincidence rates
(ACC) have been removed. Inset: raw coincidence counts Nsi as a function of time delay at the average power
corresponding to the green star with a 120 s integration time. The shaded area indicates a 940 ps coincidence
window for the CCC calculation. (e) Measured heralded g(2)h (0) as a function of input average power. Error bars
in (a), (b), (d), and (e) represent 1 standard deviation under Poissonian statistics. (f) Modulus squared of the
simulated JSA corresponding to (c). Inset: sketch of its ADP function. The same wavelength scales are adopted
in (c) and (f).
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Figure 5: Simulated TDSI functions for the separa-
ble state generation regime (a) and the entangled state
generation regime (b).

a narrow frequency range centered on the resonant fre-
quency [41]. The differentiated pump pulses are then
coupled into the PPG-MRR, generating photon pairs
via SFWM. Figure 6(d) shows the output pulse af-
ter passing through two MRRs, monitored by a wide-
bandwidth oscilloscope, which approximates 1.7-order
mathematical differentiation of the input pulse (inset).
Figure 6(b) shows the measured JSI for photon pairs
generated by the differentiated pump. The disconti-
nuity along the ∆λs axis is caused by the instanta-
neous decrease in the thermo-optic redshift of all res-
onances when the sweeping seed wavelength crosses
the resonant wavelength of R1 [48]. The simulation
results shown in Fig. 6(f) exclude the discontinuity
caused by the therm-optic dispersion effect from the
SET experiment, resulting in a clearer four-peaked JSI
function and demonstrating wavefunction engineering
along the antidiagonal direction. While maintaining the
two-peaked feature along the main diagonal, the pump
differentiation alters the ADP function, which is the
weighted sum of two auto-convolutions contributed by
the forward and backward propagating modes, respec-
tively, as shown in Fig. 6(g) and Eq. (6). The ADP
function (dashed-gray curve) exhibits a three-peaked
feature in agreement with the simulated JSI’s antidi-
agonal distribution.

7 Discussion and Conclusion

While the current device has limitations in generating
a broad range of biphoton states, there is considerable
potential for refinement in its programmability. By
leveraging existing engineering methods, coupled res-
onator systems could be introduced to enable control-
lable resonance splitting [49, 50], and arbitrary wave-
form generators based on finite impulse response fil-
ters [26] or the Taylor synthesis method [27] could be
employed for pump pulse shaping. These enhance-
ments, which are fully compatible with the SOI plat-

form, could substantially improve the source’s pro-
grammability. Besides, we note that the biphoton states
presented in Figs. 6(a) and 6(e), following Schmidt
decomposition, exhibit weights of approximately 0.91
and 0.09 for the first two Schmidt modes, respectively.
This demonstrates the device’s capability to generate
two-dimensional entangled states for pulsed temporal-
mode (PTM) encoding [16]. We believe that with
the introduction of highly programmable photonic de-
vices, this method has the potential to facilitate the con-
trolled on-chip generation of high-dimensional entan-
gled states for PTM encoding.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated a cavity-
enhanced photon-pair source on the SOI platform that
can generate both separable states with 95.5 ± 1.2%
spectral purity and entangled states with two- or four-
peaked biphoton spectral wavefunction in {∆λ s,∆λ i}
space. By choosing different resonance combinations
and employing on-chip optical field differentiation,
these states are engineered directly at the generation
stage. A semi-analytical model is derived to simu-
late the biphoton spectral wavefunction in the presence
of resonance splitting and pump differentiation. The
model’s parameters can be fully determined through
measurement and fitting-based parameter extraction of
the MRR’s linear response. To quantify the wavefunc-
tion engineering process, we introduce two functions:
TDSI and ADP. Control over these functions is consis-
tent with our two independent adjustment methods, as
demonstrated by both experiments and simulations.

Operating within the frequency-time d.o.f., the de-
vice maintains spatial single-mode properties while
offering higher integration compared to PDC-based
schemes and higher brightness compared to post-
manipulation schemes. Through theoretical analysis
and experimental validation, we have demonstrated the
capability to manipulate the frequency-domain wave-
function of SFWM photon pairs on the SOI plat-
form. The device, along with the state engineer-
ing method, holds promise for applications in long-
distance quantum key distribution due to the insensi-
tivity to polarization-mode dispersion [51–53], as well
as quantum information processing based on PTM en-
coding [16, 17].
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Figure 6: (a) Measured JSI with only the TDSI function engineered, consisting of data points in a 37 by 230
grid. (b) Measured JSI with both the TDSI and ADP functions engineered, consisting of data points in a 30
by 230 grid. (c) Measured spectrum with a 5.1-volt heater voltage applied to the D-MRR. (d) Waveforms of
the output pump by simulation and experiment. Inset: waveform of the input pump. The oscilloscope’s sample
frequency is set to 40 GHz, and the averaging time is 64 for the measured waveforms. (e) Modulus squared of
the simulated JSA corresponding to (a). Inset: sketch of its ADP function. (f) Modulus squared of the simulated
JSA corresponding to (b). The same wavelength scales are adopted in (a), (b), (e), and (f). (g) Simulated auto-
convolutions of αp (ωp) lp f (ωp) (forward) and αp (ωp) lpb (ωp) (backward), and the ADP function (weighted
sum) for the JSI in (f).
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APPENDIX A: LINEAR APPROXI-
MATION FOR PHASE MATCHING
FUNCTION

The phase matching function is given by [35]

φPM (ωp,ωs,ωi) = sinc
[

L
2

∆k (ωp,ωs,ωi)

]
×exp

[
i
L
2

∆k (ωp,ωs,ωi)

]
, (A1)

where L is the length of the waveguide. The phase mis-
match factor ∆k (ωp,ωs,ωi) can be defined as

∆k (ωp,ωs,ωi) = k (ωp)+ k (ωs +ωi −ωp)

−k (ωs)− k (ωi)− γP, (A2)

where γ represents the nonlinear parameter including
both self-phase and cross-phase modulation, and P is
the peak power of the incident pulsed pump. k (ωp),
k (ωs +ωi −ωp), k (ωs), and k (ωi) are wavevectors of
four interacting fields, which are expanded in first-
order Taylor series at perfectly phase-matched frequen-
cies ω0

x (where x = p,s, i for the degenerate pump
regime). The coefficients for the expansion are ex-
pressed as k(n)x (ω) = dnkx/dωn|ω=ω0

x
. Therefore, the

term ∆k(0) ≈ 2k(0)
(
ω0

p
)
− k(0)

(
ω0

s
)
− k(0)

(
ω0

i

)
− γP0

vanishes at the given P0, and the linear approximation
for Eq. (A2) is derived as [32, 35]

∆klin = τsνs + τiνi, (A3)

where νs = ωs − ω0
s and νi = ωi − ω0

i are angular-
frequency detunings. τs = k(1)p (ω0

p)−k(1)s (ω0
s ) and τi =

k(1)p (ω0
p)− k(1)i (ω0

i ) are group-velocity mismatches.
Figure 7(a) shows the simulated k(1) for the funda-

mental TE mode of a Si waveguide with a 450nm×
220nm cross-section, obtained from Ansys Lumerical
MODE’s dispersion calculations. The phase-matching
orientation angle θsi =−arctan(τs/τi) is defined as the
angle between the brightest strip and the λs-axis for

Figure 7: (a) Simulated first-order Taylor expan-
sion coefficient in wavelength. (b) Simulated phase-
matching orientation angle in {λp,λi −λp} space. The
black curve indicates the perfect phase-matching con-
tour.

φPM in {λs,λi} space, illustrating the spectral correla-
tion of φPM [35, 54]. Figure 7(b) shows θsi for λp cov-
ering S-, C-, and L-band in {λp,λi −λp} space. The
θ 0

si at the perfect phase-matching (PPM) contour ranges
from −33.5◦ to −36.3◦ with λp from 1540 nm to 1560
nm, covering the wavelength range of the experiments.
These θ 0

si values approximate the −45◦ pump envelope
angle under the energy conservation constraint. This
demonstrates the inevitable spectral anti-correlation of
biphoton states generated in such a waveguide without
MRR-enhancement or post-manipulation.

APPENDIX B: TEMPORAL
COUPLED-MODE THEORY FOR
MICRO-RING RESONATORS WITH
RESONANCE SPLITTING

The backscattering of a MRR is caused by both the
ring waveguide’s sidewall roughness and the coupler’s
abrupt effective index transition [40]. Given these
backscatterings, the optical field a, which is normalized
to the optical energy stored in an all-pass MRR based
on TCMT, splits into two modes: forward propagating
mode a f and backward propagating mode ab. These
two split modes of resonance with a central frequency
of ω0 satisfy

da f

dt
= iω0a f −

1
τ

a f − iµ12ab − iκSi, (B1a)

dab

dt
= iω0ab −

1
τ

ab − iµ21a f − iκ ′Si, (B1b)

where Si is the amplitude of the input field. κ and
κ ′ are the forward and backward field coupling coef-
ficients of the coupler, respectively. µ12 and µ21 are
the complex power coupling coefficients between for-
ward and backward propagating modes within the ring
waveguide. They have the same amplitude but differ-
ent phases. By defining l j (ω) = a j (ω)/Si (ω) (where
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Table 1: The parameters of the four resonances located within the wavelength range of 1540 nm to 1560 nm of
the PPG-MRR.

Resonance C 1/τ (THz) γ µ0 (THz) κ (
√

THz) φ1 φ2 ω0 (THz) R-squared

R1 0.920 0.0167 0.389 0.0152 0.145 1.990 4.614 1222.47 0.999

R2 0.930 0.0183 0.291 0.0114 0.159 0.793 5.262 1217.85 0.998

R3 0.976 0.0190 0.572 0.0245 0.167 1.461 4.842 1213.23 0.999

R4 0.982 0.0200 0.382 0.0161 0.164 1.740 4.688 1208.61 0.999

j = f ,b) and solving for them in Eqs. (B1a) and (B1b),
Eqs. (3) and (4) can be derived. Besides, the output
field So at the through port is expressed as

So = Si − iκa f − iκ ′ab. (B2)

To better fit the measured transmission spectra at the
through port, a dimensionless factor γ = κ ′/κ is in-
troduced. The complex µ12 and µ21 are replaced by
real µ0, φ1, and φ2, with µ12 = µ0 exp(iφ1) and µ21 =
µ0 exp(iφ2). The ratio of output to input fields is ex-
pressed as

So

Si
=C+κ

2 iγµ0
(
eiφ1 + eiφ2

)
−
(
1+ γ2) [i(ω −ω0)+1/τ]

[i(ω −ω0)+1/τ]2 +µ2
0 exp [i(φ1 +φ2)]

,

(B3)

where C is a normalized amplitude factor for com-
pensating energy losses that may occur while measur-
ing the spectra. Table 1 shows the free parameters in
Eq. (B3) obtained by least-squares fit for the four res-
onances mentioned in the text, as well as R-squared
values, supported by MATLAB’s Curve Fitting Tool-
box. The high R-squared values (≥ 0.998) demon-
strate excellent agreement between the fitted curve us-
ing Eq. (B3) and the square root of the measured spec-
tra. The fitting method always yields both forward and
backward propagating modes for resonances with vary-
ing degrees of resonance splitting. For resonance R2
without significant splitting, as shown in Fig. 2(c), a
"virtual" backward propagating mode can still be ob-
tained through fitting. Consequently, our simulation
is unaffected by varying degrees of resonance split-
ting and remains consistent across various scenarios,
including the generation of separable states and entan-
gled states.

APPENDIX C: METHODS

Purity Measurement

Figure 8 shows the measured spectra of pulses gener-
ated by the pulsed laser and filtered by the OBPF with
various bandwidths. For the g(2)u (∆t) experiment in the

separable state generation regime, the FWHM of the in-
put pump pulses is set to 102, 128, 148, 180, 210, and
226 pm, respectively. The pulse with a 100 pm FWHM
is set for the entangled state generation with the cen-
tral wavelength shifted to 1552.61 nm. Spectral shapes
are set to Gaussian-like for all experiments. The mea-
sured JSI with pump FWHM of 148 pm and 210 pm
are shown in Figs. 8(b) and 8(c), respectively, with pu-
rity of 91.5% and 93.9% under the flat-phase assump-
tion. The associated simulations yield purity values of
93.6% and 94.6%, obtained from the simulated results
shown in Figs. 8(d) and 8(f) under the flat-phase as-
sumption. Because of pump resonance splitting, the
bandwidth of the ADP functions (shown in the insets)
does not change significantly as the pump’s FWHM de-
creases from 226 pm to 148 pm. As a result, the purity
of the generated single photons experiences a minor de-
crease.

Brightness Measurement

The coupling loss for grating couplers (αgc) is 7.0±
0.2 dB per facet, while the insertion loss for DE-
MUXs (αde) is 1.9 ± 0.1 dB per stage. For sig-
nal/idler photons, the total single-channel loss (αtot)
from the bus waveguide output to the input of the
SNSPD can be expressed as αtot = 1−10(−αgc−2αde)/10

(in percentage), neglecting losses from all fiber con-
nections. The average detection efficiency (ηd) of
the SNSPD (Photec) is 90%. The on-chip sig-
nal/idler counts (CX , where X = S, I) and the on-
chip coincidence counts (CCC) can be expressed us-
ing the formulas CX = CX−raw/ηd/(1−αtot) and
CCC = CCC−raw/η2

d/(1−αtot)
2. Here, CX−raw and

CCC−raw represent the raw single-channel and coinci-
dence counts recorded by TDC, respectively. Besides,
the DC and the ACC are estimated using the same
method as the CX and CCC, respectively.
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Figure 8: (a) Measured spectra for pump pulses
with various spectral FWHM and for the pulse without
the OBPF filtering. (b)-(c) Measured JSIs with pump
pulses of 210 pm (b) and 148 pm (c) FWHM, both con-
sisting of data points in a 36 by 282 grid. (d) Modulus
squared of the simulated JSA corresponding to (b). In-
set: sketch of its ADP function. (e) Modulus squared of
the simulated JSA corresponding to (c). Inset: sketch
of its ADP function.

MRR-based Photonic Differentiator

The transfer function of an all-pass MRR is expressed
as

H (ω) =
τc −αrt exp [− jωTs]

1− τcαrt exp [− jωTs]
, (C1)

where τc is the self-coupling coefficient of the cou-
pling region, αrt is the round-trip loss coefficient, and
Ts is the round-trip time delay. A Nth-order opti-
cal temporal DIFF with the transfer function H (ω) =
[i(ω −ω0)]

N approximates the MRR transfer function
within a limited frequency range centered on the reso-
nant frequency [41]. The order N is determined by the
MRR coupling condition.
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