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Experimental Preparation and Manipulation of Squeezed
Cat States via an All-Optical In-Line Squeezer

Meihong Wang, Miao Zhang, Zhongzhong Qin,* Qiang Zhang, Li Zeng, Xiaolong Su,*
Changde Xie, and Kunchi Peng

The squeezed cat state, an essential quantum resource, can be used for
quantum error correction and slowing decoherence of the optical cat state.
However, preparing a squeezed cat state with high generation rate, and
effectively manipulating it, remain challenging. In this work, a
high-performance all-optical in-line squeezer is developed to prepare a
squeezed cat state and manipulate the phase of the quadrature squeezing.
This scheme has the advantages that the phase of the quadrature squeezing
of the squeezed cat state can be manipulated by changing the working
condition of the squeezer, and that a higher generation rate can be achieved
via the deterministic squeezing operation of the in-line squeezer. The
generation rate of squeezed cat states reaches 2 kHz, the same as that of the
initial cat state. The all-optical in-line squeezer proposed here removes the
requirements of electro-optic and opto-electric conversions necessary for an
off-line squeezer, thus enabling high-bandwidth squeezing operations on
non-Gaussian states. These results provide an efficient method to prepare
and manipulate optical squeezed cat states, which makes a step closer to
their applications in all-optical quantum information processing.

1. Introduction

The Schrödinger cat state plays an important role in explor-
ing the boundary between quantum and classical physics,[1–3]

quantum information science,[4–9] and quantum metrology.[10,11]

It has been prepared in diverse systems, such as cavity quan-
tum electrodynamics,[12] ion traps,[13] superconducting quantum
circuits,[14,15] and Rydberg atom arrays.[16] Free-propagating op-
tical Schrödinger cat states have attracted much attention due
to their weak interaction with the environment, which is ben-
eficial for quantum information processing.[4–9] An optical cat

M. Wang, M. Zhang, Z. Qin, Q. Zhang, L. Zeng, X. Su, C. Xie, K. Peng
State Key Laboratory of Quantum Optics and Quantum Optics Devices
Institute of Opto-Electronics
Shanxi University
Taiyuan 030006, China
E-mail: zzqin@sxu.edu.cn; suxl@sxu.edu.cn
M. Wang, Z. Qin, X. Su, C. Xie, K. Peng
Collaborative Innovation Center of Extreme Optics
Shanxi University
Taiyuan, Shanxi 030006, China

The ORCID identification number(s) for the author(s) of this article
can be found under https://doi.org/10.1002/lpor.202200336

DOI: 10.1002/lpor.202200336

state is defined as a superposition of two
coherent states |𝛼⟩ and | − 𝛼⟩ with op-
posite phases and same mean photon
number |𝛼|2. The overlap between the
two coherent-state components is |⟨𝛼| −
𝛼⟩|2 = e−4|𝛼|2 , which decreases exponen-
tially with the increase of |𝛼|.
To prepare an optical cat state, a

frequently used method is subtract-
ing photons from a squeezed vacuum
state.[17–25] As a typical non-Gaussian
state of light, optical cat states have been
experimentally prepared by subtract-
ing one photon,[19–22] two photons,[23]

and three photons[24] from squeezed
vacuum states. Since a squeezed vac-
uum state is a continuous-variable
quantum resource and the photon
detection is a typical discrete-variable
technique, the preparation of an optical
cat state involves hybrid quantum in-
formation processing techniques.[26–28]

The prepared optical cat states have
been applied in quantum teleportation

of cat states,[21] tele-amplification,[29] preparation of hybrid entan-
gled states,[30–33] and the Hadamard gate.[34]

Besides optical cat states, squeezed cat (SC) states have also
been identified as valuable resources for fault-tolerant quantum
information processing. For example, it has been shown that SC
states have advantages in quantum error correction[7] and slow-
ing decoherence of optical cat states.[35,36] In quantum error cor-
rection, the SC code allows to correct the errors caused by pho-
ton loss, while at the same time improving the protection against
dephasing.[7] To slow decoherence of optical cat states in quan-
tum communication,[36] an optical cat state should be squeezed
along the superposition direction before the transmission, and
then squeezed orthogonal to the superposition direction after the
transmission. Up to now, only the SC state squeezed along the su-
perposition direction of coherent states has been prepared.[36–40]

How to prepare a SC state squeezed orthogonal to the superposi-
tion direction, as well as effectively manipulate the phase of the
quadrature squeezing of SC states, remain challenging.
Another challenge encountered in the current applications of

optical SC states is the low generation rate. In previous experi-
ments of preparing optical SC states, either a two-mode squeezed
state followed by photon detection,[36,37] or a two-photon Fock
state followed by homodyne heralding,[38] was used. In most of
these experiments, the generation rates of SC states are in the
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Figure 1. Principle for preparing optical SC states. a) The principle of preparing a p-SC state by an OPA working at the condition of amplification. b) The
principle of preparing an x-SC state by an OPA working at the condition of deamplification. OPA, optical parametric amplifier.

range of several Hz to 200 Hz.[36–39] Thus, it is urgent to develop
a more efficient method to improve the generation rate of optical
SC states.
It has been shown that an optical squeezer can be used to ef-

fectively and deterministically manipulate quantum states.[41–44]

There are two types of optical squeezers, namely the in-line
squeezer and the off-line squeezer, depending on whether the
input state is coupled into the squeezer directly or not. The
measurement-based off-line squeezer has been used to demon-
strate the conversion between a single-photon state and an opti-
cal cat state.[41] The all-optical measurement-free in-line squeezer
has been used to enhance the squeezing and entanglement of
Gaussian states.[42,43] Comparing with the off-line squeezer,[41]

the all-optical in-line squeezer does not require electro-optic and
opto-electric conversions, thus lifting the bandwidth limitation
imposed by the homodyne detectors and electro-optic modula-
tors. However, it remains a challenge to prepare a SC state with
the deterministic in-line squeezer.
Here, we develop a scheme to prepare an optical SC state

with a high generation rate and to manipulate the phase of the
quadrature squeezing via a high-performance all-optical in-line
squeezer. By optimizing the configuration and parameters of the
in-line squeezer, we achieve a highly efficient, broadband squeez-
ing operation on the input optical cat state, without losing its
non-classicality. The phase of the quadrature squeezing of optical
SC states is manipulated by changing the working condition of
the in-line squeezer. Thanks to the deterministic squeezing op-
eration of our in-line squeezer, the generation rate of optical SC
states only depends on that of the initial optical cat state, which is
about 2 kHz. The prepared SC state in our experiment matches
rubidium transition line, promising applications in quantum
memories based on atomic ensembles.[45–47] Our results provide
an all-optical method to prepare and manipulate SC states. This
constitutes a crucial step toward all-optical quantum information
processing based on SC states.

2. The Principle

To prepare a SC state, a squeezing operation needs to be per-
formed on a cat state. Here, an optical parametric amplifier
(OPA) is used as an in-line squeezer to implement the squeez-

ing operation, as shown in Figure 1a,b. The Wigner function of
an optical odd cat state, whose superposition direction is along
the x quadrature, is given by

Wcat =
[
e−(x−

√
2𝛼)2−p2 + e−(x+

√
2𝛼)2−p2

− 2e−x
2−p2 cos(2

√
2p𝛼)

]
∕𝜋N− (1)

where 𝛼 is the amplitude of the optical cat state, N− = 2 − 2e−2𝛼2

is the normalization factor, x and p are the phase-space ampli-
tude and phase quadratures (position and momentum parame-
ters), respectively.
A p-SC state that is, squeezed along the p quadrature (orthogo-

nal to the superposition direction by controlling the phase of the
quadrature squeezing to 𝜋∕2), is prepared when the OPA works
under the condition of amplification. TheWigner function of the
p-SC state is given by[48]

Wpsc =
[
e−

(x−
√
2er 𝛼)2

e2r
− p2

e−2r + e−
(x+

√
2er 𝛼)2

e2r
− p2

e−2r

− 2e−
x2

e2r
− p2

e−2r cos(2
√
2per𝛼)

]
∕𝜋N− (2)

where r is the squeezing parameter of the SC state. Since an in-
line squeezer is applied to prepare SC states, the squeezing pa-
rameter of the SC state can be controlled by changing the gain of
the OPA.
On the other hand, an x-SC state, that is, squeezed along the

x quadrature (along the superposition direction by controlling
the phase of the quadrature squeezing to zero), can be prepared
when theOPAworks under the condition of deamplification. The
Wigner function of the x-SC state is[48]

Wxsc =
[
e−
(x−√2e−r 𝛼)2

e−2r
− p2

e2r + e−
(x+√2e−r 𝛼)2

e−2r
− p2

e2r

− 2e
− x2

e−2r
− p2

e2r cos
(
2
√
2pe−r𝛼

)]
∕𝜋N− (3)
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Figure 2. Experimental setup of preparing and manipulating optical SC states. A photon click in APD heralds photon subtraction from the squeezed
vacuum state, which is realized by the beam-splitter with a transmittance of T = 5%. SHG, second harmonic generator; HWP, half-wave plate; PBS,
polarization beam splitter; OPA, optical parametric amplifier; IF, interference filter with 0.4 nm bandwidth; FC, filter cavity; LO, local oscillator; APD,
avalanche photodiode; HD, homodyne detector.

From the theoretical Wigner functions of the x-SC and p-SC
states in Figure 1, it is obvious that the cat state is squeezed along
the amplitude and phase quadratures, respectively.

3. Experimental Section

As shown in Figure 2, part of the laser beam from a continuous
wave Ti:Sapphire laser operated at 795 nm is sent to a second
harmonic generator to generate the pump beams at 397.5 nm
for two OPAs, and the rest of it is used as the seed beam of OPA1
and the local oscillator of homodyne detector. By subtracting a
photon from a nearly pure squeezed vacuum state with −3 dB
squeezing produced by OPA1, the optical cat state is condition-
ally prepared. Then it is seeded into an in-line squeezer OPA2
for preparing and manipulating the SC state. By controlling the
working condition of OPA2 to the condition of amplification or
deamplification of the seed beam, that is, locking the phase dif-
ference between the seed and pump beams of OPA2 to 0 or 𝜋,
the cat state is squeezed along the phase or amplitude quadra-
ture, respectively. Then, the prepared cat state and SC states are
measured by the homodyne detector, respectively. The Wigner
functions and density matrices of the cat state and SC states are
reconstructed by homodyne tomography[49] (see Section S1, Sup-
porting Information, for more details).
In our experiment, two technical challenges have to be solved.

One is that the bandwidth of the in-line squeezer should be broad
enough, otherwise the information of the cat state will be lost.[41]

In the experiment, the bandwidth of OPA2 is about 15 MHz,
slightly broader than that of OPA1 (13MHz), so that all the infor-
mation of the cat state can be amplified or deamplified by OPA2.
The other technical challenge is that the loss introduced by the
in-line squeezer should be as low as possible to avoid the decrease
of the non-classicality of the cat state. In our experiment, by op-
timizing the transmissivity of input (output) coupler of OPA2
(T = 14.7%), the transmission efficiency of OPA2 is improved to
91%, that is, the loss of OPA2 is reduced to 9%.

The results of the cat state, the p-SC and x-SC states, are shown
in Figure 3a–c, respectively. As shown in Figure 3a, the Wigner
function of the cat state shows two positive Gaussians of |𝛼⟩ and| − 𝛼⟩, together with a central negative dip Wcat(0, 0) = −0.16. A
p-SC state is generated when the in-line squeezer works under
the condition of amplification with a pump power of 40 mW, as
shown in Figure 3b. Comparing with Figure 3a, the p-SC state
is squeezed along the p quadrature, and the odd photon-number
terms are increased. In contrast, an x-SC state is generated when
the in-line squeezer works under the condition of deamplifica-
tion with a pump power of 20 mW, as shown in Figure 3c. Com-
pared to Figure 3a, the x-SC state is squeezed along the x quadra-
ture, and the odd photon-number terms are decreased. All results
are corrected for a 80% detection efficiency, including the trans-
mission efficiency and the homodyne detection efficiency (see
Section S1, Supporting Information for more details). Different
from the even SC states prepared in previous experiments,[36–40]

the odd SC states are prepared in our experiment, because the
in-line squeezer does not change the parity of an optical cat state.
The quality of the prepared cat states and SC states is

quantified by the fidelity. The fidelity of a cat state is ob-
tained by calculating the similarity between an ideal cat state

|cat−⟩ = +∞∑
n=0

e−|𝛼|2∕2 2𝛼2n+1√
N−(2n+1)!

|2n + 1⟩ and the experimentally re-

constructed density matrix �̂�outc , that is,

Fcat = ⟨cat−||�̂�outc
||cat−⟩ (4)

The amplitude and fidelity of the prepared cat state are 𝛼 = 1.06 ±
0.02 and Fcat = 0.68 ± 0.01, respectively.
The fidelity between the experimentally obtained �̂�outsc and an

ideal SC state |SC−⟩ is given by
Fsc = ⟨SC_|�̂�outsc |SC_⟩ = ⟨cat−||Ŝ†(𝜁 )�̂�outsc Ŝ(𝜁 )

||cat−⟩ (5)
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Figure 3. Results of cat state and SC states. a) Results of the cat state. b) Results of the p-SC state with 40 mW pump power for OPA2. c) Results of
the x-SC state with 20 mW pump power for OPA2. Top: experimentally reconstructed Wigner functions of cat state with 𝛼 = 1.06, the p-SC state with
𝛼 = 1.40 and r = 0.30, and the x-SC state with 𝛼 = 0.99 and r = 0.29, respectively. Bottom: projections of experimentally reconstructed Wigner functions
and corresponding photon-number distributions. All results are corrected for a 80% detection efficiency.

Figure 4. The fidelities between the experimentally obtained states and ideal SC states as a function of theoretical amplitude and squeezing parameter.
a) Fidelity of the p-SC state with 40 mW pump power for OPA2. b) Fidelity of the x-SC state with 20 mW pump power for OPA2.

where |SC_⟩ = +∞∑
n=0

Ŝ(𝜁 )e−|𝛼|2∕2 2𝛼2n+1√
N−(2n+1)!

|2n + 1⟩ represents the

odd SC state in the Fock state basis (see Section S2, Support-

ing Information, for more details). Here, Ŝ(𝜁 ) = e
𝜁∗ â2−𝜁 â†2

2 is the
squeezing operator with 𝜁 = −rei𝜃 ; â and â† are the annihilation
and creation operators, respectively. When the 𝜃 is controlled to 0
or 𝜋, the p-SC or x-SC state is obtained, respectively. The squeez-
ing parameter and amplitude of SC states are determined by the
maximum fidelity.
Figure 4a,b shows the fidelities of the p-SC state and the x-

SC state, respectively, in the parameter space of amplitude and
the squeezing parameter. The amplitude, squeezing parameter,
and fidelity of the p-SC state in Figure 3b are 𝛼 = 1.40 ± 0.03, r =
0.30 ± 0.02, and Fpsc = 0.61 ± 0.01, respectively. The amplitude,
squeezing parameter, and fidelity of the x-SC state in Figure 3c
are 𝛼 = 0.99 ± 0.01, r = 0.29 ± 0.01, and Fxsc = 0.65 ± 0.02, re-
spectively.

The generation rates of SC states in previous experiments are
limited by the multi-fold photon coincidence measurement or
homodyne heralding measurement.[36–39] The generation rate of
SC states in our experiment is around 2 kHz, which is the same
as that of the initial cat state, and is higher than that of previ-
ous experiments.[36–39] The improvement of the generation rate
comes from the fact that only one photon detection is involved
and the squeezing operation of the in-line squeezer is determin-
istic.
The squeezing parameter of the prepared SC states can be ac-

tively manipulated by controlling the pump power of the in-line
squeezer, enabling the preparation of SC states according to re-
quirements. The experimental results of the prepared SC states
at different pump powers of OPA2 are shown in Table 1. The am-
plitude and the squeezing parameter of p-SC states increase with
the increase of pump power of OPA2. When manipulating the
x-SC states, the squeezing parameters are increased whereas the
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Table 1. Experimental results of SC states at different pump powers of OPA2..

States Pump power of OPA2 Fidelity Amplitude Squeezing parameter Wigner negativity

p-SC 20 mW 0.62 1.21 0.27 −0.14

p-SC 30 mW 0.62 1.31 0.29 −0.13

p-SC 40 mW 0.61 1.40 0.30 −0.16

x-SC 10 mW 0.62 1.04 0.24 −0.11

x-SC 15 mW 0.65 1.03 0.27 −0.11

x-SC 20 mW 0.65 0.99 0.29 −0.13

amplitudes are decreased a little bit with the increase of the pump
power of OPA2. The fidelities of the p-SC and x-SC states do not
decrease apparently as compared to that of the cat state. The ex-
perimental results of the p-SC and x-SC states apart from those
in Figure 3 can be found in Section S3, Supporting Information.
In principle, the squeezing operation on the cat state only

changes the squeezing parameter of the SC state, while its am-
plitude keeps unchanged as the cat state. However, it is clear that
the amplitudes of the p-SC and x-SC states increase and decrease
in our experiment, respectively. For the p-SC state, the overlap be-
tween the two component states is decreased, and their quantum
interferences are increased. In contrast, for the x-SC state, the
overlap between the two component states is increased, and their
quantum interferences are reduced. There are two possible rea-
sons for the variation of the amplitude. First, the quantum state
generated by subtracting one photon from a squeezed vacuum
state âŜ(r)|0⟩ is only an approximate cat state with amplitude 𝛼,
because the photon number distributions of the two states are
similar up to the 3-photon term, but are different for higher-order
terms. If an ideal cat state is squeezed along the superposition di-
rection (x quadrature), Ŝ(−r)|cat−⟩, an x-SC state with squeezing
parameter r′ = r and amplitude 𝛼′ = 𝛼 will be obtained. While if
squeezing photon-subtracted squeezed vacuum state by the same
squeezing parameter along the superposition direction, we have
Ŝ(−r)âŜ(r)|0⟩= sinh(r)|1⟩, that is, a single photon. If fitting it with
an x-SC state parameterized by an amplitude 𝛼′ and a squeezing
parameter r′, we have r′ → 0 and an amplitude 𝛼′ → 0. Thus, the
amplitude of the SC state obtained by squeezing the approximate
cat state is changed. Second, the antisqueezing level is larger
than the squeezing level because of imperfections of the in-line
squeezer. Themain imperfections come from the intracavity loss,
coupling loss of the in-line squeezer and the phase fluctuation.[50]

The amplitude of the p-SC state is increased, while the amplitude
of the x-SC state is decreased, when the antisqueezing level is
larger than squeezing level of the in-line squeezer.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

In previous experiments, postselection on different quadrature
homodyne heralding data is required to manipulate the phase
of the quadrature squeezing of an optical SC state.[38,39] Our ex-
periment allows for a much easier manipulation of the phase of
the quadrature squeezing, by simply changing the working con-
dition of OPA2. Moreover, conversions between electrical and
optical signals are required in the off-line squeezer to realize
measurement-based feedback on non-Gaussian states, such as
the single photon state and optical cat state.[41] Such conversions

inevitably limit the bandwidth of the prepared non-Gaussian
states. Instead, our in-line squeezer removes the requirement
of electro-optic and opto-electric conversions, allowing for high-
bandwidth squeezing operations on non-Gaussian states.
In summary, we present a scheme to experimentally prepare

an optical SC state and manipulate the phase of the quadrature
squeezing via an all-optical in-line squeezer. The phase of the
quadrature squeezing and the squeezing parameter of SC states
are manipulated by controlling the working condition and pump
power of the in-line squeezer. Since the squeezing operation is
deterministic, the generation rate of SC states in our experiment
is the same as that of the initial cat state. The parity of the pre-
pared SC states is maintained, as the squeezing operation is di-
rectly applied on an input cat state. Our results provide a deter-
ministic all-optical measurement-free approach to prepare and
manipulate optical SC states without losing the non-classicality,
that is, the negativity of their Wigner functions. This represents
a crucial step toward all-optical quantum information processing
based on SC states.

Supporting Information
Supporting Information is available from the Wiley Online Library or from
the author.

Acknowledgements
M.W. and M.Z. contributed equally to this work. This research was
supported by the NSFC (Grant No. 11834010, No. 62005149, and No.
11974227), Fundamental Research Programof Shanxi Province (GrantNo.
20210302121002,No. 20210302122002, andNo. 201901D211164), Shanxi
Scholarship Council of China (No. 2021-03), and the Fund for Shanxi “1331
Project” Key Subjects Construction.

Conflict of Interest
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Data Availability Statement
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the cor-
responding author upon reasonable request.

Keywords
all-optical in-line squeezers, optical cat states, optical parametric ampli-
fiers, squeezed states

Laser Photonics Rev. 2022, 2200336 © 2022 Wiley-VCH GmbH2200336 (5 of 6)

http://www.advancedsciencenews.com
http://www.lpr-journal.org


www.advancedsciencenews.com www.lpr-journal.org

Received: May 9, 2022
Revised: August 22, 2022

Published online:

[1] E. Schrödinger, Naturwissenschaften 1935, 23, 807.
[2] S. Haroche, Rev. Mod. Phys. 2013, 85, 1083.
[3] M. Arndt, K. Hornberger, Nat. Phys. 2014, 10, 271.
[4] T. C. Ralph, A. Gilchrist, G. J. Milburn, W. J. Munro, S. Glancy, Phys.

Rev. A 2003, 68, 042319.
[5] H. Jeong, M. S. Kim, Phys. Rev. A 2002, 65, 042305.
[6] A. P. Lund, T. C. Ralph, H. L. Haselgrove, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100,

030503.
[7] D. S. Schlegel, F. Minganti, V. Savona, arXiv:2201.02570, 2022.
[8] S. J. van Enk, O. Hirota, Phys. Rev. A 2001, 64, 022313.
[9] B. Hacker, S. Welte, S. Daiss, A. Shaukat, S. Ritter, L. Li, G. Rempe,

Nat. Photonics 2019, 13, 110.
[10] J. Joo, W. J. Munro, T. P. Spiller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2011, 107,

083601.
[11] A. Gilchrist, K. Nemoto, W. J. Munro, T. C. Ralph, S. Glancy, S. L.

Braunstein, G. J. Milburn, J. Opt. B: Quantum Semiclassical Opt. 2004,
6, S828.

[12] J. M. Raimond, M. Brune, S. Haroche, Phys. Rev. Lett. 1997, 79,
1964.

[13] C. Monroe, D. M. Meekhof, B. E. King, D. J. Wineland, Science 1996,
272, 1131.

[14] B. Vlastakis, G. Kirchmair, Z. Leghtas, S. E. Nigg, L. Frunzio, S. M.
Girvin, M. Mirrahimi, M. H. Devoret, R. J. Schoelkopf, Science 2013,
342, 607.

[15] C. Song, K. Xu, H. Li, Y.-R. Zhang, X. Zhang, W. Liu, Q. Guo, Z. Wang,
W. Ren, J. Hao, H. Feng, H. Fan, D. Zheng, D.-W. Wang, H. Wang,
S.-Y. Zhu, Science 2019, 365, 574.

[16] A. Omran, H. Levine, A. Keesling, G. Semeghini, T. T. Wang, S. Ebadi,
H. Bernien, A. S. Zibrov, H. Pichler, S. Choi, J. Cui, M. Rossignolo,
P. Rembold, S. Montangero, T. Calarco, M. Endres, M. Greiner, V.
Vuletíc, M. D. Lukin, Science 2019, 365, 570.

[17] M. Dakna, T. Anhut, T. Opatrný, L. Knöll, D.-G. Welsch, Phys. Rev. A
1997, 55, 3184.

[18] A. P. Lund, H. Jeong, T. C. Ralph, M. S. Kim, Phys. Rev. A 2004, 70,
020101(R).

[19] A. Ourjoumtsev, R. Tualle-Brouri, J. Laurat, P. Grangier, Science 2006,
312, 83.

[20] J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, B. M. Nielsen, C. Hettich, K. Mølmer, E. S.
Polzik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 083604.

[21] N. Lee, H. Benichi, Y. Takeno, S. Takeda, J. Webb, E. Huntington, A.
Furusawa, Science 2011, 332, 330.

[22] M. Zhang, H. Kang, M. Wang, F. Xu, X. Su, K. Peng, Photonics Res.
2021, 9, 887.

[23] H. Takahashi, K. Wakui, S. Suzuki, M. Takeoka, K. Hayasaka, A. Furu-
sawa, M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 101, 233605.

[24] T. Gerrits, S. Glancy, T. S. Clement, B. Calkins, A. E. Lita, A. J. Miller,
A. L. Migdall, S. W. Nam, R. P. Mirin, E. Knill, Phys. Rev. A 2010, 82,
031802(R).

[25] A. Laghaout, J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, I. Rigas, C. Kragh, A. Tipsmark,
U. L. Andersen, Phys. Rev. A 2013, 87, 043826.

[26] P. van Loock, Laser Photonics Rev. 2011, 5, 167.
[27] U. L. Andersen, J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, P. van Loock, A. Furusawa,

Nat. Phys. 2015, 11, 713.
[28] H. Do, R. Malaney, J. Green, Quantum Eng. 2021, 3, e60.
[29] J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, Y. Eto, C.-W. Lee, H. Jeong, M. Sasaki, Nat.

Photonics 2013, 7, 439.
[30] H. Jeong, A. Zavatta, M. Kang, S.-W. Lee, L. S. Costanzo, S. Grandi,

T. C. Ralph, M. Bellini, Nat. Photonics 2014, 8, 564.
[31] O. Morin, K. Huang, J. Liu, H. L. Jeannic, C. Fabre, J. Laurat, Nat.

Photonics 2014, 8, 570.
[32] A. E. Ulanov, D. Sychev, A. A. Pushkina, I. A. Fedorov, A. I. Lvovsky,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 2017, 118, 160501.
[33] D. V. Sychev, A. E. Ulanov, E. S. Tiunov, A. A. Pushkina, A. Kuzhamu-

ratov, V. Novikov, A. I. Lvovsky, Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 3672.
[34] A. Tipsmark, R. Dong, A. Laghaout, P. Marek, M. Ježek, U. L. Ander-

sen, Phys. Rev. A 2011, 84, 050301(R).
[35] A. Serafini, S. De Siena, F. Illuminati, M. G. A. Paris, J. Opt. B: Quan-

tum Semiclassical Opt. 2004, 6, S591.
[36] H. Le Jeannic, A. Cavaillès, K. Huang, R. Filip, J. Laurat, Phys. Rev. Lett.

2018, 120, 073603.
[37] K. Huang, H. Le Jeannic, J. Ruaudel, V. B. Verma, M. D. Shaw, F. Mar-

sili, S. W. Nam, E Wu, H. Zeng, Y.-C. Jeong, R. Filip, O. Morin, J. Lau-
rat, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2015, 115, 023602.

[38] A. Ourjoumtsev, H. Jeong, R. Tualle-Brouri, P. Grangier,Nature 2007,
448, 784.

[39] J. Etesse, M. Bouillard, B. Kanseri, R. Tualle-Brouri, Phys. Rev. Lett.
2015, 114, 193602.

[40] D. V. Sychev, A. E. Ulanov, A. A. Pushkina, M. W. Richards, I. A. Fe-
dorov, A. I. Lvovsky, Nat. Photonics 2017, 11, 379.

[41] Y. Miwa, J.-i. Yoshikawa, N. Iwata, M. Endo, P. Marek, R. Filip, P. van
Loock, A. Furusawa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2014, 113, 013601.

[42] J. Zhang, C. Ye, F. Gao, M. Xiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 101, 233602.
[43] Z. Yan, X. Jia, X. Su, Z. Duan, C. Xie, K. Peng, Phys. Rev. A 2012, 85,

040305(R).
[44] X. Sun, Y. Wang, Y. Tian, Q. Wang, L. Tian, Y. Zheng, K. Peng, Laser

Photonics Rev. 2022, 16, 2100329.
[45] A. I. Lvovsky, B. C. Sanders, W. Tittel, Nat. Photonics 2009, 3, 706.
[46] Z. Yan, L. Wu, X. Jia, Y. Liu, R. Deng, S. Li, H. Wang, C. Xie, K. Peng,

Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 718.
[47] S-H. Wei, B. Jing, X.-Y. Zhang, J.-Y. Liao, C.-Z. Yuan, B.-Y. Fan, C. Lyu,

D.-L. Zhou, Y. Wang, G.-W. Deng, H.-Z. Song, D. Oblak, G.-C. Guo,
Q. Zhou, Laser Photonics Rev. 2022, 16, 2100219.

[48] R. Filip, J. Opt. B: Quantum Semiclassical Opt. 2001, 3, S1.
[49] A. I. Lvovsky, M. G. Raymer, Rev. Mod. Phys. 2009, 81, 299.
[50] Y. Takeno, M. Yukawa, H. Yonezawa, A. Furusawa, Opt. Express 2007,

15, 4321.

Laser Photonics Rev. 2022, 2200336 © 2022 Wiley-VCH GmbH2200336 (6 of 6)

http://www.advancedsciencenews.com
http://www.lpr-journal.org

