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Abstract: The phenomena of subthreshold photoemission and absorption under coherent and
entangled-photon-pairillumination are reviewed, and the generation and properties of entangled-
photon pairs are surveyed. Three prominent forms of subthreshold photoemission are examined:
one-photon Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP), two-photon photoemission (TPP), and entangled-
two-photon photoemission (ETPP). Experimental methods for measuring subthreshold photocur-
rents and photoelectron count rates are discussed, along with strategies for enhancing selected
contributions. Experimental observations of FTP from a CsK,Sb photocathode in a photomul-
tiplier tube (PMT), under both coherent and entangled-photon-pair illumination, are reviewed,
and the role of FTP as a noise source in two-photon measurements is elucidated. TPP from
Na and CsK;Sb photocathodes in a PMT under classical-light illumination is considered, as
are TPP and ETPP from a CsK;Sb photocathode in a channel photomultiplier (CPM) under
coherent and entangled-photon-pair illumination. The observation of ETPP is facilitated by
the use of a CPM, which suppresses FTP, and by low-intensity illumination, which minimizes
TPP. Quantum models of TPP and ETPP accord well with experiment. Entangled-two-photon
absorption (ETPA) is analyzed, as are its applications in entangled-two-photon fluorescence mi-
croscopy (ETPFM) and entangled-two-photon spectroscopy (ETPS). The three principal forms
of subthreshold absorption parallel those of subthreshold photoemission: singleton-induced
Boltzmann-tail absorption; cousin-induced/singleton-pair-induced two-photon absorption; and
twin-induced ETPA. Heuristic particle and fully quantum models of these processes are com-
pared, and experimental studies of ETPA and ETPFM, together with methods for enhancing
their observability, are summarized.
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Photoemission and absorption under coherent
and entangled-photon-pair illumination

MALVIN CARL TEICH, MARK C. BOOTH, FRANCESCO LISSANDRIN,
AND BAHAA E. A. SALEH

1. INTRODUCTION

This review focuses on three principal forms of subthreshold photoemission: 1) one-photon
Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP); 2) two-photon photoemission (TPP); and 3) entangled-two-
photon photoemission (ETPP). The version that dominates can often be established by judicious
selection of the characteristics of the incident light, the properties of the sample, and/or the
specifications of the photodetection system. Of particular interest is entangled-two-photon
photoemission, the photoemissive counterpart of entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA), in
which the absorption of an entangled-photon pair is followed by the emission of an electron
into vacuum. This facilitates the observation of the phenomenon because the mass and charge
of electrons allow them to be collected, multiplied, and detected with substantially higher
efficiency than fluorescence photons, which are emitted over large solid angles and undergo losses
associated with absorption, deflection, and scattering. Other, weaker forms of subthreshold
photoemission, e.g., multiphoton photoemission, are beyond the scope of this review.

The notion that matter can undergo transitions via two-photon absorption was first set forth by
Maria Goppert-Mayer in a theoretical paper published in 1931 [1]. The invention of the laser by
Maiman in 1960 [2], and the ensuing development of modern nonlinear optics beginning in 1961,
led to the observation of a number of two-photon processes induced by coherent light. Among
these were the landmark experiments of Franken et al. [3] and Kaiser and Garrett [4], both
carried out in 1961, that reported the observation of optical second-harmonic generation and
fluorescence-mode two-photon absorption, respectively. The first general theoretical treatment
of light-wave mixing in a nonlinear dielectric was formulated by Armstrong et al. in 1962 [5].
This was followed in the same year by the analysis of Bloembergen and Pershan [6], which
incorporated the boundary conditions governing nonlinear reflection and refraction at interfaces.
The theory of nonlinear optics was presented in unified form in 1965 in a seminal monograph
by Nicolaas Bloembergen [7].

In 1964, two-photon photoemission was contemporaneously observed from the metal Na by
Teich et al. [8-10] and from the semiconductor Cs3Sb by Sonnenberg ef al. [11]. The initial
observation from sodium metal in 1964 was subsequently expanded into a formal theoretical
and experimental treatment [9, 10]. As sketched in Fig. 1, a hallmark of the onset of two-
photon absorption/photoemission is a shift in the rate from linear to quadratic scaling as the
optical intensity I of the incident classical light increases (see Chapter 22 of [12]). Two-photon
photoemission was later conjoined with optical heterodyning to form a hybrid detection modality
— two-photon heterodyne photodetection — in which dc photomixing can occur [13].

Expanded opportunities for exploring the interaction between radiation and matter arrived
with the development of sources of nonclassical light [14,15], including spontaneous optical para-
metric downconversion (SPDC) in the late 1960s [16-21], and then photon-number-squeezed
light [22-24] and quadrature-squeezed light [25] in the mid-1980s. In particular, the availability
of time—frequency entangled-photon pairs created via SPDC [16-21] fostered the exploration of
a significant number of novel radiation—matter interactions. Also referred to as optical paramet-
ric fluorescence [16], spontaneous parametric scattering (SPS) [19], and parametric lumines-
cence [20], SPDC is a nonlinear optical process whereby a small fraction of the pump photons
incident on a nonlinear optical material spontaneously split into twins (also called intrapair
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Fig. 1. The onset of two-photon absorption/photoemission for classical light is marked
by a shift in the rate (per unit area) from linear to quadratic scaling as the incident
optical intensity / increases. The linear region can result, for example, from one-photon
subthreshold effects such as Boltzmann-tail absorption or Fermi-tail photoemission.
Since the probability for the absorption of a single photon in an incremental time
interval is proportional to /, the probability for the independent absorption of two
photons is proportional to 2. The insets portray idealized sample functions for both
of these scenarios.

photons) that are linked by the conservation of energy and momentum [26-28] (see Chap-
ter 22 of [12]).

In the idealized case when loss and separation are absent, the presence of one twin signi-
fies the presence of the other so the scaling of the two-photon absorption rate is linear, as
sketched in Fig. 2. Still, when the incident entangled-photon intensity becomes sufficiently
large, twins overcrowd the allotted spacetime interaction volume and some become locally sep-
arated. Two non-twin photons — colloquially called cousins (or interpair photons) — can
then be independently absorbed and quadratic scaling ensues (Fig. 2). In the presence of loss,
each surviving unpaired twin is referred to as a singleton. Singletons can induce one-photon
absorption (e.g., Fermi-tail photoemission or Boltzmann-tail absorption) and can also team up
to induce two-photon absorption.

Among the many forms of nonclassical light, entangled-photon pairs are commonly chosen
for the deployment and study of radiation—matter interactions because of robustness to loss, and
numerous technological opportunities for this form of light have emerged [29-31]. While this
review focuses on entangled photons in the isolated-photon-pair domain [32,33],also called the
two-photon limit or the weak-squeezed-vacuum domain, the bright-squeezed-vacuum (BSV)
domain [34-36] is also considered in connection with entangled-two-photon absorption.

The ensuing sections of this review provide detailed studies of the various forms of
subthreshold photoemission, with particular attention devoted to their experimental
signatures in metallic sodium and the semiconductor cesium-potassium antimonide.
The final section of the review summarizes the current state of subthreshold absorp-
tion and fluorescence microscopy under entangled-photon-pair illumination.
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Fig. 2. The presence of entangled-two-photon absorption/photoemission under illu-
mination with entangled-photon pairs (red curve) is marked by an increase in the rate
(per unit area) as the optical intensity / of the incident light increases. In the ideal case,
when there is neither photon loss nor overcrowding, the rate scales linearly with / since
the presence of one twin signals the presence of the other and they are absorbed as a
pair. When the incident intensity exceeds a critical value, however, twins overcrowd
the allotted interaction volume and some become locally separated from their partners.
Non-twin photon pairs can be independently absorbed, however, resulting in I? be-
havior, just as for classical light (blue curve and Fig. 1). Insets are idealized sample
functions for the various scenarios. Refined versions of these sketches are portrayed
in Figs. 8 and 23.

Section 2 provides an overview of entangled-photon pairs and their interactions with matter.
Section 2.1 contains a discussion of the properties and generation of entangled-photon pairs.
This is followed by brief accounts of entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA), entangled-two-
photon fluorescence microscopy (ETPFM), and entangled-two-photon spectroscopy (ETPS), in
Secs. 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4, respectively. Entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP), the subject
of principal interest in this review, is compared and contrasted to ETPA in Sec. 2.5. Several
alternative paradigms and applications of entangled-photon pairs are catalogued in Sec. 2.6.

Section 3 provides an overview of various forms of photoemission. It outlines suprathreshold
(ordinary) photoemission (Sec. 3.1) and then considers the origins of the three prominent forms
of subthreshold photoemission: one-photon Fermi-tail photoemission (Sec. 3.2); two-photon
photoemission (Sec. 3.3); and entangled-two-photon photoemission (Sec. 3.4). Measures of
optical power and the effects of optical loss are considered in Sec. 3.5.

Section 4 introduces a number of auxiliary techniques that facilitate the measurement of
subthreshold photocurrents and photoelectron count rates (Sec. 4.1). It also provides expressions
for these quantities that accommodate the distortions introduced by the various techniques for
classical, coherent, and entangled-photon-pair illumination (Sec. 4.2). This approach enables
CW-equivalent values of the responsivities and quantum efficiencies to be extracted from the data.
The linear-quadratic crossover intensities and estimation protocols examined in Secs. 4.3 and
4.4, respectively, are useful for determining parameter values. Methods for identifying various
forms of subthreshold photoemission are outlined in Sec. 4.5, and approaches for enhancing



specific forms thereof are suggested in Sec. 4.6.

Section 5 is dedicated to an experimental examination of Fermi-tail photoemission from
CsK,Sb and two other alkali-antimonide materials, under coherent-lightillumination. Fermi-tail
photoemission acts as a source of noise when measuring two-photon photoemission. The Fermi-
tail photocurrent increases with increasing sample temperature and decreasing illumination
wavelength, as expected from theory.

Section 6 is devoted to the observation of two-photon photoemission, a process that can
provide useful information about photoemissive electronic structure and transition mechanisms
in matter. TPP from metallic sodium has been examined in detail. Under classical-light
illumination, the two-photon quantum efficiency 7. is roughly three orders of magnitude greater
for a thick Na sample than for a thin one — the theoretical values of 1. predicted on the basis
of two-photon volume and surface photoemission models are in good accord with the thick and
thin measurements, respectively. The two-photon quantum efficiency for CsK;Sb has also been
measured under coherent-light illumination, and its temperature and wavelength dependencies
established — it is about three orders of magnitude greater than that for the thick Na sample.
Analog and digital measurements yield consistent results within the experimental uncertainty.

Section 7 reports the results of Fermi-tail photoemission experiments under entangled-photon-
pair illumination (in contrast to Sec. 5, where the illumination was coherent). The Fermi-tail
photoemission elicited by entangled-photon singletons is found to follow the same one-photon
behavior as that elicited by coherent photons. Under the independent-loss model employed here,
the fraction of photons passed by an optical system of transmittance 7 remains 7, whether the
photons are coherent or singletons, whereas the fraction of entangled-photon twins that retain
their twin status after transmission behaves as 72. Fermi-tail photoemission, which can mask
both two-photon photoemission and entangled-two-photon photoemission, is difficult to avoid
from photocathodes contained in photomultiplier tubes.

Section 8 analyzes experiments conducted on two-photon photoemission from CsK;,Sb under
entangled-photon-pair illumination (in contrast to the coherent illumination in Sec. 6). It
turns out that entangled-photon cousins, singleton pairs, and pairs of (independent) coherent
photons generate two-photon photoemission via the same independent-photon mechanism. This
section also details the observation of entangled-two-photon photoemission from the CsK,Sb
photocathode of a channel photomultiplier (CPM) module, and demonstrates that quantum-
theoretical calculations are in good agreement with the experimentally inferred results. Use of
a CPM reduced Fermi-tail photoemission below detectability, while low-intensity illumination
reduced conventional two-photon photoemission to a negligible level over the linear regime of
interest.

Section 9 identifies the three prominent forms of subthreshold absorption observed under
entangled-photon-pair illumination: one-photon singleton-induced Boltzmann-tail absorption;
cousin and singleton-pair induced two-photon absorption; and twin-induced entangled-two-
photon absorption. The heuristic particle model used to describe these processes is elaborated
in Sec. 9.1 and the results that it yields are compared with those provided by its quantum
counterparts in Sec. 9.2. Experimental studies related to subthreshold absorption and entangled-
two-photon fluorescence microscopy are discussed in Sec. 9.3, and several methodologies for
enhancing their observability are suggested in Sec. 9.4.

2. ENTANGLED-PHOTON PAIRS AND THEIR INTERACTIONS WITH MATTER

The properties and generation of entangled-photon pairs are examined in Sec. 2.1. A brief
overview of entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA) is provided in Sec. 2.2. This is followed,
in Secs. 2.3 and 2.4, respectively, with concise reviews of entangled-two-photon fluorescence
microscopy (ETPFM) and entangled-two-photon spectroscopy (ETPS), two potentially powerful
applications of ETPA. While ETPA, ETPFM, and ETPS have attracted considerable attention



in the literature, no convincing, independently replicated demonstration of these effects in
organic molecules in solution has yet been established (as discussed in Sec. 9.3, the purported
observations are widely regarded as having conflated one-photon processes with entangled-two-
photon absorption). Section 2.5 details the physical mechanisms that facilitate the observation
of entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) relative to ETPA. Finally, in Sec. 2.6, we
catalog a number of other entangled-photon-pairinteractions and applications that have garnered
substantial interest, but are beyond the scope of this work.

2.1.  Properties and Generation of Entangled-Photon Pairs

Entanglement in a composite quantum system is characterized by nonseparability of the system
state. For pure states, as articulated by Schrodinger in 1935, this means that the wavefunction
cannot be factorized into independent parts for the constituent subsystems [37]. Building on
Schrodinger’s insight, Bohm reformulated the entanglement concept for discrete two-level sys-
tems, particularly spin-Y2 particles [38], and established the framework that later underpinned the
development of Bell’s theorem [39,40]. Although Bohm’s model addressed fermionic systems,
photon polarization states (corresponding to the two transverse helicity components of massless
spin-1 bosons) also form a two-dimensional Hilbert space and thus support entanglement phe-
nomena analogous to those of spin-¥2 particles. The nonseparable two-photon quantum state
produced coherently in a single emission event is known as both an entangled-photon pair and
a biphoton [27] (see Sec. 8.4 of [41]).

The earliest general quantum treatment of vacuum-seeded parametric emission was formulated
by Louisell ef al. in 1961 [42]. The implementation of this effect in the optical region was
contemporaneously effected in 1967 by Harris et al., who reported tunable optical parametric
fluorescence in lithium niobate (LiNbO3) [16], and by Magde and Mahr, who carried out a
quantitative experimental study of the effect in ammonium dihydrogen phosphate (NH4H>PO4
or ADP) [17]. Submitting his theoretical paper just a few days after Magde and Mahr, Klyshko
also analyzed this effect, pointing to the importance of measuring the mutual correlation of the
emitted fields [18]. The explicit recognition of the process as a source of correlated photon pairs
for quantum optics emerged in the subsequent work of Zel’dovich and Klyshko in 1969 [43],
and was followed shortly thereafter by the experimental observation of optical photon-pair
simultaneity by Burnham and Weinberg in 1970 [21].

These early theoretical and experimental advances ultimately set the stage for the direct
observation of quantum entanglement in photonic systems. Landmark experiments conducted
by Alain Aspect and his collaborators in the early 1980s [44,45], which made use of a double-
transition atomic-cascade source, provided the first rigorous tests of Bell’s inequalities and
established nonlocal quantum correlations as an experimentally verifiable phenomenon [46].
Two-photon Einstein—Podolsky—Rosen (EPR) states [47], entangled in the parity of their one-
dimensional transverse spatial profiles, have been shown to violate Bell’s inequality in the spatial
domain [48,49].

2.1.1. Spontaneous Parametric Downconversion (SPDC)

Spontaneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) relies on an optically pumped second-order
nonlinear medium that spontaneously generates entangled-photon pairs via three-wave mixing;
under appropriate phase-matching and collection conditions, the emitted two-photon state can be
entangled in one or more degrees of freedom. The twin photons associated with time—frequency
entanglement, termed signal and idler or 1 and 2, respectively, have central angular frequencies
‘”(1] and wg rad/s, and central wavevectors k(l) and kg, respectively. Each pair is born of a single
mother pump photon of energy #iw, and momentum vector 7k,. For SPDC that is losslessly
generated, energy and momentum conservation take the form

0 0
wp = W) +w, (1)
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and
k, =k} + k), 2)

respectively. Equation (2) may be viewed as the central phase-matching condition for the three
interacting waves. In practice, for a source of finite length and bandwidth, the emitted photon
pairs are distributed about this condition in accordance with the phase-matching function of the
structure. The two conditions together ensure both temporal and spatial phase matching of the
three waves, a prerequisite for their sustained mutual interaction over extended durations of time
and regions of space.

2.1.2. Birefringent Phase Matching (BPM)

To accommodate phase matching, the nonlinear medium in which three-wave mixing occurs
can be a birefringent second-order nonlinear optical crystal, cut in such a way that the waves
satisfy Eq. (2). The SPDC process may be collinear, in which case the wave vectors of the
signal and idler photons are aligned with that of the pump, or noncollinear. The use of
collinear downconversion simplifies optical alignment and beam overlap, thereby facilitating the
collection of the downconverted radiation into a limited aperture or a single-mode structure.

Furthermore, the phase matching may be of type-I or type-II, depending on the polarization
relationships among the pump, signal, and idler photons. In birefringently phase-matched uni-
axial crystals, type-I phase matching gives rise to signal and idler photons with polarizations
that are the same and are orthogonal to that of the pump. The marginal spectral profiles of
the entangled photons, and the joint spectrum of the pairs, can be tuned over a broad range
by modifying the spatial profile of the pump laser beam and by engineering the geometry of
the downconversion process [50-52]. Type-II phase matching, on the other hand, yields
polarization entanglement with orthogonally polarized signal and idler photons. The polar-
ization configuration significantly influences features such as spatial walk-off, phase-matching
bandwidth, and entanglement characteristics.

Early SPDC experiments made use of entangled-photon pairs generated via three-wave mixing
in bulk uniaxial optical crystals with sizable nonlinear coefficients. Such birefringent phase
matching (BPM) was implemented in materials such as lithium niobate (LiNbO3) [16, 53,
54], ammonium dihydrogen phosphate (NH4H,PO4 or ADP) [17,21], potassium dihydrogen
phosphate (KH,PO4 or KDP) [55], deuterated potassium dihydrogen phosphate (KD,PO4 or
KD*P) [56, 57], lithium iodate (LilO3) [58], or beta barium borate (8-BaB,0O4 or BBO) [59].
Lithium niobate is often the material of choice because of its ready availability and its large
second-order nonlinearity, broad transparency range, and amenability to dispersion and ferroelectric-
domain (poling) engineering.

2.1.3. Quasi-Phase Matching (QPM), Periodic Poling (PP), and Chirped Quasi-Phase Matching
(CQPM)

The use of quasi-phase matching (QPM), in which a position-dependent nonlinearity is im-
posed on the nonlinear downconversion structure [5,60-62], allows a chosen phase mismatch to
be compensated by an appropriate reciprocal-lattice vector introduced through the poling pattern.
Quasi-phase matching enables type-0 phase matching, in which the pump, signal, and idler
share the same polarization. The implementation of type-0 phase matching via birefringence,
in contrast, is rarely achievable because there is then no refractive-index difference to exploit.
Moreover, QPM enables access to the largest nonlinear tensor component of the material, which
can offer a substantial increase in the strength of the nonlinear interaction.00

While quasi-phase matching guarantees the coherent longitudinal buildup of the SPDC am-
plitude by eliminating phase mismatch, it does not generally eliminate group-velocity mismatch.
As a result, the GVM of the interacting waves also contributes to 7 in quasi-phase-matched
media; in many practically important type-O implementations, in which all waves share the
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same polarization, this can lead to smaller values of Tg than in comparable type-I or type-II
configurations.

Quasi-phase matching can be achieved by utilizing periodically poled (PP) ferroelectric
crystals fabricated in such a way that the nonlinear coeflicient of the material alternates in sign, on
a micrometer spatial scale, along the length of the crystal [63]. Bulk periodically poled crystals
commonly used to generate SPDC include lithium niobate (PPLN) [64—67], stoichiometric
lithium tantalate (PPSLT) [68, 69], and potassium titanyl phosphate (PPKTP) [70].

Time—frequency entangled-photon pairs with broad spectral widths exhibit tightly correlated
arrival times, a property that is desirable for observing quantum processes such as entangled-two-
photon absorption/photoemission [15] and quantum-optical coherence tomography (QOCT) [71,
72]. One way of fostering this property is to simultaneously match the signal and idler group
velocities and to operate at a point where the total group-velocity dispersion for these waves is
minimal [73-76].

An approach for generating ultrabroadband entangled-photon pairs with greater design flexi-
bility is based on chirped quasi-phase matching (CQPM), a technique introduced by Carrasco
et al. in 2004 [77]. This is implemented by using aperiodic (rather than periodic) poling
that usually takes the form of a linearly chirped poling period along the longitudinal dimen-
sion of the nonlinear medium. Photon pairs phase-matched at different poling-period locations
comprise different combinations of wavenumber pairs. Many such signal and idler pairs are
therefore simultaneously phase-matched within the medium, resulting in ultrabroadband SPDC.
Chirped quasi-phase matching is readily implemented in bulk materials such as CPPLN, CPP-
SLT [78-81], CPPCLT [82], and CPPKTP (the initial “C" signifies “chirped”). Alternatively,
ultrabroadband entangled-photon pairs can be generated (at rates comparable to those attained
with CQPM) by using stochastic quasi-phase matching, in which domains of different lengths
are ordered randomly [83].

2.1.4. Phase Matching in Guided-Wave Structures

As an alternative to birefringent phase matching, the nonlinear medium can be fabricated in
the form of a waveguide on an integrated-optical chip or as an optical fiber. These structures
ensure optimal spatial-mode overlap in a compact geometry, thereby enhancing the interaction,
transmission, and collection efficiencies. In guided-wave phase matching, the wavevectors
are represented by the waveguide-mode propagation constants at the three wavelengths, so that
Eq. (2) is instead written as

Bp = B1 + pa. 3

The propagation constants depend on the refractive indices of the waveguide material and the
polarizations of the modes, as well as on the waveguide geometry and dimensions (see Chapter 7
and 22 of [12]). The additional degrees of freedom offer added flexibility in satisfying the
phase-matching condition. SPDC from a LiNbO3; waveguide structure was first reported by
Hampel and Sohler in 1986 [84].

As with bulk birefringent crystals, key techniques that allow SPDC to be efficiently generated
in guided-wave structures include quasi-phase matching, periodic poling, and chirped periodic
poling [85-87]. Integrated nonlinear optical waveguides in PPLN [88-91] are typically fab-
ricated by Ti-indiffusion or annealed proton exchange (APE). Stoichiometric lithium tantalate
(PPSLT) waveguides [92], often selected for their superior resistance to photorefractive damage,
are principally formed using APE. Waveguides in PPKTP [93], on the other hand, are gener-
ally realized using rubidium ion exchange. In all of these platforms, the waveguide structure
is combined with electric-field poling to achieve quasi-phase matching. Alternatively, ridge
waveguides, which provide strong lateral confinement that facilitates the generation of collinear
SPDC, can be formed in any of these materials by precision diamond dicing or dry etching tech-
niques. Slab waveguides, which offer confinement in only one dimension, support noncollinear
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SPDC generation.

Chirped versions of these poled guided-wave structures have been successfully employed to
generate broadband SPDC in CPPLN [94] and CPPSLT [95-97]. Broad spectral bandwidths
in turn lead to tightly time-correlated pairs that are advantageous for entangled-two-photon
interactions. At the opposite end of the bandwidth scale, SPDC with reduced spectral width
can be generated by using counterpropagating photons in a waveguide comprising a periodically
poled second-order nonlinear medium such as PPLN [98,99].

2.1.5. Generation of SPDC in Novel Media

Counterpropagating photon sources have been demonstrated using a thin-film lithium-niobate
(TFLN) [or lithium niobate on insulator (LNOI)] platform [100]. This serves to transform
lithium niobate from a low-contrast, weakly confining, diffusion-based waveguide platform
into a high-contrast, deeply etched, sub-micron integrated-photonics platform, thereby enabling
substantial improvements in confinement, nonlinear enhancement, and integration density.

Entangled-photon pairs have also been generated in various other media, including atomic
monolayers [101]; nonlinear films [102]; quantum dots coupled to micropillar cavities [103,
104]; metasurfaces [105-108]; and CMOS-compatible microring resonators [109]. Chip-scale
entangled-photon-pair sources have also been developed [110]. Among these is an electrically
pumped, high-performance source of polarization-entangled photon pairs [111] formed from
the hybrid integration of a TFLN chip that comprises a pair of PPLN waveguides, a beamsplitter,
and a polarization rotator/combiner, coupled with a DFB laser chip — precise wavelength tuning
is provided by thermal adjustment.

Many of these sources are intriguing in their promise, but the photon flux they currently gener-
ate is orders-of-magnitude smaller than that obtainable using conventional bulk and waveguide
sources.

2.1.6. Coherence and Statistical Properties

The coherence and statistical properties of SPDC in the isolated-photon-pair domain, generated
via birefringent phase matching, have been extensively investigated [112—-115]. In the ideal
low-gain limit, photons are generated in pairs [116, 117], so that the number fluctuations in
the signal and idler beams are strongly correlated. The coincidence statistics therefore retain a
clear imprint of the coherent pump, as manifested in fourth-order interference and coincidence-
counting experiments.

The marginal photon-number statistics in each arm depend on the number of spatiotemporal
modes collected and, in the usual treatment, range from thermal to negative-binomial forms [113,
118-121]; in appropriate multimode or coarse-window limits, and for photons generated in a
cavityless open system, they approach Poisson form [58]. The statistical properties of the
combined beam likewise depend on loss, modal structure, detector dead time, and the counting
window adopted in the measurement [58, 122-126]. The focusing and imaging properties of
entangled-photon pairs have also been well characterized [127-129]. The coherence properties
of downconverted beams at arbitrary levels of the photon flux have been derived by Pefina [130-
133].

2.1.7. Entanglement Time and Entanglement Area

Entangled-photon pairs are characterized by an entanglement time 7. and an entanglement
area A, representing the widths of the fourth-order temporal and spatial coherence functions,
respectively [32, 113, 134]. The entanglement time 7 quantifies the characteristic time delay
over which the detection of one photon predicts the arrival of its entangled twin, while the
entanglement area A characterizes the transverse spatial region over which the position of one
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photon predicts the position of its twin. Partial entanglement may be viewed as the dual of
partial coherence [135].

For birefringent and quasi-phase-matched SPDC sources, the source entanglement time is
governed principally by the interaction length, group-velocity mismatch (GVM), spectral filter-
ing, and pump bandwidth. Photons of different wavelengths, polarizations, and propagation
directions accumulate different group delays as they traverse the nonlinear medium, leading to a
finite entanglement time. Quasi-phase matching guarantees coherent longitudinal buildup of the
SPDC amplitude by eliminating phase mismatch, but does not generally eliminate group-velocity
mismatch. As aresult, the GVM of the interacting waves also governs 7 in quasi-phase-matched
media; type-0 downconversion, in which all waves share the same polarization, generally offers
smaller values of Ty than type-I or type-II implementations.

In experiments involving entangled-two-photon absorption or photoemission via an interme-
diate state in the sample, the contribution of entangled-photon pairs to the transition rate is
governed by the temporal overlap between the source correlation function and the finite lifetime
T, of the intermediate state. When 7. > T,, this overlap is reduced and the correspond-
ing transition probability commonly scales, at the level of a useful heuristic, as T, /7 ; when
T < T,, essentially all photon pairs arrive within the intermediate-state lifetime and this
particular limitation is absent.

2.2. Entangled-Two-Photon Absorption (ETFPA)

Entangled photons arrive in pairs, so it was recognized early-on, both theoretically [27,136,137]
and experimentally [138—140], that the average absorption rate scales linearly, rather than
quadratically, with the incident photon flux. The concept of entangled-two-photon absorption
(ETPA) was introduced in the early 1980s [27], but it was not until the mid-1990s that such
processes began to be investigated in earnest [139]. In 1997, it was shown that the entangled-
two-photon absorption cross section for simple atoms could, in principle, be enhanced relative to
the standard two-photon cross section by varying the entanglement time of the source [32, 141].
It was quickly appreciated, however, that demonstrating this phenomenon experimentally in the
isolated-photon-pair domain would be a challenging enterprise [142, 143].

Two standard paradigms are commonly used for implementing entangled-two-
photon absorption. In transmission-mode ETPA, the absorption is monitored
by directly measuring the optical transmittance of the system. In fluorescence-
mode ETPA, the absorption leads to an excited state whose subsequent decay via
fluorescence is monitored. The latter mode is generally more sensitive because it is
background-free. Indeed, the first observation of standard two-photon absorption
was conducted in fluorescence-mode: in 1961, Kaiser and Garrett [4] illuminated
a crystal of CaF,:Eu”* with 694.3-nm light from a ruby laser and observed blue
fluorescence at 425.0 nm.

An important aspect of using time—frequency entangled-photon pairs for ETPA stems from
the fact that the sum-frequency spectrum can be narrow even though the marginal photon spectra
are broad. This is a consequence of the frequency anticorrelations of the constituent photons,
enabling joint spectrotemporal behavior that is not available for a single classical field envelope
subject to the usual Fourier-pair tradeoff [144—147]. These unusual properties have led to an
array of potential scientific and technological applications for such sources.

Entangled-two-photon absorption is examined in detail in Sec. 9, which considers both the
heuristic particle framework generally used to describe these processes and fully quantum for-
mulations. Numerous reports detailing the observation of ETPA have appeared in the literature,
but independent replication has not been achieved despite extensive efforts (Sec. 9.3).
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2.3. Entangled-Two-Photon Fluorescence Microscopy (ETPFM)

Fluorescence-mode entangled-two-photon absorption can be used to implement a quantum
version of two-photon fluorescence microscopy called entangled-two-photon fluorescence
microscopy (ETPFM) [33, 148-151]. Standard two-photon fluorescence microscopy makes
use of coherent light, so the photons arrive randomly in time. Hence, the absorption of a pair
of photons within the intermediate-state lifetime of the fluorophore requires a large photon-flux
density, which can result in photodamage to the specimen. In contrast, entangled-photon pairs
arrive synchronously, so that, in principle, the photon-flux density required for absorption can be
reduced and the potential for photodamage correspondingly mitigated. Using entangled-photon
pairs has the further advantage that, at sufficiently low photon-flux densities, the absorption is
linearly, rather than quadratically, related to the incident photon-flux density. It is also important
that the sum of the photon frequencies have a sharp, rather than a broad, spectrum, as discussed
in Sec. 2.2. Reports detailing the observation of ETPFM have also appeared in the literature,
but they could not be replicated (Sec. 9.3).

Finally, it is perhaps worthy of mention that while most implementations of two-photon
microscopy rely on photon emission from the sample, e.g., fluorescence or harmonic generation,
some variants rely instead on non-emissive processes, whereby the two-photon interaction alters
the probe beam or produces secondary non-photonic effects. Examples of these are nonlinear
absorption, refractive-index modulation, and photoacoustic signal generation.

2.4. Entangled-Two-Photon Spectroscopy (ETPS)

Nonlinear spectroscopy, which has been used extensively with coherent light in a broad variety
of configurations, can provide information about the energy levels of a sample that cannot be
accessed using conventional spectroscopy [152, 153].

In particular, as mentioned in Sec. 2.2, time—frequency entangled-photon-pair excitation has
the merit that the biphoton state can simultaneously exhibit strong temporal correlations and
narrow sum-frequency structure, thereby enabling forms of joint temporal-spectral interroga-
tion that are not achievable with a single classical pulse envelope. The ability to simultaneously
provide strong correlations in time and frequency can be particularly advantageous in spec-
troscopy [144-147,154-165]. A quantum-electrodynamic formulation of multidimensional
spectroscopy has recently been developed by Schlawin [166].

The initial prescription for carrying out entangled-two-photon spectroscopy (ETPS) [141,
145] specified that the energy-level structure of an arbitrary sample could be retrieved by Fourier
transforming sets of entangled-two-photon absorption probabilities for different entanglement
times or different time delays between photon arrivals. It turns out, however, that some of the
complexities associated with implementing this approach can be mitigated by making use of
auxiliary techniques instead, e.g., modifying the temperature of the SPDC nonlinear optical
crystal [167] or carrying out measurements at different pump wavelengths [168]. Eliminating
the necessity of having to control the correlations of the entangled-photon pairs is particularly
valuable when there are numerous intermediate states.

2.5. Entangled-Two-Photon Photoemission (ETPP)

The study of entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) was initiated at Boston University
in 1998 [143, 169-175] and was taken up shortly thereafter by groups in Pasadena [176],
Moscow [177],and Kyoto [178,179]. Waveguide-based sources that make use of degenerate type-
I or type-0 quasi-phase matching in periodically poled lithium niobate (PPLN) or stoichiometric
lithium tantalate (PPSLT) generate collinear SPDC with high efficiency. These sources can also
incorporate chirp poling (CPPLN/CPPSLT), which leads to the broad joint spectral bandwidths
and tightly time-correlated photon pairs that are advantageous for fostering efficient entangled-
photon interactions.
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Entangled-two-photon photoemission is a useful analog of entangled-two-photon absorption
for a number of reasons, the overriding one being that it relies on the emission of electrons rather
than photons. The following advantages emerge when comparing ETPP with fluorescence-mode
ETPA, which, because of its background-free nature, is more sensitive than transmission-mode
ETPA:

* The interaction and detection processes in ETPP are co-located at a common locus, thereby
avoiding the involvement of an additional component with its attendant sub-unity quantum
efficiency.

* Photoemissive materials and excitation wavelengths can be selected such that the transition
takes place via a real, rather than virtual, intermediate state; under suitable circumstances,
this can enhance the transition probability and quantum efficiency.

» The collection efficiency for photoelectrons is significantly greater than that for fluor-
escence photons. Charged photoelectrons can be collected, multiplied, and detected with
high efficiency, whereas fluorescence photons are emitted over a large solid angle and are
readily absorbed, deflected, and scattered. Typical fluorescence collection efficiencies are
< 15%, although this value can be increased by making use of an integrating sphere.

* Unlike fluorescence photons, photoelectrons are not subject to loss through self-quenching
and reabsorption.

» Experiments can be conducted within the confines of a channel photomultiplier (CPM)
module or a photomultiplier tube (PMT). The electron multipliers built into these devices
provide large internal gain with little noise, thereby facilitating the detection of low-flux
entangled-photon pairs.

Fermi-tail photoemission can lie below detectability in CPM modules with CsK,Sb photo-
cathodes, whereas it is an insidious source of noise in PMTs with CsK,Sb photocathodes.

Entangled-two-photon photoemission in a semiconductor leverages the high absorber
density inherent in condensed matter. This in turn enhances the overall interaction,
effectively overcoming the detection limits that typically hinder observations in dilute
atomic and molecular samples.

The observation of entangled-two-photon photoemission from the CsK,Sb photocathode of
a channel photomultiplier (CPM) module is reported in Sec. 8.2.3. Also, it is shown in Sec. 8.3
that the quantum-theoretical calculation of the entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency is in
quite good accord with the experimental value.

From the point of view of applications, entangled-two-photon photoelectron spectroscopy
(ETPPS), proposed by Gu et al. [180], can serve as a quantum-optical extension of conventional
two-photon photoelectron spectroscopy [181], in which entangled-photon pairs, rather than
classical light pulses, excite and emit electrons from molecules, surfaces, nanostructures, and
solids. By virtue of the temporal correlations and spectral anticorrelations inherent in time—
frequency entangled-photon pairs, ETPPS can offer enhanced spectral selectivity, sublifetime
temporal resolution, and access to coherence-driven phenomena that are not observable with
classical light, thereby enabling a new regime of photoemissive probing that is sensitive to
quantum correlations in both light and matter.

Although photoelectrons are usually treated classically, under special circumstances their
intrinsic quantum states can play a significant role [182]. Indeed, electron—ion entanglement in
atomic and molecular photoemission can reveal the dynamics of decoherence and entanglement
at the attosecond timescale [183]. Photoemission elicited by bright squeezed vacuum exhibits
novel and interesting features [184, 185].
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2.6. Other Paradigms and Applications of Entangled-Photon Pairs

Aside from absorption, fluorescence microscopy, spectroscopy, and photoemission, numerous al-
ternative paradigms and applications that engage entangled-photon pairs have been proposed and
investigated. Some of these, catalogued below with brief descriptions, have been implemented
with varying degrees of success. Our emphasis in this section is on effects that specifically
involve entangled-photon pairs, rather than on the broader scope of quantum interactions that
include, for example, quadrature or photon-number squeezed light [186—188]. While the appli-
cations we discuss are peripheral to subthreshold absorption, spectroscopy, and photoemission,
they nevertheless serve to indicate how nonclassical two-photon correlations can be harnessed
to realize capabilities beyond conventional intensity-based methods.

2.6.1. Entangled-Two-Photon Imaging

Entangled-photon pairs support a broad class of imaging modalities in which image formation
is governed by fourth-order field correlations (typically accessed via coincidence detection),
rather than by the second-order field correlations underlying conventional intensity imaging.
Early experiments established that an image can be reconstructed nonlocally by correlating
detections in the two arms of an SPDC source [189,190]. Subsequent theory placed these effects
on an entangled-photon Fourier-optics foundation, showing that the propagated two-photon
probability amplitude determines the imaging transfer characteristics, and that the attainable
resolution, coherence behavior, and system response depend on the structure of the entangled-
photon state and the optical propagation geometry [191].

In this context, useful physical intuition is provided by Klyshko’s advanced-wave (unfolded)
picture [26], in which the coincidence-imaging system is reinterpreted as an equivalent one-
photon imaging system with a reflected wave propagating from one detector, through the optical
system to the source, and thence to the other arm, thereby clarifying the origin of image inversion,
magnification, and effective point-spread behavior. Also important is the distinction between
generic correlation and genuine entanglement, which is fundamental in distributed quantum
imaging; in the usual configurations, entanglement provides nonclassical imaging capabilities
that are not, in general, reproducible with classically correlated photon pairs [192]. Analyses
of photon-correlation imaging also clarify the associated noise mechanisms and signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) tradeoffs, and provide a framework for comparing quantum and classical correlation-
imaging protocols at fixed flux, bandwidth, and detection conditions [193].

Over the past two decades, imaging that makes use of entangled photons has evolved to encom-
pass entangled-two-photon imaging, ghost imaging, heralded imaging, and related correlation-
based schemes that exploit spatial, temporal, spectral, and polarization entanglement of SPDC
photon pairs (see Sec. 9.3 of [41]). Recent reviews emphasize theoretical and experimental
advances, including those in single-photon-sensitive detector arrays and cameras, improved co-
incidence detection, and expanding applications at low-light levels and in bioimaging [194-202].
Performance measures are usually expressed in terms of spatial resolution, contrast, acquisition
time, and noise. Contemporary developments in quantum photonic platforms and structured
light introduce further quantum-imaging modalities [108].

2.6.2. Entangled-Two-Photon Metrology

Metrology is the science of measurement, including the definition of measurement standards, the
calibration of instruments, and the estimation of physical parameters with quantified accuracy and
precision. Quantum metrology relies on the use of nonclassical-light illumination to surpass
classical noise and resolution limits, and emphasizes the systematic study of quantum-enhanced
parameter estimation (often formalized through Fisher information and quantum Cramér—Rao
bounds), sensitivity limits, and quantum advantages. It finds use over a broad range of applica-
tions that stretches from atomic clocks and gravitational-wave detectors to imaging resolution
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and spectroscopy [203-206] (see Sec. 9.4 of [41]).

Entangled-two-photon metrology is most naturally viewed as an outgrowth of two-photon
interference, because the relevant observables are typically joint detection statistics (especially
coincidence rates and coincidence interferograms) whose dependence on an unknown parameter
is governed by biphoton amplitudes and fourth-order interference effects [200,207]. A simple
but important early example is absolute detector calibration using correlated photon pairs from
SPDC (the Klyshko method), in which detector quantum efficiency is inferred from singles and
coincidence counts without the need for a separately calibrated optical source [208,209].

More generally, entangled-photon metrology uses coincidence-domain interference observ-
ables to estimate delays, phases, dispersive effects, or polarization-dependent sample parameters,
while heralding and coincidence gating can suppress uncorrelated background counts in low-light
operation. The metrological significance of entangled-photon pairs lies not only in possible preci-
sion enhancement, but also in the availability of self-referenced and noise-rejecting measurement
observables derived directly from two-photon correlation structure [210-213]. Hyperentangled
states can provide a natural platform for multiparameter quantum metrology since distinct phys-
ical parameters may be encoded in different entangled degrees of freedom [134,214,215].

2.6.3. Quantum Ellipsometry

Ellipsometry is a polarization-based optical metrology technique in which material properties
(most commonly thin-film thickness and optical constants) are inferred from the relative am-
plitude and phase changes imparted to the orthogonal polarization components of an incident
source of light, upon reflection from (or transmission through) a sample [216]. In classical
implementations, high accuracy is obtained through null or interferometric strategies that com-
pensate for imperfect sources and detectors, but these approaches typically require either a
calibrated reference sample or additional interferometric hardware, and are subject to stability
constraints [217,218].

Quantum ellipsometry (also termed twin-photon ellipsometry or entangled-two-photon el-
lipsometry) is distinct in that the measurement is performed with SPDC-generated photon pairs
and coincidence detection, so that the relevant observable is a fourth-order correlation rather than
a single-beam intensity. In the polarization-entangled realization, the entangled-photon state
and coincidence analyzer settings encode the sample-induced polarization amplitude ratio and
phase shift directly into the coincidence fringe, enabling extraction of the ellipsometric param-
eters without the need for external source/detector calibration and, in the original formulation,
without a reference sample.

When the concept was introduced in 2001 [219-221], it was emphasized that polarization
entanglement could effectively furnish the interferometric functionality needed for ideal ellip-
sometry, while reducing the optical complexity of a conventional interferometer. Correlated-
photon ellipsometry experiments were subsequently carried out using semiconductor samples
such as Si and GaAs. The results of these calibration-free experiments demonstrated that the
ellipsometric parameters recovered were in good accord with theory.

Signal-to-noise performance was also analyzed relative to that of conventional schemes [222].
This work also clarified that useful quantum-ellipsometric advantages can arise from photon-
number correlations measured via coincidence counting, even when polarization entanglement
itself is absent or not explicitly exploited, thereby broadening the operational interpretation of
quantum ellipsometry. Summaries of the method and its advantages have been provided by
Simon [200,207], with an emphasis on the reduction of relative parameter-estimation error and
the elimination of external-reference calibration.
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2.6.4. Entangled-Two-Photon Sensing

Sensing is the inference of a physical quantity or system state (e.g., displacement, vibration,
phase, absorption, or target presence) from measured observables — entangled-two-photon
sensing encompasses protocols in which signal extraction is governed by two-photon coincidence
statistics and entangled-photon correlations, rather than by single-photon intensity measure-
ments [223,224]. This is to be distinguished from entangled-two-photon metrology (Secs. 2.6.2
and 2.6.3), which emphasizes precision limits, estimator variance, and quantum-enhanced pa-
rameter estimation. Entangled-two-photon sensing is broader, encompassing detection and
transduction tasks in which entangled-photon pairs provide improvements in selectivity, robust-
ness, background rejection, timing discrimination, or contrast. In short, sensing exploits the
structure of entangled-photon correlations, whereas metrology focuses specifically on attainable
estimation precision under specified statistical-performance criteria [200,207].

From an experimental perspective, entangled-photon sensing accommodates architectures in
which the sensed quantity is encoded in the coincidence rate, coincidence timing, joint spec-
tral/temporal correlations, or two-photon interference visibility. The nanovibrometry example
investigated by Lualdi e al. [225] is representative: it demonstrates entanglement-enhanced
sensing of nanometer-scale vibrations using two-photon interference with highly nondegenerate
time—frequency entanglement, together with a timestamp-based flux-probing spectral-analysis
protocol that recovers vibrational signals at frequencies in excess of 20 kHz while retaining re-
silience to imbalanced loss and optical background; the work also reports a quantum advantage
for amplitude estimation under such degraded conditions. More generally, this example illus-
trates how entangled-two-photon sensing can offer robust signal recovery in low-light, lossy, or
background-contaminated environments. This emphasis on performance in adverse backgrounds
is also consonant with the broader quantum-sensing/quantum-illumination literature [224,226].

2.6.5. Quantum-Optical Coherence Tomography

Quantum-optical coherence tomography (QOCT), the entangled-two-photon counterpart of
conventional optical coherence tomography (OCT) [227,228], is a quantum-interferometric
modality that combines elements of both sensing and metrology. In standard time-domain
OCT, a classical broadband source is used in conjunction with a Michelson interferometer to
achieve axial sectioning via low-coherence interferometry. In this approach, the axial point-
spread function is broadened by sample dispersion unless compensation is introduced. In
QOCT, in contrast, frequency-anticorrelated photon pairs generated by spontaneous parametric
down-conversion (SPDC) are caused to interfere in a Hong—Ou—Mandel (HOM) configura-
tion [55,229-231] and the tomographic signal is obtained from fourth-order (coincidence)
interference (see Sec. 9.1 of [41]).

In its standard idealized form, QOCT has two principal advantages relative to OCT for
comparable source bandwidth: 1) approximately a twofold improvement in axial resolution;
and 2) intrinsic cancellation of even-order sample dispersion (including group-velocity disper-
sion) [71,72,232,233]. QOCT therefore enables dispersion-immune axial sectioning and, in
multilayer samples, access to interstitial dispersion information through the structure of the
coincidence interferogram [234]. This framework initiated a broad line of investigations that
spanned theory and proof-of-principle experiments, and led to demonstrations of resolution
enhancement via source engineering (e.g., chirped quasi-phase matching), and 3D imaging of
biological specimens [77,235].

Subsequent developments substantially expanded the QOCT landscape. Polarization-sensitive
quantum-optical coherence tomography (PS-QOCT) generalized the method to birefringent
and polarization-structured samples while retaining the quantum-interferometric dispersion
advantages, and later experiments demonstrated biological-sample polarization imaging and
characterization [236-238]. Parallel efforts improved source and system performance, in-
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cluding ultrabroadband/tailored sources and high-depth-resolution demonstrations in dispersive
samples [239,240]. More recent work has addressed practical obstacles that have hindered
the deployment of QOCT. Limitations such as low count rates and multilayer artifacts/cross-
interference features have spurred the development of alternative correlation-based implementa-
tions, source/interferometer redesigns, and phase-engineered strategies for artifact suppression
and improved information extraction in complex samples [241-245]. Although QOCT is un-
likely to supplant OCT as a general-purpose clinical tool, it serves as a model for the development
of new quantum architectures for precision probing and imaging.

2.6.6. Quantum Holography

Holography, in the classical sense introduced by Gabor in 1948 [246,247], records an interfer-
ence pattern between an object field and a mutually coherent reference field, which encodes
both amplitude and phase information for subsequent wavefront reconstruction. Following Ga-
bor’s invention, major practical and conceptual advances included the off-axis laser holography
approach of Leith and Upatnieks [248] and Denisyuk’s reflection-holography geometry [249].

Quantum holography retains the objective of phase-sensitive field reconstruction, but trans-
fers the relevant interference physics from first- and second-order coherence effects in classical
holography to fourth-order correlation measurements with nonclassical light, most often us-
ing photon pairs generated by SPDC. In early entanglement-based two-photon formulations,
Belinskii and Klyshko [250] developed a broader two-photon optics framework that includes
holography, emphasizing the flexibility of Klyshko’s advanced-wave (unfolded) picture [26].
Building on this approach, it was shown that entanglement can enable holographic information
retrieval in a configuration that is not possible classically: one photon interrogates a remote
object inside a chamber whose walls act as a spatially nonresolving bucket detector (integrat-
ing sphere), while its entangled partner is detected with spatial resolution in a separate arm.
The chamber-integrated (i.e., marginal) coincidence-rate distribution over the spatially resolved
detector serves as the hologram [251,252].

This form of quantum holography thus yields a holographically reconstructible record even
when the individual beams are not themselves suitable for ordinary second-order interference,
highlighting the central role of entanglement (and more generally two-photon coherence) in the
imaging process [251,252]. Quantum holography is most naturally viewed as a phase-sensitive
member of the broader entangled-two-photon imaging family (Sec. 2.6.1), but it also shares
methodological connections with the metrology and sensing modalities outlined in Secs. 2.6.2
and 2.6.4, respectively.

Other approaches have been introduced more recently [253,254] and quantum holography
has broadened from coincidence-scanning architectures to induced-coherence and undetected-
light implementations [255-257]. It is useful to distinguish the earlier entangled-two-photon
holography (where the holographic signal is reconstructed from coincidence measurements
between detected photon pairs) from the more recent quantum holography with undetected light
(where the object is probed at one wavelength while the hologram is inferred from interference
measured at a different detected wavelength via induced coherence) [258,259].

In the phase-shifting approach demonstrated by Topfer et al., amplitude and phase of the object
transmission/reflection are recovered from multiple signal-photon images acquired at controlled
phase steps in an SU(1,1)-type nonlinear interferometer, with the object-field information en-
coded in interference between alternative two-photon probability amplitudes, rather than in the
direct interference of the detected object and reference beams [258]. Off-axis holographic imag-
ing with undetected light has extended this to single-shot, wide-field recovery of complex object
information via Fourier off-axis processing, thereby reducing the need for multi-frame phase
stepping while improving robustness for dynamic samples [259].

As summarized in the treatment provided by Simon et al. [207], quantum holography is
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naturally viewed as part of the broader family of correlation-based quantum imaging methods,
but is distinguished by its explicit wavefront-reconstruction objective and its use of nonclassical
correlations to encode phase information under conditions that are inaccessible or impractical
for standard holography (e.g., nonlocal detection, spectral separation, or detection constraints).
Ghostimaging, in contrast, is primarily associated with correlation-based intensity imaging [194,
260].

3. SUPRATHRESHOLD AND SUBTHRESHOLD PHOTOEMISSION

External photoemission from semiconductors and metals is governed by the nature of the
photoemissive material, principally its bandgap energy E,, electron affinity y, effective emission
threshold, and quantum efficiency 7; and by the characteristics of the incident light, principally
its photon energy hv = fiw, angle of incidence, polarization, and statistical properties. For the
idealized intrinsic-semiconductor model adopted in this review, the emission threshold is written
as W = E, + y, whereas for metals it is identified with the work function 4. In suprathreshold
photoemission, the incident photon energy lies above the relevant one-photon emission threshold;
in subthreshold photoemission it lies below that threshold.. A constant background current i,
arising from dark and circuit noise is also often present, but it is usually sufficiently small as to
be negligible.

We consider suprathreshold photoemission and three forms of subthreshold photoemission
from semiconductors, whose idealized heuristic band diagrams are depicted in Fig. 3:

(a) Suprathreshold (one-photon) photoemission [Fig. 3(a)]. By definition, ordinary one-
photon suprathreshold photoemission is absent when hv < W.

(b) Subthreshold (one-photon) Fermi-tail photoemission [Fig. 3(»)]. FTP can be initiated by
classical light or by entangled-photon pairs.

(¢) Subthreshold two-photon photoemission [Fig. 3(c)]. TPP can be induced by classical
light or by entangled-photon pairs.

(d) Subthreshold entangled-two-photon photoemission [Fig. 3(d)]. By definition, ETPP can
be induced only by entangled-photon pairs.

We present brief descriptions of these four processes in Secs. 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, and 3.4, in turn. We
close by discussing measures of optical power in the presence of optical loss in Sec. 3.5.

3.1.  Suprathreshold (Ordinary) Photoemission

The ordinary photoelectric effect (photoeffect) was discovered by Hertz in 1887 [261] and
the underlying physics was ultimately explained by Einstein in 1905 [262]. If the energy of
a photon illuminating a material is sufficiently large, it can impart enough kinetic energy to
an electron to allow it to surmount the potential barrier at the material’s surface and escape
into the vacuum as a free particle (see Chapter 19 of [12]). This process, called photoelectric
emission or photoemission, occurs after a very brief delay incurred by the interaction of the
outgoing electron with its region of emission, as well as by transport, screening, and scattering
effects. Suprathreshold photoemission is the most common, and by far the strongest, form
of photoemission. It is portrayed in the band diagram of Fig. 3(a) for a generic intrinsic
semiconductor.

3.1.1. Einstein Photoemission Equation

Energy conservation requires that an electron emitted from the valence band, where electrons
are plentiful, have a maximum kinetic energy

Emax =hv—=W=hv—(E; + x) (Y]
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Fig. 3. Idealized heuristic energy-band diagrams for various forms of photoemission
from a semiconductor material at T > 0 K. The bandgap energy, electron affinity, and
ionization energy are denoted E,, y, and W, respectively. (a) One-photon ordinary
(suprathreshold) photoemission. When the photon energy hv exceeds the ionization
energy of the material, it can impart sufficient energy to an electron in the valence
band to escape to the vacuum: hv > (Eg + y) = W. (b) One-photon Fermi-tail
(subthreshold) photoemission (FTP). A photon of energy hv < W can impart sufficient
energy to an electron in the tail of the Fermi function to raise it above the vacuum
level. (c¢) Two-photon (subthreshold) photoemission (TPP). When the energy hv of
each of two photons exceeds the bandgap energy, but lies below the ionization energy
of the material, two independent photons can impart sufficient energy to an electron
in the valence band to raise it to the vacuum level: E; < hv < (Eg + x) < 2hv. For
simplicity, only energy-degenerate photons are displayed. (d) Entangled-two-photon
(subthreshold) photoemission (ETPP). The energy conditions are the same as those for
two-photon photoemission: E, < hv < (Eg + x) < 2hv. Again, for simplicity, only
degenerate photon pairs are displayed. Understanding the distinctions among these
four forms of photoemission is essential for being able to untangle them.

upon liberation. Here, hv, E,, y, and W represent the photon energy, bandgap energy, electron
affinity, and ionization energy of the material, respectively. Within the idealized intrinsic-
semiconductor picture of Fig. 3(a), the photoelectron attains the maximum value of the kinetic
energy specified in Eq. (4) only when it initially lies at the very top of the valence band; a deeper
lying electron must expend energy to reach the top of the valence band, thereby reducing its
kinetic energy on liberation. Equation (4) is known as the Einstein photoemission equation.

3.1.2. Volume vs. Surface Effects

Early theories of ordinary photoemission from metals were derived by Fan in 1945 [263], and
from semiconductors by Kane in 1962 [264]. The theories have matured significantly over the
years. The currently accepted foundational model for metals consists of a three-step process
codified by Spicer and Berglund for Cu and Ag [265-267]: 1) optical excitation of an electron
within the volume of the material; 2) transport of the excited carrier to the surface; and 3) escape
through the surface potential barrier. Each stage is treated independently, with corresponding
probabilities whose product yields the overall quantum efficiency.
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The excitation probability is governed by the joint density of states and the occupation proba-
bilities are dictated by the Fermi—Dirac distribution. The transport stage considers both elastic
and inelastic scattering processes; the mean free path is energy-dependent and decreases rapidly
for high-energy electrons. The escape probability includes classical, over-barrier emission but
can also involve quantum tunneling. The escape depth d is an effective attenuation length that
characterizes the depth below the surface from which a photoexcited electron can still reach the
surface, surmount the potential barrier, and be emitted into vacuum. An exact solution to the
time-dependent Schrodinger equation is available for strong-field, ultrafast photoemission from
biased-metal surfaces [268].

Suprathreshold photoemission from alkali metals is generally also considered to be predomi-
nantly a volume effect, particularly for photon energies well above threshold and for sufficiently
thick samples [269-272]. The three-step process for semiconductors often incorporates addi-
tional features such as carrier diffusion, minority-carrier dynamics, and surface recombination
velocities (see Chapter 5 of [273]). Excited carriers in semiconductors can thermalize via
electron—phonon or electron-hole scattering during transport to the surface, and surface band
bending can enhance photoemission. Other refinements include finite-temperature Fermi—Dirac
distributions and Schottky-barrier lowering.

3.1.3. Photocurrent
The suprathreshold photocurrent ig can be written as
Is < pA occ D oc P, &)

indicating that it is proportional to the incident photon-flux density ¢ (photons/m>-s), illumina-
tion area A (m?), incident photon flux ® (photons/s), and optical power P (W). It is many orders
of magnitude larger than any of the subthreshold photocurrents portrayed in Figs. 3(b)—(d).

3.1.4. Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

The responsivity Ry (A/W) is the proportionality constant that relates the photocurrent is to the
incident optical power P in Eq. (5), i.e.,

iS = Rsp. (6)

A closely related measure, the quantum efficiency 7, is linked to Ry via the electron and photon
fluxes, us = is/e and ® = P/hv, respectively. For radiation of wavelength 4 = ¢/v, the
relationship may be expressed as

h h
ns [electrons/photon] = 25 = X R¢ = 25 . Ry [A/W]. )
() e el

Values for Ry and 75 are typically 2—4 orders of magnitude larger for semiconductors than for
metals.

A generic version of Eq. (7) is applicable for the various forms of subthreshold photoemission
illustrated in Figs. 3(b)—(d):

h
11, [electrons/photon] = e—; - R [A/W]. 8)

The quantum efficiency 7 is dimensionless since the proportionality constant /c/eA has units of
J/C (or W/A), which cancels the A/W units of the responsivity.

In the classical photoemission literature of the 1930s—1960s, the responsivity R was com-
monly referred to as the photoelectric yield Y. This venerable quantity had its origin in the
analog photocurrent and optical-power measurements of the day. With the advent of digital
instrumentation and photon/electron counting techniques in the late 1960s and 1970s, the use
of quantum efficiency — the number of emitted electrons per incident photon — became more
widespread and ultimately came to be used alongside responsivity.
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3.1.5. Photoemission from CsK,Sb

CsK,Sb is the sample of choice for most of the experiments reported in this work. Discovered
by Sommer in 1963 [274], this material is often modeled for phenomenological purposes as an
intrinsic, direct-bandgap, bialkali-antimonide semiconductor with a Fermi level lying near the
center of the bandgap, so that its energy-band diagram is qualitatively captured by the sketch
displayed in Fig. 3. The optical absorption is volumetric, but the emission is limited by carrier
transport and escape from a near-surface region, consistent with the three-step description set
forth in Sec. 3.1.2.

Representative experimental studies report that CsK;Sb has a bandgap energy E, ~ 1.0 eV,
an electron affinity y = 1.1 eV, and a valence-band ionization energy W = E; + x =~ 2.1 eV [169,
267,275-277]; these values are adopted in the present work. While the precise parameter values
depend on preparation and surface condition, a quantum efficiency ns = 0.25 is attainable and
corresponds to a responsivity Rs = (ed/hc)ns ~ 0.085 A/W at 2 = 420 nm, in accordance
with Eq. (7). CsK;Sb is widely used as a photon-to-electron converter in many applications.

From a theoretical perspective, first-principles calculations yield a range of values for the
bandgap of CsK;Sb. Within Kohn—Sham density functional theory (DFT) [278] using a gen-
eralized gradient approximation (GGA), the calculated bandgap turns out to be E, = 0.92 eV.
Although this lies reasonably close to the experimental estimate, it should be noted that semi-local
DFT eigenvalue bandgaps are not quasiparticle excitation energies and typically underestimate
the fundamental bandgap. Using a quasiparticle methodology, Cocchi et al. [279,280] obtained
E, = 1.62 eV, whereas Sharma et al. [281] reported E, = 1.44 eV from a hybrid-functional
treatment that includes spin—orbit coupling. Differences among these theoretical values reflect,
in part, the distinct physical quantities targeted and methodological choices.

3.1.6. Single-Photon Counting with a PMT

For materials that can be prepared in the form of a photocathode, photoemission may be
conveniently observed by using a photodiode or a photomultiplier tube (PMT), such as the one
schematically portrayed in Fig. 4 (see Chapter 19 of [12]). A photon generates a photoelectron
with probability ns in an opaque or semitransparent photocathode. The photoelectron then
enters the electron-multiplier structure within the PMT and accelerates toward specially placed
cesiated-oxide or semiconductor surfaces called dynodes, which are maintained at successively
higher potentials [282-284]. The ensuing low-noise secondary emission from the dynodes
results in a cascade of electrons that ultimately reaches the anode, which is maintained at the
highest electrical potential [285]. The net result is an electron flux in the circuit, called the
photoelectric current (or photocurrent), that in linear analog operation is proportional to the
incident photon flux [286]; in photon-counting operation, the detected count rate is proportional
to the incident photon flux within the usual limits imposed by dead time, thresholding, and
saturation.

Visible and near-infrared PMTs can exhibit the following characteristics: 1) suprathreshold
spectral sensitivities that extend over the wavelength range 150 < 4 < 1000 nm; 2) quantum
efficiencies as high as s =~ 0.40; 3) dark-count rates as low as 100 counts/s; 4) low-noise
electron amplification with gains as high as ~ 108; 5) timing jitter of 300 ps; 6) maximum count
rates of 10 MHz; 7) diameters ranging from mm to %2 m; 8) room-temperature operation; and
9) limited photon-number-resolving capability.

3.1.7. Photoelectron Statistics

The statistical properties of the photons incident on the photocathode of a photon-counting PMT
are reflected in the statistical properties of the photoelectrons, which in turn govern the statistical
properties of the current pulses at the anode. For classical light, the photoelectron occurrences
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Fig. 4. Sketch of a photomultiplier tube (PMT), highlighting the photocathode, dyn-
odes, anode, and internal electron-multiplication arrangement. PMTs convert individ-
ual photons into current pulses. Although the electron gain increases with the number
of dynodes, so too does the transit time and timing jitter. PMTs typically contain as
many as 14 dynodes.

follow a doubly stochastic Poisson point process (DSPP) governed by a rate function formed from
the integrated-intensity (energy) fluctuations of the incident light [287] (see Chapter 13 of [12]).

Notably, a single-photon avalanche diode (SPAD) can serve as a convenient solid-state al-
ternative to a PMT for photon-counting applications (see Chapter 19 of [12]). The SPAD is
an avalanche photodiode (APD) biased slightly above its avalanche breakdown voltage so that
a single electron-hole pair generated by the absorption of a photon is sufficient to precipitate
avalanche breakdown, creating a large current pulse signifying the arrival of the photon. The
detector response is binarized in this mode of operation, which serves to mitigate gain noise and
circuit noise.

3.2.  Subthreshold Fermi-Tail Photoemission (FTP)

As discussed in Sec. 3.1, suprathreshold (ordinary) photoemission operates in the regime hy > W.
However, the photocurrent does not precipitously fall to zero when this condition is violated.
That’s because a subthreshold photon of energy hAv < W can impart sufficient energy to an
electron in the tail of the Fermi function located in the conduction band, and raise it above the
vacuum level as portrayed in Fig. 3(b). The observation of Fermi-tail photoemission under
coherent and entangled-photon-pair illumination is considered in Secs. 5 and 7, respectively.

3.2.1. Fermi-Tail Photocurrent

As with suprathreshold photoemission, the Fermi-tail photocurrent i, follows
ir o< pA oc ® o< P, ©)]

indicating that it too is proportional to ¢, A, @, and P. However, the Fermi-tail photocurrent i
is orders-of-magnitude smaller than the suprathreshold photocurrent is.

It will become apparent in the sequel that the photocurrent i displayed in Eq. (9) is identical
in form to the entangled-two-photon photocurrent ir rendered in Eq. (35), forewarning that
Fermi-tail photoemission can be particularly deleterious in masking ETPP. In carrying out ex-
periments designed to observe ETPP, it is therefore crucial to minimize Fermi-tail photoemission
to the greatest extent possible. This can be achieved because the Fermi-tail photocurrent de-
pends strongly on the temperature of the sample, the wavelength of the illumination, and the
detector architecture, while the entangled-two-photon photocurrent is distinguished chiefly by
its dependence on pair correlations, loss, and the relevant area—time interaction scales.
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3.2.2. Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

Following Egs. (8) and (9), the Fermi-tail responsivity R (A/W) is defined as the proportionality
constant between i and P,
ir =RpP, (10)

and the Fermi-tail quantum efficiency 7, (electrons/photon) is given by

he
nr = aﬂp. (11

3.2.3. Fowler Theory for Metals

For metals, Fermi-tail photoemission can be phenomenologically described by the venerable
Fowler theory of photoemission [288], which provides an analytical approximation for the
responsivity near threshold. In the limit |hv — w| < kT, where k; is Boltzmann’s constant
and T is the absolute temperature, the Fowler function F(x) can be approximated by a simple
exponential that can be used to extract a useful model-based estimate of the work function from
a single responsivity measurement at a subthreshold photon energy. [289].

This approach leverages the logarithmic dependence of the inferred work function on the
measured responsivity R and on an empirical constant @, whose exact value affects the result
only weakly as a result of its logarithmic placement. As set forth in Eq. (4) of [289], the work
function W can be estimated as

W~ hy + ks T In(aAT? /Ry, hy < w (12)

where a ~ 4 x 10736 m2-s/quantum, and A = 47wmk2/h3. This method has been success-
fully used to estimate the work function of a vapor-deposited sodium-metal photocathode in a
photomultiplier tube [289].

Although itis agnostic as to whether the photoemission arises from a volume or a surface effect,
this theory is not applicable for semiconductors for a number of reasons: 1) the initial states lie
near the valence-band edge rather than near the Fermi level; 2) the relevant emission threshold
is governed by semiconductor band structure, state occupancy, and surface electrostatics, rather
than by the metallic Fermi-edge framework that underlies Fowler theory; 3) photoemission
is dominated by band-structure effects, including the joint density of states and surface band
bending; and 4) carrier distributions behave in Boltzmann fashion near the band edges, rather
than as a degenerate Fermi gas. Subthreshold photoemission from some semiconductor materials
can also involve mid-gap states introduced by traps, impurities, or disorder.

3.3.  Subthreshold Two-Photon Photoemission (TPP)

Two-photon photoemission (TPP) was initially observed in 1964 from the metal sodium (Na)
by Teich et al. [8—10] and from the semiconductor cesium antimonide (Cs3Sb) by Sonnenberg et
al. [11]. In 1965, Pope et al. demonstrated that TPP could also be elicited from organic crystals
such as anthracene, tetracene, and perylene [290]. Two-photon responsivities for organic crystals
are roughly 3 orders of magnitude greater than those for semiconductors, which in turn are 2—3
orders of magnitude greater than those for metals [10]. By way of comparison, one-photon
suprathreshold responsivities for semiconductors are typically 2—4 orders of magnitude larger
than those for metals (Sec. 3.1.4).

An early and comprehensive review of multiphoton photoemission from metals, semicon-
ductors, and dielectrics was provided by Peter Barashev in 1972 [291]. Also of interest are
recollections about multiphoton processes offered by Aleksandr Prokhorov at the First Interna-
tional Conference on Multiphoton Processes held at the University of Rochester (New York) in
1977 [292], and by Nicolaas Bloembergen at the Sixth International Conference on Multiphoton

26



Processes held at Université Laval (Québec City) in 1993 [293]. The observation of two-photon
photoemission under classical and entangled-photon-pair illumination are considered in detail
in Secs. 6 and 8, respectively. Multiphoton photoemission, although beyond the scope of this
review, is a fertile area of study (see, e.g., [294-296]).

3.3.1. Einstein Two-Photon Photoemission Equation

As illustrated in Fig. 3(c), two-photon photoemission (TPP) can take place when an electron
within a material is liberated into vacuum by the absorption of two photons. Conservation of
energy provides that the maximum kinetic energy that can be imparted to the electron by the
absorption of a pair of photons, each of energy hv, is

Emax = 2hv =W = 2hy — (Eg + x). (13)

Equation (13) is the Einstein two-photon photoemission equation, which is analogous to
Eq. (4) for the standard Einstein photoemission equation, with 2Av replacing hv.

The first photon promotes the electron to an intermediate state, while the second allows
it to escape to the vacuum. The intermediate state may be a real conduction-band state, or
a mid-gap state such as a trap, or it may be virtual. The condition E, < hv, illustrated in
Fig. 3(c) and specified in its caption, provides that the two-photon transition take place via a real
conduction-band state, which can, under suitable spectral and dynamical conditions, provide a
larger transition probability than a purely virtual state [297]. Our principal interest lies not in
the kinetic energy of the emitted electrons, however, but rather in the magnitude of the generated
two-photon photocurrent, which we consider next.

3.3.2. Two-Photon Photocurrent

Two-photon photoemission can, in principle, be manifested as a volume effect or a surface effect.
From a theoretical perspective, the two effects are distinguished by the form of the potential
V(r) in the unperturbed Hamiltonian for the Schrodinger equation. Both calculations make use
of second-order perturbation theory and the A -p term in the interaction Hamiltonian [9], where
A is the vector potential of the field and p is the electron momentum.

A CW optical source generates a steady (dc) two-photon photocurrent i. The process is
inherently nonlinear — for both the volume and surface effects, the photocurrent is proportional
to the square of the incident optical power P = hv® = hv¢A and inversely proportional to the
illumination area A. For classical light, the photocurrent follows the form

ic o ¢?A o« ®*JA o« P*JA « IP, (14)

where ® and ¢ are the incident photon flux (photons/s) and photon-flux density (photons/m?-s),
respectively, and / is the incident intensity (W/m?). While the photocurrent i also depends on
the polarization, incidence angle, and pulse duration of the incident light (see Chapter 5 of [273]),
we do not discuss these dependencies here since they are not crucial in the current context. In
the presence of extremely strong fields, effects such as surface heating and tunneling also give
rise to electron emission, which result in a violation of Eq. (14) [294,298].

As with suprathreshold photoemission, two-photon photoemission is often modeled as a vol-
ume effect for both metals and semiconductors (see Chapter 5 of [273]), although the relative
importance of volume and surface contributions depends on the material, geometry, and excita-
tion conditions. Indeed, sodium metal appears to exhibit both effects. As discussed in Sec. 6.3.8,
two-photon photoemission from a thick sodium sample is associated with a volume effect, while
two-photon photoemission from a thin sodium sample appears to arise from a weak surface
effect, and is more difficult to observe. We provide a brief description of the underpinnings of
two-photon surface photoemission and then provide a more extensive discussion of two-photon
volume photoemission.

27



The theory of two-photon surface photoemission from a metal was devised by Smith
in 1962 [299]; the results he derived for the photocurrent were subsequently corrected by
Bowers [300] and Marinchuk [301,302]. Smith’s model assumed that monochromatic light
was incident on a metal described by the Sommerfeld model, which presupposes a constant
potential inside and outside the surface, with a step discontinuity at the surface. Smith made
use of second-order, time-independent perturbation theory to calculate the probability flux in an
outward direction normal to the surface. His Hamiltonian did not include the AZ? term, but it
was later explicitly shown by Bowers that the A? term vanishes within this Smith-type surface-
photoemission model [300]. The theoretical expression for the two-photon surface responsivity
at T = 0 K, as derived by Smith and corrected by Bowers and Marinchuk, was conveniently
included as Eq. (2.5) in Barashev’s review paper [291].

A more general surface formulation was subsequently advanced by Adawi [303], who used
stationary scattering theory, which is equivalent to perturbation theory. In the limit of a square-
well potential, Adawi’s photocurrent reduces to Smith’s corrected result. Formulations adopting
a Sommerfeld-type ansatz (plane-wave electron states) inherently exclude direct volume photo-
emission since a free electron cannot absorb a photon while simultaneously conserving energy
and momentum.

The theory of two-photon volume photoemission from a metal was initially devised by Bloch
in 1964 [304]. A theoretical expression for the two-photon volume photocurrent i, based on
Bloch’s results but corrected in several respects, was set forth by Teich in 1966 [9, 10,169, 174].
The underlying model assumes direct interband transitions, considers the electrons in the material
to be nearly free and to have Bloch-like wavefunctions for both the initial and final states, and
assumes a spherical Fermi surface. The final state is assumed to be the vacuum. While time-
dependent perturbation theory suffices for the low-field regime, nonperturbative methods, such
as time-dependent density functional theory, are advised in the presence of strong fields and/or
short pulses [305].

As discussed in detail in [9], Bloch’s 1964 model has been modified to incorporate: 1) an
electron escape depth that depends on the photoelectron energy; 2) optical reflection at the
sample surface; and 3) an interaction Hamiltonian that accommodates second-order transitions
via the dominant A - p term along with first-order transitions via the A> term. Bloch’s formula
has also been multiplied by the factor 1/V27 to correct a numerical error. For convenience, the
corrected TPP photocurrent, as provided in Egs. (3.36) and (3.32) of [9] (or equivalently, Eq. (1)
of [10]), is reproduced when the incident light is a CW coherent beam in a single temporal and
spatial mode,

#*A - e B*d

fhrimc? ] 4nk, Ep | W —2hw\?
4(hw)? 3 2hw E,

P? hrzmc? 4rky, E —2hw\?
= — . 2 0 [M] K F 1+W w , 15)
A 4(hw)* 3 2%w Er
where the two-photon oscillator strength [M] is given by
2 (fIPlidlpxli) |
M]= |— 16
[ ] m Ej - E,‘ —hw ( )

The expression for [M] in Eq. (16) replaces the expression in square brackets in Eq. (7) of [304].

The parameters in Eqs. (15) and (16) are defined as follows: i is the two-photon photocurrent
(A); ¢ is the incident CW photon-flux density (photons/m?-s); A is the area of illumination (m?);
e is the electronic charge (A-s); R is the probability of reflection of a photon from the surface of
the sample; 8 = 1 — R is the probability of photon passage to the interior of the sample; d is the
electron escape depth in the material (m); # = h/2n is the reduced Planck constant (kg-m2 /8);
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ro = €2 /mc2 is the classical electron radius (m); m is the electron mass (kg); c is the speed of
light in vacuum (m/s); w = 2xv is the angular frequency of the incident photon (rad/s); #w is
the energy of the incident photon (kg-m?/s?); k; is the electron wavenumber associated with
the Fermi energy (m™'); E, is the Fermi energy (kg-m%/s?); w is the work function of the
material (kg-m?/s?); [M] is the two-photon oscillator strength; i, j, and f designate the initial,
intermediate, and final states, respectively; p, is the momentum operator; E; is the energy of
the initial state i (kg-m*/s?); and E; is the energy of the intermediate state j (kg-m*/s?). The
quadratic dependence of i on § in Eq. (15) is a consequence of the quadratic dependence of i
on ¢.

Although Bloch’s model was designed for metals, where the electrons are initially in the
conduction band, with some reinterpretation and a measure of caution, it can be used for
semiconductors, where the electrons are initially in the valence band [174,277,306]. This
involves substituting the electron energy and wavenumber at the top of the valence band, E; yax
and k; max, for the Fermi energy E . and wavenumber k ., respectively. However, these parameters
can be difficult to estimate accurately so it is preferable to instead determine the photocurrent
by numerically evaluating Eq. (A15) of [174], which is suitable for both Na and CsK,Sb.

The two-photon oscillator strength specified in Eq. (16) has been estimated for Na metal in
Eq. (3.35) of [9]; and for CsK;,Sb by making use of Eqs. (10c) and (28) of [174]:

[M] =~ 8 Na metal a7
[M] ~ 4448 CsK;Sh. (18)

Still, Egs. (15) and (16) should be used with caution, in part because of uncertainties associated
with calculating the matrix elements inherent in [M], and also because nondirect transitions
have been excluded from the model.

3.3.3. Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

The two-photon responsivity R (A/W) for volume photoemission is defined by writing Eq. (15)
in the form
P2
iC=LCX=£CIP=RCP, (19)
where A is the illumination area. Here P and [ represent the power and intensity incident on
the sample, respectively, and the two-photon responsivity coefficient £ has units of A m?/W?.
The responsivity Re (A/W) (referred to CW operation) is the proportionality constant between
ic and P:
Re =L 1 (20)

Since two-photon photoemission is nonlinear, R is itself proportional to /, the intensity of the
light impinging on the sample.

Following Eq. (8), the two-photon quantum efficiency 7 (electrons/photon) is obtained from
the two-photon responsivity R for light of wavelength A via

hc
ne =—Rc. (21

ed
In the nascent two-photon photoemission literature of the 1960s, the two-photon responsivity R
was referred to as the two-quantumyield A (A/W), which meshed with the analog measurements
of the day [9, 10]. With the development of photon and electron counting techniques in the
late 1960s and 1970s, the closely related two-photon efficiency 7. (electrons/photon) gained
currency.
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3.3.4. lllumination with Fluctuating Light

The two-photon photocurrent i specified in Eq. (15) is enhanced when the incident light power
fluctuates because peaks in the power (or intensity) are weighted more heavily by the nonlinearity.

As an example, we consider the power fluctuations associated with an optical beam containing
M temporal modes of equal power P; = P/ M with random, statistically independent phases
¢ jx. The instantaneous power P(f) may then be written as

M

P()=>» P; +2 Z VP Pr cos(Awjk t + Adjk), (22)
=

=1 1<j<ksM

where Aw i are the beat frequencies and A¢ ;. are the random phase differences between the
modes. Averaging over a time interval larger than the beat periods, and over the random phases,
yields mean and mean-square powers given by

P= MP,, ﬁz(ZPj)2+ZZPJ-Pk, (23)
J

j=1 Jj<k

where we have used the fact that averaging over cos(-) — 0, averaging over cos>(-) — %4, and
the cross-pair averages vanish.

Given that _
My P\2 M-1=2
prpk-(z)(m) “om Do &4
j<k
Eq. (23) becomes
) _ —22M -1 25
M (25)
which leads to .
P2 2M-1
? S TM (26)

To forge a connection with the terminology of optical coherence theory [14,287,307-313],
also referred to as statistical optics (see Chapter 12 of [12]), we introduce the definition

= (2)0_P_2 27
82=g"(0) = =. 27
P

For conciseness, we have abbreviated g(®) (7 = 0), the normalized second-order intensity corre-
lation function at zero delay time (also called the bunching parameter), as g,. For the sum of
M equal-amplitude, random-phase temporal components coupled into a single detected mode,
we thus deduce that the two-photon photocurrent i in Eq. (15) will be enhanced by the factor

M- 1

22 —2 as M — oo, (28)
Indeed, the expression provided in Eq. (8) of the paper by Lissandrin et al. [174] is a factor of
two larger than Eq. (15) precisely because it takes M — oo and g — 2. In the special case of
a single coherent mode (M = 1), go — 1. In general, for illumination with light that fluctuates
in an arbitrary manner, the factor g, allows the CW-equivalent two-photon responsivity and
quantum efficiency to be extracted from the data, as exemplified in Sec. 6.3.7. Two-photon
photoelectron counting distributions and photocurrent spectra have also been calculated for
classical light with various statistical properties [314-317].
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The emergence of quantum coherence theory in the early 1960s [318,319] provided an
impetus for the further examination of the role played by the statistical properties of classical and
nonclassical light in nonlinear interactions such as two-photon photoemission. Shortly thereafter,
it was established by Teich and Wolga [320], Lambropoulos et al. [321], and Mollow [322]
that the rate of multiphoton absorption is linked to Glauber’s higher-order, normally ordered
quantum-field correlation functions [323].

Excitation with a single detected chaotic (thermal) mode, which exhibits photon bunching [14]
and for which g, = 2, thus results in a factor-of-two enhancement of the photocurrent relative
to coherent illumination at the same mean intensity. This result is the same as that obtained for
the random-phasor multicomponent construction discussed above: as the number of statistically
independent phasor components increases, the resultant complex field approaches a zero-mean
Gaussian random variable, and the detected intensity corresponds to that of a single effective
thermal mode. This limiting behavior is codified by the Siegert relation [310, 324,325], which
expresses the second-order intensity correlation of a Gaussian field in terms of the corresponding
first-order field correlation. As another example, illumination with single-mode degenerate
bright squeezed vacuum (BSV), considered in Secs. 9.2.4-9.4.6, exhibits g» ~ 3 in the large
per-mode-occupancy limit, implying an approximately threefold enhancement of the TPA rate
at fixed mean intensity relative to coherent illumination [34-36].

3.3.5. lllumination with Pulsed Light

The photocurrent i in Eq. (15) is similarly enhanced when the illumination arises from a pulsed
source, such as a mode-locked or pulsed laser. After all, pulsed light is a form of fluctuating light.
Because the two-photon photocurrent scales quadratically with optical power [Eq. (14)], a train
of brief, high-intensity pulses is more effective in producing two-photon photoemission than a
CW beam of the same mean power. Succinctly stated, two-photon photoemission is initiated by
the mean-square of the light-power waveform rather than by the square-mean, which leads to an
enhancement factor I' (> 1) of the form

1 T 2
T—lfo P%(1) dt

= (29)
(— P dt)
71
The averaging is conveniently carried out over a single period 77 of the periodic optical waveform.

For a CW source, the square-mean equals the mean-square, so I' = 1.
It is convenient to express I" in terms of the duty cycle A of the pulsed waveform,

ﬂ
1]
=k B

A =1/, (30)

where 79 is the duration of an individual optical pulse. Assuming rectangular optical pulses for
simplicity, the peak power P of a pulse with the same energy per cycle as a CW beam of mean
power P satisfies

Pty=P, (31
so that .
~ P
P=—. 32
A (32)
The mean-square power is then
—\2 -2
— 1 [P P
2 - —| dt = —_—, 33
T1 Jo (A) A ( )



while the square-mean power for the CW beam is simply ﬁz.
For a rectangular optical pulse train, we conclude that the enhancement factor I" specified in
Eq. (29) may be expressed as
A1
F = ;) = K N
P

(34)

so that I" varies inversely with the duty cycle A. Decreasing A, which reflects a growing
concentration of optical power into decreasing time intervals, provides a proportional increase
in the nonlinear enhancement factor I'. For illumination with pulsed light of arbitrary waveform,
the factor I allows the CW-equivalent two-photon responsivity and quantum efficiency to be
extracted from the data. If a ﬂuctuiltin_gzlight source is pulsed by an independent process, the
mean-square to square-mean ratio P2/P~ = g, I, as exemplified in Sec. 6.3.7.

3.4. Subthreshold Entangled-Two-Photon Photoemission (ETPP)

Entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) takes place when a material absorbs a pair of
twin photons and liberates an electron into vacuum, as portrayed in Fig. 3(d). The process
is governed in part by the characteristics of the incident entangled-photon pairs, e.g., their
entanglement time 7 and entanglement area Ap. Despite the fact that ETPP involves the
absorption of pairs of photons, the entangled-two-photon photocurrent i, is directly proportional
to the incident photon-flux density ¢, i.e.,

ir o< GA o @ o P. (35)

This behavior is a result of the fact that the presence of one photon of an entangled pair signals
that its twin is also present. The linear scaling of i with ¢ is in contrast to the quadratic scaling
of the two-photon photocurrent with the photon-flux density, i o ¢, expressed in Eq. (14).
This latter behavior arises because the arrival of one coherent photon signals nothing about
the arrival of another. The Einstein two-photon photoemission equation provided in Eq. (13)
remains valid. The observation of ETPP is described in Sec. 8.

As pointed out in Sec. 3.2.1, Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) is a particularly deleterious
source of noise that hinders the observation of entangled-two-photon photoemission. This is
because the form of the Fermi-tail photocurrent in Eq. (9) is identical to that of the entangled-
two-photon photocurrent in Eq. (35) and therefore easily masks it. In experiments designed
to observe ETPP, it is therefore crucial to reduce FTP to the greatest extent possible, and
preferentially to eliminate it.

3.4.1. Entangled-Two-Photon Photocurrent

A quantum theory of entangled-two-photon photoemission was formulated by Lissandrin in
1999 and expressed in final form in 2004 [169, 174]. The model assumes volume photoemission,
directinterband transitions, Bloch-like wavefunctions for the initial and final states, and spherical
Fermi surfaces. Although the model was principally designed for describing ETPP in metals, a
redefinition of some of its parameters allowed it to provide a framework for describing ETPP in
semiconductors.

The incident light was assumed to be entangled-photon pairs generated via type-I collinear
SPDC, with entanglement time 7 and entanglement area Ar. The nonlinear optical crystal
was of length L and the pump was assumed to be a monochromatic laser with wave number
k. While a treatment of this kind is generally referred to as volume photoemission, it is more
aptly described as volume-initiated, surface-limited photoemission since the photon absorption
and excitation occur in the volume of the material but the emission is constrained by the surface
barrier.
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The theoretical expression for the entangled-two-photon photocurrent i, which is presented
in Egs. (25)—(27) of Lissandrin et al. [174], is reproduced here for convenience:

242 2 ]
i = ¢A-eBd rpmec Wp & ! N Pk Te) k dk (36)
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Here i. is the entangled-two-photon photocurrent (A); ¢ is the incident photon-flux density
(photons/m?-s); A is the area of illumination (m?); e is the electronic charge (A-s); 8> = (1—-R)?
is the probability of passage of an entangled-photon pair to the sample interior; d is the electron
escape depth in the material (m); rg = &2 / mc? is the classical electron radius (m); m is the
electron mass (kg); c is the speed of light in vacuum (m/s); # is the reduced Planck constant (kg-
m?/s); w p is the angular frequency of the SPDC pump (rad/s); w(l) and wg are the central angular
frequencies of the SPDC signal and idler waves, respectively (rad/s); Ay is the entanglement area
(mz); Ty is the entanglement time (s); i, j, and f designate the initial, intermediate, and final
states, respectively; k is the initial electron wavenumber (m™ 1): kmin is the electron wavenumber
required to overcome the material’s ionization energy (m~'); k. is the electron wavenumber
associated with the Fermi energy (m~!); F(k,Ty) is the entanglement-electron energy overlap
function (kg-m?/s?); E; is the energy of the initial state i (kg-m?/s?); E; is the energy of the
intermediate state j (kg-mz/sz); E. is the conduction band edge of the final state f (kg-mz/sz);
k; is the linewidth of the intermediate state j (1/s); py is the momentum operator; and ¢ is the
mean-square normalized two-photon-transition matrix element per squared intermediate-state
number density N; (m®).

The dependence of the entangled-two-photon photocurrent i on B2 in Eq. (36) is a conse-
quence of the fact that the loss of either of the twins via reflection at the sample surface results in
the destruction of the pair — and each twin is independently subject to such loss. Analogously,
intrinsic optical loss between the source and sample introduces a multiplicative factor 7,2, where
7 is the intrinsic optical-system transmittance (Eq. (36), as it stands, assumes that 7o = 1). Also,
by virtue of its proportionality to ¢A = @ (photons/s), i is independent of the illumination
area (provided that the beam lies within the entanglement area), a feature that distinguishes i,
from i. For the same reason, i is independent of the enhancement factors for i that derive
from intensity fluctuations and pulsed-light illumination, as considered in Secs. 3.3.4 and 3.3.5,
respectively. A more complete description of the range of validity of Egs. (36)—(38), along with
a discussion of the subtleties associated with their use, is provided in [174].

m hwp

3.4.2. Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

The entangled-two-photon responsivity Rz (A/W) is the proportionality constant that emerges
when Eq. (36) is cast in the form of Eq. (35), i.e.,

ip =ReP. (39)
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The entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency 7, is defined as the ratio of the photoelectron
flux u to the photon flux @:

e _icle
O PA’
The value of 17 may therefore be calculated directly from Eq. (36). Additionally, for light of
wavelength A, 7 is related to the entangled-two-photon responsivity R, via Eq. (8):

NEe (40)

he
ne=—Rg. 41)

ed
Since i o« 1/ATg as provided in Eq. (36), and since i, is proportional to both R and n, it

is clear that |

ApTg
Hence, it is important that reported values of R and n. be accompanied by the associated
value of A Ty or, alternatively, that Rz AT and nz AT be reported in place of Ry and n,
respectively. This issue is highlighted in connection with the entangled-two-photon cross section
per primitive cell discussed in Sec. 3.4.3.

R o« g (42)

3.4.3. Cross Section per Primitive Cell

From Eq. (40), the dependence of the photocurrent i, on the entangled-two-photon quantum
efficiency 5, takes the form
ip=¢Aeng. (43)

Alternatively, i can be written in terms of the entangled-two-photon cross section per primitive
cell of the photoemitter oz.. The effective number of primitive cells sampled in the escape layer
is Nd A, where N is the number of primitive cells per unit volume, d is the escape depth, and
A is the illumination area. The emission probability per incident photon (in the thin-target/low-
probability limit) is thus 8>Nd oy, where 82 is the probability of pair passage to the interior of
the sample, so that

ir = ¢pAeB*Nd oy . (44)

Combining Eqs. (43) and (44) yields an expression that relates o3 (a measure typically used

in absorption studies — see Sec. 9) to 17 (a measure typically used in photoemission studies):

_ _Ne
= PNd 45)

Again, since Eqs. (44) and (36) provide that i oc 0 and i oc 1/ALTg, respectively, we have

1
ApTs

Op (46)
For completeness, the value of ox should thus be accompanied by the value of AzT. A compact
way of providing the combined information is to report the normalized entangled-two-photon
cross section per primitive cell (per molecule)

O0r = 0xALT:. 47)

Equation (47) has the same form as Eq. (113) for the conventional two-photon absorption cross
section o(?). However, Eq. (47) is designed simply to provide a complete description of 03, and
uses the symbol 6. (m*s) to do so, while Eq. (113) is designed to enable oz to be determined
from an established value of o).
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3.4.4. Photoelectron Count Rates from CsK,Sb and Na

We now revisit Egs. (36)—(38), drawn from the model developed by Lissandrin et al. [169,174], to
estimate the theoretical photoelectron count rates i for CsK,Sb and Na metal. The calculations
rely on: 1) the simplified energy-band diagrams portrayed in Fig. 5; 2) the SPDC pump and
nonlinear-crystal parameters displayed in Table 1; and 3) the photoemissive-material parameters
provided in Table 2. Note that the work function of a material w is defined as the energy
difference between the vacuum level and the Fermi level E, as illustrated for the metal band
diagram sketched in Fig. 5(b). For the intrinsic-semiconductor band diagram displayed in
Fig. 5(a), on the other hand, the Fermi level lies near midgap, i.e. Ex — Ey = ‘/zEg, so that
the work function is expressed as w = y + '/Eg, whereas the ionization energy is given by
W=yx+E,.

Free @ Free @
electron Vacuum slectron Vacuum

Entangled Conduction band )T<:1. 1 Entangled

wW=2.1 ummt: w=2.28
photon pair + photon pair

Ep——f———m 2 E=1.0 \

| Fermi level
Ey

Valence band
(@)

- Ep=3.12
Conduction band
(b) _

Fig. 5. (a) Simplified energy-band diagram for entangled-two-photon photoemission
from CsK,Sb. Values for the bandgap energy Eg, electron affinity y, and ionization
energy W are specified in eV. (b) Simplified energy-band diagram for entangled-two-
photon photoemission from Na metal. Values for the Fermi level E and work function
w are specified in eV.

Table 1. SPDC pump and nonlinear-crystal parameters used for calculating the
entangled-two-photon photocurrent with the model developed by Lissandrin et

al. [174].
Parameter (units) Value
Pump wavelength 4, (nm) 406
Pump photon energy fiw,, (€V) 3.054
Nondegeneracy ratios “’(1) Jwp A
Entanglement time Tg (fs) 10
Entanglement area Ag (m?) 1.0x 10710
lumination area A (m?) 1.0x 10710
Photon-flux density ¢ (photons/m?-s) 5.0 x 10
Crossover photon-flux density ¢;c (photons/m?.s) 5.0 x 10?3
Crossover intensity (at 812 nm) I (W/m?) 1.2x10°

The resulting theoretical photoelectron count rates y = i /e for CsK,Sb and Na are plotted
vs. the entanglement time 7 in Figs. 6 and 7, respectively, for several values of the nondegener-
acy ratio: a)(l)/a)p =%, "', and ' [wp = w(l’ + a)g, in accordance with Eq. (1)]. The curves for
the two materials are similar in character, but the magnitude of the count rate for Na is smaller
than that from CsK,Sb by a factor of ~ 10°. It is apparent that the count rates depend only
weakly on the energy nondegeneracy of the entangled-photon pair, especially for Na. It has also
been shown (in Figs. 4 and 5 of [174]) that, for energy-degenerate incident photons, varying the

intermediate-state lifetime over the range 101> < 7; < 10713 s has little effect on the curves
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Table 2. Photoemissive-material parameters (T = 300 K) used for calculating
the entangled-two-photon photocurrent with the model developed by Lissandrin et
al. [174]. The data for CsK,Sb are drawn from Lissandrin et al. [174]. The data for
Na metal are drawn from Sec. III.D-5 of Teich [9].

Parameter (units) CsK;,Sb Na
Probability of photon passage to sample interior 8 0.7 0.05
Ionization energy W/Work function w (eV) 2.1 2.28
Primitive-cell density/Atomic density N (m~3) 3.1 x 1077 2.7x 10?8
Electron affinity E, (eV) 1.1 —
Bandgap energy E; (eV) 1.0 —
Fermi energy Ef (eV) — 3.12
Fermi wavevector kx (m~!) — 9.3 x 10°
Intermediate-state lifetime 7; (fs) 270 10
Intermediate-state linewidth «; (s71) 3.7 x 1012 1.0 x 10™
Minimum intermediate-state energy E ; min (€V) 2.5 5.18
Maximum intermediate-state energy E;nax (€V) 4.5 8.0
Escape depth d (nm) 40 40
Two-photon oscillator strength [M] 4448 8
Average matrix element & (m®) 45%x10752  1.7x107°
Quantum efficiency 1j° (electrons/photon) 1.6x107°  1.6x 10713
Responsivity RYS (A/W) 1.0x107° 1.0x1071
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Fig. 6. Entangled-two-photon photoelectron count rate yx = i /e for the semiconduc-
tor CsK,Sb as a function of the entanglement time 7%, for twins with nondegeneracy
ratios w? Jw, =1- wg Jw, ="'/ (degenerate), '/5, and /5. The parameter values used
in carrying out the calculations are provided in Tables 1 and 2. The two-photon pho-
tocurrent i for a coherent source is shown for comparison. The calculated value of
the count rate is approximately five orders of magnitude greater than that for Na metal.
(Adapted with permission from Fig. 3 of [174], ©2004 American Physical Society.)

displayed in Figs. 6 and 7.
The curves displayed in Figs. 6 and 7 are roughly inversely proportional to the entanglement
time Ty, as specified in Eq. (36). The deviations from inverse proportionality (observed at
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smaller values of Ty) are emblematic of the harmonic interference terms inherent in Eq. (37),
and they clearly reveal that the entanglement characteristics of the source are intertwined with the
parameters of the sample in a generally nonseparable way. Curves based on the (nonentangled)
two-photon theory of Bloch [304] and Teich [9], labeled “Coherent,” are plotted for comparison.
These curves were computed using numerical integration to ensure consistency with the values
computed for p.
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Fig. 7. Entangled-two-photon photoelectron count rate ux = ix/e for Na metal as a
function of the entanglement time 7%, for twins with nondegeneracy ratios a)(l) Jwp =
1 - wY/w, ="} (degenerate), ', and ‘4. The parameter values used in carrying out
the calculations are provided in Tables 1 and 2. The two-photon photocurrent i for
a coherent source is shown for comparison. (Adapted with permission from Fig. 2
of [174], ©2004 American Physical Society.)

The entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency defined in Eq. (40), g = pg/®, is estimated
as follows. Referring to Fig. 6, the computed photoelectron count rate for CsK,Sb at 7. =
10 fs is seen to be up ~ 8.0 x 10* s™!. The photon flux ® = ¢A used in calculating
these curves is specified by the values of the photon-flux density ¢ and area A reported in
Table 1. Carrying out the calculation leads to 7% ~ 8.0 x 10%/[(5.0 x 10%) x (1.0 x 10719)] =
1.6 x 107 electrons/photon, as reported in Table 2. Notably, the particle model elaborated in
Sec. 9.1 leads to a similar result, as explained by Lissandrin ez al. [174].

An experiment demonstrating entangled-two-photon photoemission from a CsK;Sb photo-
cathode in a channel photomultiplier module is reported in Sec. 8.2. The theoretical predictions
developed in this section, renormalized using the experimental parameters, are shown to be in
good accord with these data in Sec. 8.3.

3.5. Measures of Optical Power and the Effects of Optical Loss

The results provided to this point rely on the tacit assumption that the transmittance of the optical
system is unity (7 = 1), signifying that all optical components situated between the light source
and the photoemissive sample are lossless. Table 3 lists various commonly used measures of
power in optical systems and displays the effects of optical loss (7~ < 1) on each. Loss resulting
from the Bernoulli random deletion of photons is always detrimental but not equally so for all
sources of light [123,124]. Optical loss is particularly deleterious for entangled-two-photon
photoemission and absorption because the loss of either member of the entangled-photon pair
eradicates their pairing. This eliminates the intact pair contribution to twin-induced processes
such as ETPP; however, the surviving photon remains available as a singleton that can still
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participate in one-photon or independent-photon processes. The optical-system transmittance
thus enters as 72 rather than as 7~ , as for classical photons [172-174,209].

Table 3. Various measures of power commonly used in optical systems and the effects
of optical loss (7~ < 1) on them. Such loss is particularly deleterious to entangled-
photon pairs since it enters the power measure as 72 rather than as 7 for classical
light. The units associated with the various measures are indicated. Intensity, as well
as photon-flux measures, behave in an analogous manner.

Optical-power measure Symbol Units
Power of a CW optical pump Pp w
Optical power of a CW source of entangled-photon pairs Pr w
Instantaneous optical power of an arbitrary source of radiation ~ Po(¢) w
Optical power of a CW source of radiation Py w
Peak optical power of a pulsed source of radiation Py w
Mean-square optical power of a source of radiation P_(Z) W2
Instantaneous incident optical power P(t) =T Po(t) W
CW incident optical power P=7P w
Peak incident optical power of a pulsed source P= Tﬁo w
Mean-square incident optical power P2=7 2P_3 w2
CW incident optical power of entangled-photon pairs P=72Pg w

4. MEASUREMENT AND IDENTIFICATION OF SUBTHRESHOLD
PHOTOEMISSION

As detailed in Sec. 3 (and portrayed in Fig. 3), the photocurrents observed in the course
of carrying out subthreshold photoemission measurements in semiconductors can arise from
several sources:

1. The one-photon Fermi-tail linear photocurrent, i = R P, results from thermally excited
Fermi-tail electrons in the conduction band [Eq. (10)].

2. The two-photon quadratic photocurrent, i = LP?/A, is generated by the independent
absorption of two photons that sequentially raise electrons from the valence band to the
conduction band and thence to the vacuum level [Eq. (19)].

3. The entangled-two-photon linear photocurrent, i, = R P, arises from the simultaneous
absorption of entangled-photon pairs by valence-band electrons [Eq. (39)].

4. The constant background current i,,, which is often negligible (~ 1073 A), is a conse-
quence of dark and circuit noise.

Section 4.1 introduces a number of auxiliary techniques that are commonly used to facilitate
the measurement of subthreshold photocurrents. Section 4.2 provides expressions for the meas-
ured photocurrents and photoelectron count rates that accommodate the distortions introduced
by these techniques, under classical, coherent, and entangled-photon-pair illumination. Sec-
tion 4.3 derives the crossover intensities at which the linear and quadratic contributions to the
photocurrents are equal, for each of the illumination regimes. Section 4.4 discusses procedures
for estimating the values of subthreshold parameters of interest. Sections 4.5 and 4.6 suggest
approaches that can assist in identifying various forms of subthreshold photoemission, and in
enhancing them, respectively.
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4.1.  Auxiliary Methodologies for Extracting Subthreshold Photocurrents

A number of auxiliary measurement techniques are commonly employed to facilitate the extrac-
tion of subthreshold photocurrents, which are always small:

1. Lock-in detection employs signal modulation (e.g., imposed by a light chopper) and phase-
sensitive demodulation, followed by low-pass filtering, to isolate weak signals buried in
noise. However, it permits only a fraction of the photocurrent to be extracted (usually the
first harmonic) and can also reduce the optical-system transmittance (if a light chopper is
used, for example). The lock-in extraction factor # (< 1) is a phenomenological quantity
that depends on the modulation waveform, duty cycle, and demodulation protocol adopted
in the measurement. Lock-in detection affects all subthreshold photocurrents similarly.
(For an unmodulated direct-current measurement, 7 = 1.)

2. The use of fluctuating light, such as a multimode laser or thermal source, affects linear and
nonlinear photoemission differently. As outlined in Sec. 3.3.4, because of its square-law
power dependence the two-photon photocurrent i is enhanced by the factor g, (> 1 for
classical light) relative to its value for coherent light (g2 = 1).

3. The use of a pulsed optical source, such as a pulsed or mode-locked laser, also affects
linear and nonlinear photoemission differently. As explained in Sec. 3.3.5, by virtue of its
square-law power dependence the two-photon photocurrent i~ is enhanced by the factor
I" (> 1) relative to its value for a CW source of the same mean power (I" = 1).

4. Modifying the area of illumination A enhances i relative to the other forms of subthresh-
old photoemission because, for fixed incident optical power at the sample, i o« 1/A
whereas the linear contributions are independent of A under that constraint.

4.2. Subthreshold Photocurrents and Photoelectron Count Rates

The formulas for the subthreshold photocurrents provided in Egs. (10), (19), and (39) are ideal-
izations suitable for lossless, CW optical systems. Here, we provide expressions for the measured
photocurrents and photoelectron count rates that include modifications to accommodate the dis-
tortions introduced by the auxiliary methodologies discussed in Sec. 4.1. Modifications are also
included to accommodate optical-system loss, which reduces the optical power or intensity at
the source (Py or Ij) to that at the sample (P or I) — various measures of system optical power,
and the manner in which they are affected by the optical-system transmittance 7~ (< 1), were
discussed in Sec. 3.5 and summarized in Table 3. The expressions provided in this section en-
compass classical, coherent, and entangled-photon-pair illumination, and enable CW-equivalent
values of the responsivities and quantum efficiencies to be extracted from the measurements.

4.2.1. Classical-Light lllumination

For illumination with classical light, the total measured mean photocurrent 7, generated at the
sample includes an effective dark/circuit current i;, and the individual contributions set forth in
Egs. (10) and (19) — the terms involving the responsivity R, and the responsivity coefficient
L represent the Fermi-tail and two-photon photocurrents, respectively. The dependencies on
the wavelength of the incident radiation A and temperature of the sample T are brought into
relief by writing 7;¢ in the form

irc(A, T)=ip +F [Re(A, T) (TPo) + Lc(A, T) (TPy)? g2T/A]. 48)

The lock-in-detection factor F corresponds to item #1 in Sec. 4.1. The combination g,I"/A,
where g, and I are defined in Eqs. (27) and (29), respectively, serves as a convenient composite
enhancement factor for the two-photon contribution, although its constituent terms (which

39



correspond to items #2—4 in Sec. 4.1, respectively) have distinct physical origins: photon
statistics, temporal concentration, and transverse geometric concentration, respectively. The
mean optical power P incident on the sample is explicitly written as 7 P to highlight the
fact that the individual contributions within 77 depend differently on 7. The dark/circuit
background current i), is included to phenomenologically represent the measurement baseline
under the bandwidth and detection conditions of the experiment.

4.2.2. Coherent-Light lllumination

For coherent light we have g, = 1, whereupon Eq. (48) reduces to
irc(A, T) = ip + F [Re (4, T) (TPo) + Lc(, T) (TPo)*T'/A]. (49)
The photoelectron count rate i, , the digital counterpart of 7;¢, is obtained via

lrc

Fire = == (50)

Using the relation R, = (e/hv) n,, provided in Eq. (8), and setting ¥ = 1 for digital-counting
implementations in which lock-in detection is not employed, Eq. (49) becomes

(7 Po)
hy

_ ip
,uTc(/l’ T) = ? + 7’]1:(/1, T)

— r
+ LA, T) (TPy)? — (51)

4.2.3. Entangled-Photon-Pair lllumination

When the sample is illuminated by entangled-photon pairs instead, the photoemission terms
analogous to those in Eq. (49) are augmented by the entangled-two-photon contribution specified
in Eq. (39), whereupon the total mean photocurrent iz becomes

LA T) =ip + F [Re(A, T) (TP) + Re(A, T) (T?Ps) + Le(A, T) (TP)*T/A], (52)

where Py represents the mean optical power emitted by the entangled-photon source.

By using the same symbols in writing Egs. (52) and (49), it is implicitly assumed that: 1) SPDC
singletons and coherent photons generate Fermi-tail photoemission in the same way (as is
confirmed in Fig. 19); 2) SPDC cousins and singleton pairs generate two-photon photoemission
in the same way as pairs of coherent photons (as is borne out in Fig. 22); and 3) the magnitude
of the optical-system transmittance 7 is the same whether a photon is coherent or a member
of an entangled-photon pair (as is confirmed in Fig. 19). It has also been assumed that cousins
are independently absorbed, so that g, ~ 1 (the red data points are close to the blue ones at the
higher reaches of the incident optical intensity in Fig. 22). Moreover, the mean optical power P
incident on the sample is written as 72 Py. for the entangled-two-photon contribution to highlight
the fact that the different terms in Eq. (52) have different functional dependencies on 7. The
parameter ' accommodates the use of pulsed entangled-photon sources. Again, the presence of
the factors F, 7, I', and A in Eq. (52) render the responsivities as CW-equivalent values.

Although the terms involving R and L. in Eq. (52) have the same form as those
in Eq. (49), they have different interpretations. In the context of entangled-photon
excitation, the contributions involving Ry, Rr, and L. represent, respectively,
Fermi-tail photoemission induced by singletons (unpaired twins), entangled-two-
photon photoemission induced by twins, and two-photon photoemission induced
by independent cousins and singleton pairs.

The digital counterpart of the total mean photocurrent i given in Eq. (52) is

Hre(A, T) = up + pr + e + tc, (53)
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representing the total mean photoelectron count rate. On expansion, Eq. (53) becomes

(L, T) = ) +7:(1, T) (T Pe) +7:(4, T) TP + LA, T) (TP)? I (54)
e hv hv eA
e hy hy e

In the ETPP term, one factor of 7 accounts for transmission of the mean power of the entangled-
photon source to the sample, while the other reflects the survival probability for an intact twin
pair after passage through an optical system of transmittance 7. Equation (54) for entangled-
photon-pair illumination parallels Eq. (51) for coherent-light illumination.

4.3. Linear-Quadratic Crossover Intensities

Expressions for the crossover intensities, where subthreshold photoemission crosses over from
linear to quadratic scaling, are calculated for classical, coherent, and entangled-photon-pair
illumination. While these crossover intensities are operational, experiment-specific quantities
that depend on the illumination statistics and measurement configuration, they can be useful for
determining parameter values and for identifying the form of subthreshold photoemission.

4.3.1. Classical-Light lllumination

As the classical light power increases, the Fermi-tail term, which scales linearly with power, is
increasingly dominated by the two-photon photocurrent, which scales quadratically with power.
A useful benchmark is the crossover intensity at the sample, I, where the two contributions are
equal, representing the boundary between linear and quadratic scaling. Making use of Eq. (48),
and using 7Pg/A = P/A =1, we obtain

Ipc = . (classical light) (56)

4.3.2. Coherent-Light lllumination

For coherent-light illumination g> = 1, so that Eq. (56) becomes

R .
Ipc = —. coherent light 57
FC LT ( ght) (57)
For illumination with CW coherent light, Eq. (57) is modified by setting I = 1, whereupon
Re .
I = 7 (CW coherent light) (58)
C

4.3.3. Entangled-Photon-Pair lllumination

As the incident entangled-photon power increases, the quadratic two-photon photoemission
term in Eq. (52) increasingly dominates the other two terms, which scale linearly. The useful
benchmark in this case is the crossover intensity /¢, which represents the boundary between
linear and quadratic scaling, i.e., where the sum of the Fermi-tail and entangled-two-photon

photocurrents equals the two-photon photocurrent. This quantity, obtained from Eq. (52), is

Rr + T Re
Ipe = —————. (59)
LT

In the course of carrying out experiments to observe entangled-two-photon photoemission,
it is often useful to conduct controlled companion experiments that make use of coherent light
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or eliminate the twin photons. It then proves convenient to relate /. for the entangled-photon
experiment to /.. for the control experiment. If the experimental parameters are the same for
both, combining Egs. (57) and (59) leads to
TRe
Iec = Ire (1 + —b) . (60)
Re
The crossover intensity for entangled-photon pairs /¢ is larger than the crossover intensity /¢
because of the additional contribution from entangled-two-photon photoemission.
Equation (60) teaches that the scaling signatures of two-photon and entangled-two-photon
photoemission differ in the intensity region

Tec <1< Ipe. (61)

Asdisplayed in Fig. 8, in this region the photocurrent scales linearly with incident entangled-light
intensity (dotted black line), but quadratically with incident coherent-light intensity (dashed blue
line). The ratio of the two crossover parameters, obtained from Eq. (60), is

— =1+
IFC RF

(62)

This demonstrates that the range of I over which Eq. (61) is applicable is maximized by
maximizing the entangled-two-photon responsivity R and the optical-system transmittance 7,
and minimizing the Fermi-tail responsivity R. These results are foundational for the analyses
presented in Secs. 7 and 8.

4.4. Parameter Estimation for Subthreshold Photoemission

In carrying out subthreshold photoemission measurements, it is often desired to estimate from the
data the value of a parameter that characterizes the underlying photoemission process of interest.
Carrying out this task in an optimal manner relies on the use of statistical estimation theory [326—
335]. The parameter of interest might be one of the subthreshold quantum efficiencies or
responsivities, such as 7 or Ry, or possibly one of the crossover intensities, Izc or Ipc.
These parameters may be inferred from the natural primary observables, the subthreshold
photocurrent or photoelectron count rate, via the calibrated relations provided in Sec. 4.2.

In classical estimation theory, an unknown parameter 6 is inferred from data x that is
distributed according to a probability law pg(x). For any locally unbiased estimator 6, the
variance is bounded from below by the Cramér—Rao inequality [327-329],

~ 1

Var(6) > 7o)’ (63)
where F'(6) is the Fisher information [326,330]. In a quantum setting, further optimization over
the measurement itself leads to the quantum Fisher information and the corresponding quantum
Cramér-Rao bound [331-335]. The precision achievable in the quantum domain depends not
only on the observable being measured, but also on the statistical character of the illuminating
field (see Sec. 9.4 of [41]). Researchers have developed various estimation techniques for diverse
applications (Sec. 2.6.2).

4.5. Identifying the Form of Subthreshold Photoemission

The phenomenological signatures serialized in Secs. 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 facilitate the identification
of the specific form of subthreshold photoemission induced by classical/coherent and entangled-
photon-pair illumination, respectively. However, the behaviors cited should be regarded as
diagnostic signatures of the underlying photoemission mechanism, rather than as logically
definitive identifications in every experimental circumstance.
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Fig. 8. Total subthreshold photocurrent vs. optical intensity under coherent-light
illumination (dashed blue lines) and under entangled-photon-pair illumination (graded
red region). As specified in Eq. (52), the photocurrent elicited by entangled-photon
pairs comprises three contributions: 1) Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) induced by
singletons (cc Rx1); 2) entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) induced by twins
(ec TREI); and 3) two-photon_photoemission (TPP) induced by independent cousins
and/or singleton pairs (o< L1 ). The degree of ETPP admixture is quantified by the
magnitude of 7R and is represented visually by the saturation of the red shading. The
intensity region Ipc < 1< Igc has a width Igec — Irc = TRe/ LT that increases
with increasing 7Ry and is represented visually by the increasing darkness of the
gray shading. A representative value of 7R, along with the corresponding value of
Irc, are indicated by the dotted lines. The total photocurrent 17 scales linearly with
incident entangled-photon intensity in this region, while the total photocurrent 77¢
(dashed blue line) scales quadratically. This figure is a refined version of Fig. 2 that
incorporates optical loss and an arbitrary level of ETPP.

4.5.1. Classical- and Coherent-Light lllumination

Based on Egs. (48)—(51) and (56)—(58), and in conjunction with Fig. 8, we can make several
inferences regarding the origin of subthreshold photocurrents induced by classical or coherent
light:

1. In regions where the measured mean photocurrent i or photoelectron count rate fi,
scales linearly with the incident optical intensity I, the current represents Fermi-tail
photoemission.

2. If the measured photocurrent ;¢ or photoelectron count rate i, scales linearly over the
full range of I, two-photon photoemission is either absent or negligible (£~ — 0 and
Ipc — o). (This situation is encountered in Figs. 10 and 11.)

3. In regions where the measured mean photocurrent i or photoelectron count rate i,
scales quadratically with the incident optical intensity /, the current represents two-photon
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photoemission. (This situation is encountered over portions of Figs. 16, 17, and 19.)

4. If the measured photocurrent 7, or photoelectron count rate 1, behaves quadratically
over the full range of I, Fermi-tail photoemission is either absent or negligible (R — 0
and Irc — 0). (This situation is encountered for the thick Na sample illuminated by
pulsed classical light in Fig. 14 and for the CsK;Sb sample illuminated by CW coherent
light in Fig. 22.)

5. In regions where the measured mean photocurrent i< or photoelectron count rate i,
depends on g, I', and/or A in the manner expected, this is indicative of a contribution
from two-photon photoemission.

4.5.2. Entangled-Photon-Pair lllumination

Based on Eqgs. (52)—(55) and (59)—(62), and with the help of Fig. 8, we can make a number of
inferences regarding the origin of empirical subthreshold photocurrents induced by entangled-
photon pairs:

1. If the measured mean photocurrent 7 or photoelectron count rate 1, scales linearly
with the incident entangled-photon intensity 7 over a given range of values, and has the
same magnitude as the linear photocurrent 7, or photoelectron count rate 1, measured
using a coherent source of light over that same range of values, the current represents
singleton-induced Fermi-tail photoemission. In accordance with Egs. (52) and (54), the
attenuation provided by filters inserted in the entangled-photon beam path then follows
the filter transmittance 7 in that region. (This situation is encountered over a portion of
Fig. 19.)

2. If the measured mean photocurrent 77 or photoelectron count rate i, scales linearly
with the incident entangled-photon intensity 7 over a given range of values, and has a mag-
nitude greater than the linear photocurrent 7, or photoelectron count rate i, measured
using a coherent source of light over that same range of values, the current represents
a combination of singleton-induced Fermi-tail photoemission and entangled-two-photon
photoemission. In accordance with Eqgs. (52) and (54), the attenuation provided by filters
inserted in the entangled-photon beam path then behaves as a mixture of 7~ and 72 in that
region.

3. If the measured mean photocurrent 7, or photoelectron count rate i, scales linearly
with the incident entangled-photon intensity I over a given range of values, and has a
magnitude greater than the quadratic photocurrent 7, or photoelectron count rate 1,
measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of values, Fermi-tail
photoemission is absent and the current represents entangled-two-photon photoemission.
In accordance with Eqgs. (52) and (54), the attenuation provided by filters inserted in the
entangled-photon beam path then behaves as 772 rather than as 7 in that region. (This
situation is encountered over a portion of Fig. 22.)

4. If the measured mean photocurrent i or photoelectron count rate 7, scales quadrati-
cally with the incident entangled-photon intensity 7 over a given range of values, and has
the same magnitude as the quadratic photocurrent i< or photoelectron count rate i,
measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of values, the current rep-
resents two-photon photoemission induced by cousins or singleton pairs. In accordance
with Egs. (52) and (54), the attenuation provided by filters inserted in the entangled-photon
beam path then behaves as 72 in that region. (This situation is encountered over a portion
of Fig. 22.)
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5. As TRe/Rr — 0, indicating the absence of entangled-two-photon photoemission, in
accordance with Eq. (62) the two crossover intensities coincide. Singleton-induced Fermi-
tail photoemission then transitions directly into cousin/singleton-pair induced two-photon
photoemission at I = I, reproducing the results obtained for coherent light.

4.6. Enhancing a Selected Form of Subthreshold Photoemission

Qualitative guidance for enhancing a selected form of subthreshold photoemission at the expense
of others is sketched in Table 4. Techniques include manipulating the characteristics of the
incident light; the properties of the sample such as its temperature, area, and thickness; and/or
the structure and specifications of the measurement system. A small value of the optical-system
transmittance 7 particularly disfavors entangled-two-photon photoemission (Sec. 3.5).

Table 4. Characteristics of the incident light and sample temperature that, for a given
material, can enhance a selected form of subthreshold photoemission at the expense
of competing forms: 1) Fermi-tail, 2) two-photon, and 3) entangled-two-photon. The
characteristics considered are the wavelength region, incident optical power (P), sta-
tistical properties (g2), modulation format (I), illumination area (A), incident photon
wavelength (1 = hc/hv); and sample temperature (T). Here, Ay = hc/W is the mate-
rial’s ionization-wavelength and A, = hc/Ej is its bandgap wavelength.

Characteristics of Incident Light and Sample Temperature

Photoemission Form | Wavelength region P o3 r A A T
Suprathreshold A< Ay

Fermi-tail A> Ay low coherent CwW large | short | warm
Two-photon A/2 <Ay <A<, | high | bunched | pulsed | small | long cool
Entangled-two-photon | 4/2 <Ay <A <4, | low | entangled CwW large | long cool

Two examples are spelled out for the sake of illustration: 1) A cooled sample of small area, illu-
minated by a high-power, pulsed laser focused to a small spot, favors two-photon photoemission
over Fermi-tail photoemission. 2) A cooled sample of large area, illuminated by a low-power
CW source of unfocused entangled-photon pairs, favors entangled-two-photon photoemission
over two-photon and Fermi-tail photoemission.

5. OBSERVATION OF FERMI-TAIL PHOTOEMISSION UNDER COHERENT
ILLUMINATION

At finite temperatures (T > 0 K), the idealized intrinsic-semiconductor picture introduced
in Sec. 3 predicts a small population of electrons in the high-energy tail of the Fermi—Dirac
occupation distribution whose energies extend into the conduction band, with the preponderance
near its lower edge (see Chapter 17 of [12]). As illustrated in Fig. 3(b) and discussed in Sec. 3.2,
single subthreshold photons can impart sufficient energy to these Fermi-tail electrons to allow
them to escape to the vacuum. Fermi-tail photoemission can therefore occur when

hv <W=Eg + x. (64)

The physical origin of this form of photoemission makes it clear that the magnitude of the
Fermi-tail photocurrent depends on the temperature of the sample as well as on the wavelength of
the illumination. Since the carrier concentration available in the conduction band increases with
increasing temperature, so too does the Fermi-tail photocurrent. Moreover, the photocurrent
increases with increasing photon energy (decreasing wavelength) as the incident photons can
promote emission from progressively more heavily occupied states nearer the lower portion of
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the conduction-band manifold. These expectations have been borne out in the alkali-antimonide
semiconductor experiments reported by Booth ez al. [175].

In this section, we review Fermi-tail photoemission from CsK,Sb and from two other alkali-
antimonide materials, Na,KSb and Cs3Sb, under coherent illumination. Similar experiments
can be carried out with other materials by constructing photomultiplier tubes with vacuum-
deposited custom photocathodes (Sec. 6.2). Fermi-tail photoemission from CsK;Sb stimulated
by entangled-photon pairs is analyzed in Sec. 7. It is important to thoroughly understand
Fermi-tail photoemission in the context of examining the two other forms of subthreshold
photoemission addressed in this work: two-photon photoemission and especially entangled-two-
photon photoemission.

5.1.  Experimental Arrangement

Fermi-tail photoemission yields a far smaller photocurrent than suprathreshold photoemission.
It can be significantly boosted, however, by making use of a photomultiplier-tube (PMT) config-
uration in which the photocathode comprises the material under study. This approach engages
the high-gain and comparatively low-noise current amplification offered by the PMT’s internal
electron-multiplier structure (Fig. 4).

Figure 9 portrays the experimental arrangement used by Booth ez al. [175] to observe Fermi-tail
photoemission from several alkali-antimonide semiconductors. A mode-locked Spectra-Physics
(Tsunami) Ti:sapphire laser (see Chapter 16 of [12]) was operated at one of three wavelengths
(photon energies): 1) A = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV), 2) 830 nm (hv = 1.50 V), or 3) 845 nm
(hv = 1.47 eV). The laser output comprised a sequence of 79 = 120-fs duration light pulses of
approximately Gaussian shape, emitted at a rate fi, = 1/71 = 82 MHz. The average power
emitted by the laser was Pop ~ 1 W and the peak power for each pulse was Py ~ 90 kW.
Approximating the light pulses by an equivalent square-pulse model, the duty cycle defined in
Eq. (30) is estimated to be A = 79/71 = 70 fiep ~ 0.98 X 107.

Ti: sapphire laser Chopper LP780 PMT

=

f ref

» Lock-in amplifier [—p

Fig. 9. Experimental arrangement for observing Fermi-tail photoemission from PMTs
with CsK,Sb, Na; KSb, and Cs3Sb semiconductor photocathodes. The light from a
mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser, operating at a wavelength of 800, 830, or 845 nm,
was incident on the photocathode, which was maintained at temperature T. Neutral-
density (ND) filters were used to attenuate the laser power. A long-pass (LP780) filter
isolated the detector from stray light with wavelengths shorter than 780 nm. The PMT
output was fed to a lock-in amplifier referenced to the frequency of a rotating light
chopper (fief = 150 Hz). The 3-mm-diameter laser beam remained unfocused for
these experiments. (Adapted from Fig. 2.3 of [173] and Fig. 5 of [175].)

The mean optical power P incident on the faceplate of the PMT was measured using a laser
power meter (Model 818-SL, Newport Corp., Irvine, CA) placed directly in front of the faceplate.
The mean optical power was restricted to a value < 20 uW to preclude local photocathode heating.
Calibrated neutral-density (ND) filters (Wratten, Eastman Kodak, Rochester, NY) were used to
attenuate the optical power for the various sequences of measurements. A long-pass (LP780)
optical filter was used to isolate the detector from stray light at wavelengths shorter than 780 nm.

To extract the weak Fermi-tail photocurrent from various sources of noise, lock-in detec-
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tion [336,337] was implemented, and a rotating optical light chopper imposed intensity modu-
lation. The output of the PMT was fed to a lock-in amplifier (LIA) (Stanford Research Systems
850, Sunnyvale, CA), for which the light chopper provided the reference signal at frof = 150 Hz.
The experiments reported in this section were carried out at Boston University in the time frame
1998-2004 [143,169,172,173,175].

5.2.  Fermi-Tail Photoemission from Cesium-Potassium Antimonide

Detailed studies of the Fermi-tail photocurrent observed from CsK,Sb have been carried out
using the experimental arrangement depicted in Fig. 9. CsK,Sb is a widely used bialkali-
antimonide semiconductor (Sec. 3.1.5) that is often modeled, for phenomenological purposes,
as an intrinsic direct-bandgap material whose Fermi level lies near the center of the bandgap [267,
275-277], so that its energy-band diagram is reasonably represented by Fig. 3. After describing
the PMT used in these experiments, we review the Fermi-tail photoemission data obtained at
different temperatures and wavelengths.

5.2.1. PMT with Semitransparent CsK,Sb Photocathode

The Fermi-tail photoemission experiments made use of a Hamamatsu R464 PMT enclosed
in a Hamamatsu C4877 thermoelectric housing that allowed the photocathode temperature
T to be reduced. The R464 is a head-on, 51-mm-diameter photomultiplier tube featuring a
semi-transparent CsK,Sb bialkali-antimonide photocathode deposited on the front borosilicate
window. The thickness of the photocathode is on the order of tens of nm (the escape depth d for
CsK5Sb is approximately 40 nm, as specified in Table 2).

The (one-photon) spectral response of this device extends over the wavelength range 300-
650 nm, with the peak sensitivity at 420 nm. The tube employs a 12-stage box-and-grid dynode
structure. When operated at an anode voltage of 1000 V (maximum 1500 V), it offers a mean
anode gain G ~ 6.0 10° and a gain—responsivity product GRs ~ 3.0 x 10> A/W. Designed for
photon-counting applications, the R464 has a low dark-count rate ~ 5 s~! (maximum 15 s™!),
risetime =~ 13 ns, and transit time = 70 ns. In the experiments described in this section, the PMT
was operated at 1400 V and in analog mode.

The statistical properties of the gain process and pulse-height distribution for the particular
R464 PMT used in these experiments were measured and carefully characterized by Lissan-
drin [169]; an important effect that is often ignored, electron backscattering at the dynodes, was
incorporated in the analysis.

5.2.2. Fermi-Tail Photocurrent from CsK,Sb at Different Temperatures

The Fermi-tail photocurrent from the CsK,Sb photocathode of the R464 PMT is displayed in
Fig. 10 for three values of the temperature: T = 27 °C (triangles), 0 °C (squares), and —20 °C
(circles). The measurements were made using the unfocused light beam from the mode-locked
Ti:sapphire laser operated at a central wavelength 4 = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV).

The data are displayed in the form of doubly logarithmic plots of the fundamental Fourier
component of the photocurrent at the photocathode 7, (A) vs. the mean optical power incident
on the PMT faceplate P = 7 Py (W). The photocurrent at the PMT anode was measured over
a series of 3-min acquisition periods with the low-pass-filter of the lock-in amplifier set to a
bandwidth B = 26 mHz. The mean photocathode current was calculated by dividing the anode
current by the mean PMT current gain G ~ 108 at the operating voltage of 1400 V. The standard
deviations of the data points were also recorded.

The curves are near-linear fits to the three data sets; the slight departures from strict linearity
at low photocurrent are primarily attributable to additive dark/circuit background currents. The
Fermi-tail photocurrent increases with increasing temperature, consistent with the increasing
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thermal population of electronically accessible high-energy states in the semiconductor. The
associated values of the Fermi-tail responsivity R (A, T) are displayed in Table 5.
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Fig. 10. Fermi-tail photoemission from CsK,Sb at several temperatures. Doubly log-
arithmic plots of the fundamental component of the photocurrent at the photocathode
vs. the mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate. Data are reported for three
temperatures: T = 27 °C (triangles), 0 °C (squares), and —20 °C (circles). Error
bars indicate standard deviations for individual data points. The curves incorporate
the measured PMT background currents and represent near-linear fits to the three data
sets. (Adapted from Fig. 2.4 of [173] and Fig. 6 of [175].)

5.2.3. Fermi-Tail Photocurrent from CsK,Sb at Different Wavelengths

The wavelength dependence of the Fermi-tail photocurrent from the same CsK;Sb photocathode
is depicted in Fig. 11. The data are again exhibited in the form of doubly logarithmic plots of
the fundamental Fourier component of the photocurrent at the photocathode 7, (A) vs. the
mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate P = 7Py (W). The source was the same
unfocused light beam from the mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser, which was operated at two
different wavelengths: 4 = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV, circles) and 845 nm (hv = 1.47 €V, squares).
The photocathode temperature was maintained at 27 °C.

The curves are near-linear fits to the data sets; again, the slight curvatures at low values of
the photocurrent arise from additive dark/circuit currents. The Fermi-tail photocurrent declines
with increasing wavelength (decreasing photon energy), consistent with the reduced ability of
the incident photons to induce emission from the more strongly populated states. Again, the
associated values of the Fermi-tail responsivity R (A, T) are displayed in Table 5.

5.3.  Fermi-Tail Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

As discussed in Sec. 4.6, Fermi-tail photoemission can be enhanced relative to competing forms
of subthreshold photoemission by using large-area, low-power illumination and a large-area
sample maintained at an elevated temperature. In the absence of two-photon photoemission, the
total photocurrent displayed in Eq. (49) reduces to the Fermi-tail photocurrent, augmented by
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Fig. 11. Fermi-tail photoemission from CsK,Sb at different wavelengths. Doubly loga-
rithmic plots of the fundamental component of the photocurrent at the photocathode vs.
the mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate at two wavelengths: 4 = 800 nm
(circles) and 845 nm (squares). The photocathode is maintained at T = 27 °C. Error
bars indicate standard deviations for individual data points. The curves incorporate
the measured PMT background currents and represent near-linear fits to the three data
sets. (Adapted from Fig. 2.5 of [173] and Fig. 7 of [175].)

the dark/circuit current: .
Irc(A, T)=ip + FRe(A, T) (T Po). (65)

The Fermi-tail photocurrent thus depends on the mean optical power present at the sample, and
on the fundamental Fourier component ¥ associated with the lock-in detection, butnoton I, g2,
or A. Reordering Eq. (65) leads to an expression for the CW-equivalent, Fermi-tail responsivity:

ZTC(/L T) - iD
F(TPy)

Finally, in accordance with Eq. (11), the associated CW-equivalent, Fermi-tail quantum effi-
ciency is

Re(A, T) = (66)

e T) = 2R, T, ©67)
ed

5.3.1. Three Alkali-Antimonide Photocathodes: CsK,Sb, Na,KSb, and Cs3;Sb

Fermi-tail responsivities and quantum efficiencies have been determined for the alkali-antimonide
photocathodes in three commercially available Hamamatsu photomultiplier tubes, at several tem-
peratures and wavelengths:

1. The CsK,Sb (cesium-potassium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu R464 PMT,
with mean current gain G ~ 10% and representative phenomenological parameter values
E;,=1.0eV, y=1.1¢eV,and W= 2.1V [277].

2. The Na;KSb (sodium-potassium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu R2557
PMT, with mean current gain G ~ 5x 10° and representative phenomenological parameter
values E; = 1.0eV, y = 1.0eV,and W= 2.0V [277].
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3. The Cs3Sb (cesium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu 1P28 PMT, with mean
current gain G ~ 107 and representative phenomenological parameter values E; =1.6¢V,
x =0.4¢eV,and W=2.0eV [297].

The measurements were carried out using the experimental arrangement depicted in Fig. 9.
For the measurements analyzed here, the fixed system parameters are taken to be:

« Dark/circuit current i, ~ 10718 A.
* Intrinsic optical-system transmittance 7o =~ 0.7.
* First-harmonic component ¥ = 2/x.

The Fermi-tail responsivity R (4, T) for a given data set is calculated by inserting these system
parameters, together with the mean optical power at the sample P = 7 Py and its associated
photocurrent 7(4, T), into Eq. (66). The resulting responsivities, and associated quantum
efficiencies calculated using Eq. (67), are compiled in Table 5.

Table 5. Experimental values of the (CW-equivalent) Fermi-tail responsivities
Rr (A, T) (A/W), and quantum efficiencies (A, T) = (hc/ed) Ry, for Hamamatsu
PMT types R464, R2557, and 1P28. The associated photocathode materials are iden-
tified in parentheses. The wavelength of the incident light A and the photocathode
temperature T at which the measurements were conducted are indicated. The entries
in the table, which were determined using Eq. (66), correct for additive dark/circuit
current and the effects of the mechanical light chopper. (Data adapted from Table I of
Booth et al. [175], except for the CsK,Sb PMT-130 data? extracted from Chernov [177]
and the R2557 PMT data® drawn from Kobayashi ez al. [178].)

PMT A@m) TCC R, T) (A/W) ne(A,T)
R464 800 27 1.50 x 1077 2.32x107°
(CsK,Sb) 0 7.40 x 10710 1.15x107°
-20 3.10 x 10710 4.80 x 10710
830 27 1.30x 107° 1.94x107°
0 5.70 x 10710 8.51 x 10710
845 27 5.20 x 10710 7.63 x 10710
-20 2.00 x 10~ 2.93x 1071
PMT-130 10802 27 1.04 x 10710 1.20 x 10710
R2557 800 27 5.30 x 1077 -
(Na,KSb) 845 27 6.80 x 1078 9.98 x 1078
1064° 27 5.65x 1071 6.58 x 10711
1P28 800 27 6.00 x 108 -
(Cs3Sb) 845 27 6.20 x 107° 9.10x 107°

For the range of parameters investigated, it is clear from the entries in Table 5 that R,
generally decreases as the photocathode temperature is lowered and the illumination wavelength
is increased, for the reasons suggested in the introduction to this section. As an example, R for
the R464 decreased by a factor of ~ 5 when the PMT temperature was reduced from T = 27 °C
to =20 °C; further cooling would have reduced R, further. It is also clear that Ry (41, T) is
smaller for the R464 than for the R2557 and 1P28 PMTs; this is one of the principal reasons that
this material was chosen for the entangled-two-photon photoemission experiments reported in
Sec. 8.
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6. OBSERVATION OF TWO-PHOTON PHOTOEMISSION UNDER COHERENT
ILLUMINATION

Two-photon photoemission (TPP) is a broadly-adopted tool for studying electronic structure
at surfaces, interfaces, and image potential states in both metals and semiconductors; it is of-
ten used for the spectroscopic investigation of unoccupied electronic states between the Fermi
and vacuum levels. Time-resolved TPP employing pump-probe schemes allows carrier life-
times and relaxation pathways to be characterized with femtosecond resolution. Two-photon
photoemission has been used to measure the relaxation of hot carriers in bulk materials, the
lifetimes of adsorbate-modified electronic states, and electron localization in thin molecular
films [338-349]. The technique has been widely applied to semiconductor surfaces such as
GaAs, Si, and perovskites to resolve ultrafast carrier dynamics.
As illustrated in Fig. 3(c) and explained in Sec. 3.3, two-photon photoemission can take place
when
E; < hv <W < 2hv, (semiconductors) (68)

where hv is the energy of the individual photons (energy-degenerate photons are assumed for
simplicity). This formula can also be written in terms of wavelength-based parameters as

A2 <Ay < A< Ag, (semiconductors) (69)

where A = hc/hv is the wavelength of the individual photons, Ay = hc/W is defined as the
ionization-energy wavelength, and A, = hc/E, is the bandgap wavelength. When sv, W, and
E, are expressed in electron volts (eV), and A, Ay, and A, are expressed in nm, the following
approximate, but convenient, relationships ensue (see Eqs. (5.1-1) and (5.1-2) of [350]):
124 124 124
A= 0 Ay = —0 Ay = —0.

W g
hv W E,

X (70)
For metals, we make use of the work function w in place of the ionization energy W, and the
notion of bandgap energy is inapplicable, whereupon Egs. (68) and (69) become

hy < w < 2hv, (metals) an

and
A2 < Adqy < A, (metals) (72)

respectively.

In Sec. 6.1, we indicate several approaches that are useful for enhancing the strength of the
two-photon photocurrent. Section 6.2 is devoted to discussing how to incorporate vacuum-
depositable materials into photomultiplier tubes to harness their high-gain and comparatively
low-noise current amplification. Section 6.3 is dedicated to reviewing the technical aspects
of carrying out two-photon photoemission experiments with sodium metal and reporting the
results under classical light illumination. Section 6.4 considers two-photon photoemission from
CsK»Sb illuminated with coherent light, providing a detailed analysis of its temperature and
wavelength dependencies.

6.1. Facilitating the Observation of Two-Photon Photoemission

As set forth in Eq. (48), the observed mean total photocurrent 7., including the additive
dark/circuit current i, and the Fermi-tail and two-photon subthreshold contributions specified
in Egs. (10) and (19), respectively, can be written as

irc(LT) = ip+F [Re(A, T)(TPo) + Lc(A, T) (TPy)* g2T/A] (73)
= ip+F [Re(A, T)(TPy) + Lc(A, T) (T1o) (TPo) g2T] (74)
= ip+F [Re(A, T) (TPo) +Re(A, T) (TPo) g2T]. (75)
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As summarized in Sec. 4.1, ¥ is the fraction of the photocurrent extracted when using lock-in
detection; Py is the optical power emitted by the source; A is the illumination area at the sample;
7 is the fraction of the source power that reaches the sample; I" is the TPP pulsed-source
enhancement factor; and g is the intensity-fluctuation enhancement factor. Accommodating
these factors assures that the extracted responsivities are CW-equivalent values.

Referring to Eqs (73)—(75) suggests that the two-photon photocurrent may be enhanced by
implementing the approaches outlined below.

6.1.1. Form of Detection (Maximize ¥)

Utilizing digital rather than lock-in detection obviates the need for the light chopper, so that the
extracted photocurrent fraction becomes unity.

6.1.2. Beam Power and Focusing (Maximize P and Minimize A)

Focusing a high-power light beam on the sample offers the simplest way of enhancing the TPP
photocurrent relative to the Fermi-tail photocurrent. The advantage arises because, as specified
in Eq. (73), the two-photon photocurrent is inversely proportional to the illumination area A
while the Fermi-tail photocurrent is independent of A. As is clear from Eq. (73), two-photon
photoemission dominates Fermi-tail photoemission when A/P < Lcg2 T'/Rp.

6.1.3. Optical Loss (Maximize 7°)

Utilizing an optical path that is as direct as possible, and that contains as few optical components

as possible, maximizes the optical-system transmittance 7, which enters the TPP photocurrent
2

as 7 ~.

6.1.4. Pulsed Source (Maximize I')

Since the two-photon photocurrent scales quadratically with the optical power, as indicated in
Eq. (73), a sequence of brief but powerful optical pulses gives rise to two-photon photoemission
more effectively than does a CW optical beam of the same mean power. Stated differently, two-
photon photoemission is governed by the mean-square rather than by the square-mean optical
power. Increasing I', which is defined in Eq. (29) as the ratio of these two quantities, therefore
enhances the two-photon photocurrent. Two-photon photoemission can be observed using a CW
source, however [351].

6.1.5. Intensity Fluctuations (Maximize g)

In analogy with the results for pulsed sources discussed in Sec. 6.1.4, the presence of intensity
fluctuations provides an increased mean-square to square-mean power ratio g,, as provided in
Eq. (27), thereby enhancing the two-photon photocurrent.

6.2. Two-Photon Photoemission from Vacuum-Depositable Materials

The method initially used to prepare a sample of sodium metal suitable for conducting two-
photon photoemission experiments [8—10] provides a useful framework for arbitrary vacuum-
depositable photoemissive materials. As depicted in Fig. 12, the envelope of a specially designed
PMT can be fitted with a thermal generator that deposits a custom photocathode of selected
material and thickness. The merit of this approach is that it allows the high-gain, low-noise
current amplification offered by the internal electron-multiplication structure in a PMT to be
exploited [9].
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Fig. 12. Sketch of the interior of a custom PMT designed to allow two-photon
photoemission to be studed for arbitrary vacuum-depositable materials. Passage of a
current through the thermal generator initiates a chemical reaction that releases a vapor
of the desired material (e.g., Na). The vapor condenses on a cold metallic plate (e.g.,
Ni) that serves as the substrate for the custom photocathode.

6.3. Two-Photon Photoemission from Sodium

Early photoemission experiments often made use of metallic sodium because it was a well-
studied, simple alkali metal with a nearly spherical Fermi surface, thereby facilitating the
comparison of theory and experiment. As aresult, sodium was chosen as the first metal in which
two-photon photoemission was investigated. A block diagram of the experimental arrangement
for these studies is displayed in Fig. 13. Details pertaining to the constituent optical components
are presented in Secs. 6.3.1-6.3.5, and analyses of the observed two-photon photocurrents,
responsivities, and quantum efficiencies follow in Secs. 6.3.6 and 6.3.7. Section 6.3.8 contains
a discussion of volume and surface two-photon photoemission in the context of thick and thin
Na films. The experiments reported in this section were conducted at Cornell University in the
time frame 1963-1965 [8-10,289,320,352].

6.3.1. Custom PMT with Na-Metal Photocathode

A Na metal film, vapor-deposited on a Ni substrate, served as the photocathode in a specially
constructed photomultiplier tube that functionally resembles the sketch portrayed in Fig. 12. This
Na-photocathode PMT contained an 11-stage electron multiplier that was operated at 2000 V
and exhibited a gain of 50000. The light was normally incident on the photocathode surface.
With the help of a Fowler plot [288], the work function of the (original, unrecoated) Na film was
determined to be ‘w = 1.96 eV for photons of energy hv = 1.48 €V, and w = 2.3 eV for photons
of energy 2hv = 2.96 eV. Inserting this value of the work function into Eq. (71) provides

hv <1.96¢eV < 2hv, (Na metal) (76)
and expressing this in the wavelength domain via Eqgs. (70) and (72) yields
A/2 <633 nm < A. (Na metal) 7

The Na metal TPP experiments reported in this section rely on a GaAs laser diode operating at
A = 845 nm (Sec. 6.3.3), so that Eq. (77) is obeyed, i.e., 423 < 633 < 845 nm.

6.3.2. Controlling and Estimating Sodium Film Thickness

Thick and thin Na films were used as samples. The film thickness could be increased at will by
making use of a sodium-vapor generator internal to the PMT that consisted of a 15-mm-long/2-
mm-diameter Ni collar containing reagent-grade Na,CrO4 and Si. As illustrated in Fig. 12,
external leads fed through the glass envelope of the PMT allowed a current to be passed through
the generator. Applied for 90 s, this current heated the reagents within the Ni collar sufficiently
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Fig. 13. Experimental arrangement for measurements of two-photon photoemission
from Na metal conducted in the 1960s [8,9]. The light source, a 1963-vintage pulsed
gallium arsenide (GaAs) laser diode driven by a silicon-controlled-rectifier (SCR) laser
pulser, emitted temporally and spatially multimode light with a central wavelength of
845 nm. The light was focused by a 50-mm-diameter lens of focal length f = 57 mm
onto a vapor-deposited Na-metal photocathode in a specially constructed photomul-
tiplier tube operated at room temperature (7 = 27 °C). The intrinsic optical-system
transmittance (from source to sample) was 7o ~ 0.4. Decrements of the light inten-
sity incident on the photocathode were implemented by inserting thin gelatin (Kodak
Wratten) neutral-density (ND) filters in the beam path (conventional glass filters were
unsuitable because refraction in the glass caused the imaged illumination area and
location to change randomly from trial-to-trial). The PMT output was fed to a lock-in
amplifier whose reference signal (frer = 2.2 kHz) was provided by the SCR driver.
The output of the lock-in amplifier was fed to a recorder operated in voltage mode.
Signal strengths were enhanced by inserting low-noise preamplifiers just before the
lock-in amplifier, one in the signal arm and the other in the reference arm (not shown).
(Adapted with permission from Fig. 1 of [8], ©1964 American Physical Society, and
Fig. 6 of [9].)

to cause the Si to reduce the Na;CrO4 and to liberate Na vapor, which condensed on the relatively
cold Ni first dynode that served as the photocathode substrate. Some condensation also appeared
on the inside faceplate of the PMT, most of which was subsequently evaporated by heating it
in the yellow flame of a Bunsen burner. About 40% of the light incident on the faceplate was
estimated to be transmitted. Hence, of the 400 mW peak power emitted by the laser, about
160 mW ultimately impinged on the thick Na film.

The thickness of the thick Na metal sample, which was deposited on the photocathode some
two hours prior to collecting data, was estimated to be / ~ 80 nm > d = 20 nm. The thickness
of the thin Na metal sample, which was deposited on the photocathode about six months prior to
use, is unknown but apparently small. Indeed, most of the residual film on the faceplate of the
PMT when it initially arrived from the manufacturer appeared to have evaporated by the time
the thin-sample experiments were conducted. Additional details are disclosed in [9].

6.3.3. Pulsed GaAs Laser Diode

The experiments were conducted using a GaAs laser diode, which was developed contemporane-
ously at GE, IBM, and MIT Lincoln Laboratory in 1962 [350,353,354] (see Chapter 18 of [12]).
Several of these new devices were generously donated to me in 1963 by their coinventors at
MIT Lincoln Laboratory, which enabled my doctoral project to proceed [355]. The GaAs pho-
ton energy, hv = 1.48 eV, is ideal for investigating two-photon photoemission from Na metal,
whose work function is w = 1.96 eV. The experiments reviewed here were initiated in 1963,
just months after the development of this new device, so only pulsed, multimode operation at
77 K was possible. The emission comprised multiple Fabry—Perot modes that, on average, were
~ 75% polarized with the electric-field vector principally in the plane of the junction. The
spatial modal structure varied from experiment to experiment.
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Mounted snugly in a copper heat sink, and housed in a styrofoam dewar fitted with an
antireflection-coated optical window, the laser diode delivered a peak optical power of 400 mW.
It was driven by a custom silicon-controlled-rectifier (SCR) long-pulse driver that provided a
train of current pulses (peak current 21 A) of roughly semicircular shape with a full width of
35 us and a repetition rate of 2.2 kHz [352]. The SCR current driver was controlled by a unit
pulser (General Radio 1217A). By way of comparison, modern discrete laser diodes — including
those fabricated from the ternary and quaternary semiconductors AlGaAs, InGaAsP, AllnGaP,
and AlInGaN — operate CW at room temperature, on single temporal and spatial modes, while
offering compositional wavelength tuning, and deliver output powers that stretch from mW to
W (see Chapter 18 of [12]). A device of this type was used as a pump in the experiments con-
ducted by Kobayashi er al. [179] to observe entangled-two-photon photoemission, as discussed
in Sec. 8.1.

6.3.4. Optical Pulse Train and its Square

The pulse train P(¢) for the instantaneous power emitted by the pulsed GaAs laser diode, which
followed the current pulse train provided by the SCR driver reasonably well, can be approximated
as a periodic sequence of semicircular functions,

(o) 2
Piy= ) ﬁ\/1—(2(t;—0””)) rect(%), (78)

n=—0o

where rect(x) = 1 for |x| < %2 and is 0O otherwise. Since the two-photon photocurrent i () is
proportional to the square of the optical power, in accordance with Eq. (14), the square of the
optical pulse train, P%(z), is of central importance:

2
- (72 (t_'”‘)) l rect(—t_nﬁ). (79)

00

P(1) = Z P2

e 70 70

This pulse train is seen to be a sequence of parabolic caps of base width 7y and height P2.
Indeed, the semicircular and parabolic functions that appear in Eqgs. (78) and (79) closely
resemble the corresponding experimental oscilloscope screenshots presented in Figs. 8b and 8a
of [9], respectively.

6.3.5. Lock-In Detection

The two-photon photocurrent i(¢), which is proportional to the squared optical power P*(f), was
fed from the PMT to a lock-in amplifier (Princeton Applied Research JBS5, Princeton, NJ). Lock-
in detection, which makes use of phase-sensitive demodulation (in this case at the fundamental
frequency frr = 2.2 kHz) followed by narrowband low-pass filtering, was employed to enhance
sensitivity to the small two-photon photocurrent and to reject out-of-band noise [336,337]. The
SCR pulser, in addition to driving the laser diode, provided the 2.2 kHz reference signal to
the lock-in amplifier via the “synchronization pulse” output of the unit pulser driving the SCR
circuitry (General Radio 1217A). Because the lock-in amplifier recovers only the fundamental
Fourier component of i (7) at fr, the detected ac content corresponds only to a fraction ¥ of
the total ac content of i (¢). Since ic(f) o« P%(1), this fraction may be computed from P> (1) —
for the waveform specified in Eq. (79), ¥ =~ 0.136, as reported in Sec. 6.3.6. The final stage
in the experimental arrangement portrayed in Fig. 13 is the recorder (Bausch & Lomb, VOM6),
which was driven by the differential output of the lock-in amplifier and operated in voltage mode.

6.3.6. Two-Photon Photocurrent from Samples of Different Thicknesses

The observed room-temperature, two-photon photocurrents from thick and thin Na metal samples
(whose thicknesses lie above and below the escape depth of the material d, respectively) are
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presented in Fig. 14. The ordinate displays the first harmonic of the mean photoelectric current
irc at the photocathode and the abscissa represents the peak optical power P incident on the
sample. The sodium photocathode was evaporated onto the first dynode of a specially constructed
photomultiplier tube, as described in Secs. 6.3.1 and 6.3.2. The illumination, generated by the
pulsed GaAs laser diode characterized in Secs. 6.3.3 and 6.3.4, was normally incident on the
photocathode. The first harmonic of the mean photocurrent was extracted using the lock-in
detection scheme described in Sec. 6.3.5. The magnitude of the photocurrent was found to
depend only weakly on the polarization of the incident light.
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Fig. 14. Two-photon photocurrent from Na metal in a specially constructed photo-
multiplier tube. Data are presented for thick (red triangles) and thin (blue circles) Na
metal films. This doubly logarithmic plot displays the fundamental component of the
photoelectric current at the photocathode vs. the peak optical power incident on the
photocathode. The dashed and dotted lines, with slopes of two and one, represent
quadratic and linear scaling, respectively. The photocurrent from the thick film (red)
exhibits quadratic scaling over some four orders of magnitude and is nearly three orders
of magnitude larger than that from the thin film (blue). (Adapted from Figs. 7 and 9
of [9].)

The dashed and dotted lines in Fig. 14, with slopes of two and one, represent quadratic and
linear scaling, respectively. The thick-film (red) data points indicate a quadratic photocurrent
for all values of the peak incident optical power P, a hallmark of two-photon photoemission.
The thin-film (blue) data points indicate a photocurren that is three orders of magnitude smaller
than that of the thick sample, and displays quadratic scaling only at the higher reaches of P.

The parameters of the incident light that give rise to the two-photon photocurrent for the
thick film illustrated in Fig. 14 are presented below. The numerical values provided in items
#4—7 are calculated explicitly for the largest-current/highest-peak-power data point — the upper-
most/rightmost red triangle.

56



1. Laser-pulse full width: 79 = 35 us.
2. Pulse-train period: 71 = 1/ fief = 1/(2.2 x 103 Hz) ~ 0.455 ms.

3. Duty cycle (ratio of full pulse width to pulse-train period):
A =719/T1 = 70 frer = (35 x 1076) - (2.2 x 10%) ~ 0.077 (7.7%).

4. Highest peak laser power at sample: P = 160 mW.

5. Highest mean laser power at sample: P = (7/4) P (t9/71) = (7/4) P A ~ 9.68 mW.
6. Highest square-mean laser power at sample: ﬁz = [(n/4) lf’\A]2 ~9.36 x 1075 W2.
7. Highest mean-square laser power at sample: P2 = (2/3) P2A ~ 1.31 x 1073 W2.

8. Mean-square to square-mean power ratio associated with laser pulses: I' = ﬁ/ ﬁz
(32/37%)/A ~ 14.0. This result, I" ~ 1.08/A, is close to the value I" = 1/A obtained for
a rectangular pulse train, as specified in Eq. (34).

9. Mean-square to square-mean power ratio associated with laser multimode fluctuations:
g2 = 2, as provided in Eq. (28).

10. First harmonic (fundamental Fourier component) of P2 (1):

= 2/n) [ ’T“/fz 1 = 42/72) cos(2nt /7)) dt ~ 2.61 x 1073 W2,

11. Ratio of first harmonic (fundamental Fourier component) of P?(z), and therefore of i (f),
— =2
to full ac signal:  F = (a2/2)/%,51 a5/2 = a}/2(P* - P2") ~ 0.136 (13.6%).

6.3.7. Two-Photon Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

The CW-equivalent, two-photon responsivity is calculated by making use of Eqs. (73)—(75),
which provide

i’l‘C(/l, T) - il) _ RF(/L T)
F(TPo) g2 628

The thick Na metal sample, represented by the red triangular data points in Fig. 14, is seen
to exhibit pure quadratic scaling over its four orders-of-magnitude reach. There is thus no
contribution to the measured total current i~ from Fermi-tail photoemission (which would
have unity slope) or from background dark/circuit current (which would have zero slope). This
facilitates the calculation since we can set R = i, = 0 in Eq. (80), which, with TPy Py = P
reduces to

Re(A, T) = LA, T)T = (80)

Re(T) = Lo, 1T~ 2T 1)
PFgl’

thereby providing the following expression for the CW-equivlanet two-photon responsivity
coefficient L (4, T):
Z’l‘C (/l’ T)
PI Fegl '
This result generalizes Eq. (19) in that it incorporates the factor #, which accommodates the
lock-in amplifier’s recovery of only the first harmonic of the photocurrent, and the factors g,
and I', discussed in Secs. (3.3.4) and (3.3.5), respectively, which accommodate the quadratic
dependence of the two-photon photocurrent on the incident power.

We now proceed to use Eq. (82) to obtain a numerical estimate of L for the thick Na metal
sample, using the following parameters:
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1. It is convenient to anchor Eq. (82) to the largest-current/highest-peak-power data point
in Fig. 14: the uppermost/rightmost red triangle. This datum shows that the measured
first-harmonic photocurrent is 77 = 1.0 x 10713 A at a peak incident optical power
P = 160 mW.

2. Referring to item #5 in Sec. 6.3.0, the highest mean laser power P at the sample is related
to the highest peak laser power P via the expression P = (7/4) AP = 9.68 mW.

3. Given that P ~ 9.68 mW and that the illumination area at the sample is 2.0 x 107 m?,
the highest mean laser intensity at the sample is 7 = (9.68 x 1073)/(2.0 x 107™%) =
4.84 x 10° W/m?.

4. Referring to item #11 in Sec. 6.3.6, the ratio of first harmonic of i (¢) to the full ac signal
is ¥ ~ 0.136.

5. Referring to item #9 in Sec. 6.3.6, the mean-square to square-mean power ratio g, = 2.
6. Referring to item #8 in Sec. 6.3.6, the mean-square to square-mean power ratio I" = 14.0.

Inserting these quantities into Egs. (81), (82), and (21), leads to values for the two-photon respon-
sivity Re (4, T) = L(4, T) I and two-photon quantum efficiency nc(4, T) = (hc/ed) Re for
the thick Na metal film that are displayed in the top row of Table 6.

Table 6. Experimental and theoretical CW-equivalent two-photon responsivities R¢
and quantum efficiencies ne for subthreshold photoemission from Na metal at T =
27 °C. The relationship between Rc and 7¢ is provided in Eq. (21). Experimental
values for thick and thin Na metal films illuminated with coherent light at = 845 nm
have been extracted from Fig. 14. Theoretical calculations based on two-photon
volume photoemission are in reasonable agreement with the experimental data for the
thick film, while calculations based on two-photon surface photoemission agree well
with the experimental data for the thin film. The intensity of the light at the sample,
I = T Iy, is expressed in W/m?.

Responsivity Quantum efficiency
Re (A/W) nc (electrons/photon)

THICK SODIUM SAMPLE

Experiment 5.65x 107191 831 x 107191
Volume theory 1.80 x 107201 2.65%x 107207
THIN SODIUM SAMPLE

Experiment 9.42x 10721 1.39x 10721
Surface theory 240x 1072 3.53x 107221

An analogous calculation has been carried out for the thin Na metal sample, in which Fermi-tail
photoemission and dark/circuit current are ignored for simplicity. In this case, it is convenient to
anchor Eq. (82) to the uppermost/rightmost blue circle in Fig. 14, which provides a measured first-
harmonic photocurrent of 7 = 9.0x 1071® A at a peak incident optical power P =370 mW. In
accordance with item #5 in Sec. 6.3.6, the maximum mean laser power is thus P = (7/4) A P~
22.4 mW. Given P, and the illumination area A = 2.0 x 10~2 m2, the maximum mean laser
intensity at the sample is 7 = (22.4 x 1073)/(2.0 x 107%) = 1.12 x 107 W/m?2. The parameters
F = 0.136, g2 = 2, and I" = 14.0 are the same for both samples. Inserting these quantities into
Eqgs. (81), (82), and (21) yields values for the two-photon responsivity Rc(4, T) and two-photon
quantum efficiency n (A, T) for the thin Na metal sample, which are displayed in the third row
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of Table 6. The responsivity (and quantum efficiency) for the thick Na metal sample is 600 times
greater than that for the thin sample.

The experimentally measured responsivities for the thick and thin sodium films summarized
in Table 6 are slightly greater than those cited in the original reports, which were Ro =
8.0x 107297 A/W [9,10] and R ~ 2.8 x 1072> 1 A/W [8,9], respectively. The differences
arise from the refined procedures used for specifying the mathematical form of the optical pulse
train, as outlined in Secs. 6.3.4-6.3.6, which provide superior estimates for the parameters in
Eq. (82).

6.3.8. Volume vs. Surface Effects

As summarized in Sec. 3.3.2, the generally accepted theoretical approaches for calculating the
two-photon surface and volume photocurrents were initiated by Smith in 1962 [299] and by
Bloch in 1964 [304], respectively.

The suitability of the two-photon volume model for Na metal can be appraised by considering
the two-photon photoemission experiments using sodium films of different thicknesses, as
described in Secs. 6.3.6 and 6.3.7. The photocurrent generated in the thick Na metal film,
shown as the red line transecting the triangular data points in Fig. 14, is quadratic (slope 2) for
all values of the incident optical power, the hallmark of two-photon photoemission specified
in Eq. (14). When the illumination is a CW coherent beam of light in a single temporal and
spatial mode, the theoretical two-photon volume photocurrent and responsivity are expressed in
Egs. (15)/(16) and (19)/(20), respectively. Inserting the parameter values for Na provided in
Table 2 into Egs. (15)/(16) and (19)/(20) leads to a theoretical value for the two-photon volume
responsivity, which is presented in row 2 of Table 6 and labeled “Volume theory”. This value
is smaller than the experimental value for the thick Na metal film provided immediately above
it by a factor of about 30, not an unreasonable mismatch considering the manifold uncertainties
associated with the various parameters.

The thin film is estimated to have a significantly smaller thickness (and therefore volume). The
photocurrent generated in the thin sample, plotted as the curve passing through the blue circles in
Fig. 14, is substantially smaller than that of the thick sample (red triangles). It exhibits quadratic
scaling only at higher levels of the optical power and scales linearly at lower levels [8]. The
linear behavior is found to be independent of the illumination area and is plausibly attributable to
Fermi-tail photoemission (Sec. 3.2). The origin of the quadratic component of the photocurrent
is more enigmatic. It could arise from a volume photoeffect, as for the thick sample, but exhibit
lower responsivity because of its reduced volume.

However, it more likely arises from a surface effect, as suggested when the measurements
were originally made (see [8] and Sec. IV.C-2 of [9]). As reported in Sec. 3.3.2, the theoretical
expression for the two-photon surface responsivity at T = 0 K, as derived by Smith [299] and
corrected by Bowers [300] and Marinchuk [301, 302], was conveniently included as Eq. (2.5)
in Barashev’s review paper [291]. Barashev also used his Eq. (2.5) to estimate the surface
responsivity expected for Na metal, which he reported in Table 2 of his paper to be Ro =
2.4x1072? I, and which has been inserted in row 4 of Table 6 and labeled “Surface theory™). This
value is smaller than the experimental value for the thin Na metal sample provided immediately
above it by a factor of 4, indicating agreement that is encouraging in view of the simplicity of
the model and the uncertainty of the experimental parameters.

Taken together, these comparisons strongly suggest that two-photon photoemission from the
thick Na sample is dominated by a volume contribution, whereas that from the thin Na sample
is more consistent with a surface contribution.
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6.4. Two-Photon Photoemission from Cesium-Potassium Antimonide

As discussed at the very beginning of this section, two-photon photoemission is a useful tool for
investigating electronic structure at metallic and semiconductor surfaces, interfaces, and image
potential states. Techniques for facilitating the observation of two-photon photoemission were
described in Sec. 6.1, and methods for preparing vacuum-depositable photoemissive samples
were outlined in Sec. 6.2. This was followed, in Sec. 6.3, by a detailed description of two-photon
photoemission from Na metal. In this section, we examine two-photon photoemission from
CsK,Sb, Na; KSb, and Cs3Sb photocathodes under coherent illumination, using light at several
wavelengths and samples at several temperatures.

6.4.1. Experimental Arrangement Using Analog Detection

As with Fermi-tail photoemission, two-photon photoemission gives rise to a photocurrent that
is significantly smaller than that obtained with suprathreshold photoemission. Its observation
once again makes use of the comparatively low-noise, high current gain of a PMT in which the
sample serves as the photocathode.

The experimental arrangement used by Booth et al. [175] for observing two-photon photo-
emission from CsK;,Sb, and two other alkali-antimonide materials, is depicted in Fig. 15. As
with the Fermi-tail photoemission experiments described in Sec. 5, a mode-locked Spectra-
Physics (Tsunami) Ti:sapphire laser (see Chapter 16 of [12]) was operated at one of three
wavelengths (photon energies): 1) 4 = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV), 2) 830 nm (hv = 1.50 eV),
or 3) 845 nm (hv = 1.47 eV). The laser output comprised a sequence of 7y = 120-fs duration
light pulses emitted at a rate fre, = 1/71 = 82 MHz, which, when modeled as square, yield
A =70 frep ~ 0.98 X 107,

The setup in Fig. 15 is the same as that used to observe Fermi-tail photoemission (Fig. 9),except
that a lens is inserted in the beam path to allow the illumination area on the photocathode to be
adjusted. As pointed out in Sec. 6.1.2, for a fixed mean optical power, reducing the illumination
area allows the TPP photocurrent to be enhanced relative to the Fermi-tail photocurrent.

Ti: sapphire laser Chopper ND Lens LP780 PMT

» Lock-in amplifier

Fig. 15. Analog-detection experimental arrangement for observing two-photon photo-
emission (TPP) from PMTs with CsK;Sb, Na;KSb, and Cs3Sb semiconductor photo-
cathodes. The light from a mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser, operating at a wavelength
of 800, 830, or 845 nm, was focused by a lens of focal length f = 88 mm onto the
photocathode, which was maintained at temperature T. The illuminated area at the
photocathode was maintained at A ~ 2.5 x 10~ m?, as estimated by the properties
of the focusing lens. Wratten neutral-density (ND) filters were used to attenuate the
laser power. A long-pass (LP780) filter isolated the detector from stray light with
wavelengths shorter than 780 nm. The PMT output was fed to a lock-in amplifier refer-
enced to the frequency of a rotating light chopper (f.r = 150 Hz). The experimental
configuration shown here is the same as that displayed in Fig. 9, except that the latter
lacks alens as it was designed to observe Fermi-tail photoemission. A digital-detection
system is discussed in Sec. 6.4.8. (Adapted from Fig. 2.6 of [173] and Fig. 2 of [175].)

The mean optical power P incident on the faceplate of the PMT was measured with a laser

power meter and was restricted to a value P < 20 W to to minimize the possibility of local
photocathode heating. Calibrated Wratten neutral-density (ND) filters were used to attenuate
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the optical power; these filters were deliberately chosen because they are sufficiently thin that
their insertion caused minimal changes to the area and location of the focused light spot. A
long-pass (LP780) optical filter served to isolate the detector from stray light at wavelengths
shorter than 780 nm.

As described in Sec. 6.3.5 in connection with the two-photon photocurrent from Na metal,
lock-in detection was employed to mitigate the deleterious effects of various sources of noise.
In this case, the output of the PMT was fed to the lock-in amplifier described in Sec. 5.1 for
the Fermi-tail photoemission experiments, and the fr.r = 150 Hz reference signal was provided
by the rotating light chopper. The presence of the chopper reduced the duty cycle reported in
Sec. 5.1 by a factor of 2, yielding an effective duty cycle A/2 ~ 0.5 x 107>, In accordance
with Eq. (34), therefore, the pulse-enhancement factor is T' = (A/2)~! = 2 x 10°. The square-
bladed chopper converted the laser output into an intensity-modulated square wave with unity
modulation depth, so that ¥ = 2/x. The experiments reported in this section were carried out
at Boston University in the time frame 1998-2004 [143,169,172,173,175].

6.4.2. Choice of CsK,Sb

As discussed in Sec. 3.1.5, CsK,Sb is a widely used bialkali-antimonide semiconductor that is
often modeled, for phenomenological purposes, as an intrinsic direct-bandgap material whose
Fermi level lies near the center of the bandgap, so that its energy-band diagram is reasonably
represented by Fig. 3. The Hamamatsu R464 semitransparent CsK, Sb-photocathode PMT used
in these experiments has been described in detail in Sec. 5.2.1.

As shown in Fig. 5(a), the energy bandgap and ionization energy for this material are E, =
1.0eV and W =E, + y = 1.0+ 1.1 = 2.1 eV, respectively. Inserting these values into Eq. (68)
yields

1.0eV < hv <2.1eV < 2hv, (CsK2,Sb) (83)

which, when translated into the wavelength domain via Eqgs. (69) and (70), provides
A/2 <590 nm < A < 1240 nm. (CsK,Sb) (84)

Since the experiments reported in this section rely on light of wavelength 4 ~ 800 nm, Eq. (84)
is obeyed, i.e.,
400 < 590 < 800 < 1240 nm, (CsK,Sb) (85)

confirming that the wavelength condition for two-photon photoemission, Eq. (69), is satisfied.
The observation of two-photon and entangled-two-photon photoemission from CsK,Sb under
entangled-photon-pair excitation is reported in Sec. 8.

6.4.3. Two-Photon Photocurrent at Different Temperatures

The two-photon photocurrents from the CsK;Sb photocathode of a Hamamatsu R464 PMT is
displayed in Fig. 16 for three values of the temperature: T = 27 °C (triangles), 0 °C (squares),
and —20 °C (circles). The measurements were made at a wavelength A = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV)
using the experimental arrangement portrayed in Fig. 15.

As with the Fermi-tail photocurrent plots presented in Fig. 10, these data are displayed in
the form of doubly logarithmic plots of the fundamental Fourier component of the photocurrent
at the photocathode 7, (A) vs. the mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate P (W).
Again, the photocurrent at the PMT anode was measured over a series of 3-min acquisition
periods with the low-pass-filter of the lock-in amplifier set to a bandwidth B = 26 mHz. The
photocathode current was calculated by dividing the anode current by the mean PMT current
gain G ~ 108 at the operating voltage of 1400 V. The standard deviations of the data points
were also recorded.
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Fig. 16. Two-photon photocurrents from the CsK,Sb photocathode of a Hamamatsu
R464 PMT at different temperatures. The tube was enclosed in a Hamamatsu C4877
thermoelectric housing that allowed the PMT temperature T to be varied. The doubly
logarithmic plots display the fundamental components of the photoelectric currents at
the photocathode vs. the mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate. Data are
presented for three temperatures: T = 27 °C (triangles), 0 °C (squares), and —20 °C
(circles). Error bars indicate standard deviations for individual data points. The curves
represent best polynomial fits. The dashed line of slope two portrays quadratic scaling.
The radiation source was a Ti:sapphire mode-locked laser operating at 2 = 800 nm.
(Adapted from Fig. 2.7 of [173] and Fig. 3 of [175].)

It is clear from the data displayed in Fig. 16 that the slopes of the curves asymptote toward a
value of two as the incident optical power increases and the quadratic term in Eq. (49) increasingly
dominates the linear term. For the data at T = =20 °C and 0 °C, the slope ultimately reaches
a value of two. At T = 27 °C, on the other hand, the temperature is sufficiently high that the
Fermi-tail photocurrent is more robust (see Fig. 10) and the quadratic contribution fails to fully
dominate at the maximum optical power available at the PMT faceplate.

The associated values of the two-photon responsivity Re(4, T) are displayed in Table 7.
Although the scales on the ordinates and abscissas of Figs. 16 and 10 are nearly the same, the
associated responsivities, R and Ry, respectively, nevertheless differ in both magnitude and
character, as is apparent when comparing Table 7 with Table 5. The two-photon component
of the photocurrent is relatively insensitive to temperature for these semiconductors, as it is for
metals [288,356].

6.4.4. Two-Photon Photocurrent at Different Wavelengths

The wavelength dependence of the two-photon photocurrent from the same CsK,Sb bialkali-
antimonide semiconductor is displayed in Fig. 17. The data are again exhibited in the form
of doubly logarithmic plots of the fundamental Fourier component of the photocurrent at the
photocathode 77 (A) vs. the mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate P (W).

The data were recorded at T = 27 °C for two wavelengths: A = 800 nm (hv = 1.55 eV,
circles) and 845 nm (hv = 1.47 eV, squares). Again, the slopes increase toward a value of two
as the optical power increases, indicating that the quadratic term increasingly dominates the
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linear term. At a given value of the optical power, the longer-wavelength photons at 845 nm
(hv = 1.47 eV) carry less energy per photon than the shorter-wavelength photons at 800 nm
(hv = 1.55 eV), but there are more of them. Because of its exponential dependence on energy,
however, the Fermi tail plays a more dominant role for one-photon photoemission induced by
the 800-nm photons and it therefore results in a larger overall photocurrent.

Again, the associated values of the two-photon responsivity R (A, T) are displayed in Table 7.
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Fig. 17. Two-photon photocurrents from the CsK,Sb photocathode of a Hamamatsu
R464 PMT for two different wavelengths. The doubly logarithmic plots display the
fundamental components of the photoelectric current at the photocathode vs. the
mean optical power incident on the PMT faceplate, which is maintained at T = 27 °C.
The radiation source was a Ti:sapphire mode-locked laser operating at 1 = 800 nm
(circles) or at 845 nm (squares). Error bars indicate standard deviations for individual
data points. Dashed lines of slope two portray quadratic scaling. (Adapted from
Fig. 2.8 of [173] and Fig. 4 of [175].)

6.4.5. Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency for Alkali-Antimonide Photocathodes

As with the Fermi-tail responsivities reported in Sec. 5.3.1, we have established two-photon
responsivities for three alkali-antimonide photocathodes (CsK,Sb, Na;KSb, and Cs3Sb), all of
which are commercially available in Hamamatsu photomultiplier tubes, at several temperatures
and wavelengths:

1. CsK;Sb (cesium-potassium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu R464 PMT, with
mean current gain G ~ 108, bandgap energy E, = 1.0 eV, electron affinity y = 1.1 eV,
and ionization energy W = 2.1 eV [277].

2. NapKSb (sodium-potassium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu R2557 PMT,
with mean current gain G ~ 5 x 10°, bandgap energy E, = 1.0 eV, electron affinity y =
1.0 eV, and ionization energy W = 2.0 eV [277].

3. Cs3Sb (cesium antimonide) photocathode in the Hamamatsu 1P28 PMT, with mean current
gain G ~ 107, bandgap energy E, = 1.6 €V, electron affinity y = 0.4 €V, and ionization
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energy W= 2.0eV [297].

The measurements were carried out using the experimental arrangement depicted in Fig. 15.
For the measurements analyzed here, the fixed system parameters are taken to be:

o Dark/circuit current i, ~ 10718 A.

* Intrinsic optical-system transmittance 7o ~ 0.7.

* Fourier component ¥ = 2/x.

» Pulsed-source photocurrent enhancement factor I' ~ 2 x 10°.
* Tllumination area A ~ 2.5 X 1072 m?.

The two-photon responsivity R (A, T) for a given data set is calculated by inserting the mean
optical power P = 7 P, and its associated photocurrent 7, (A, T), into Eq. (80), along with
the Fermi-tail responsivity Rx(4, T) drawn from Table 5. The resulting responsivities, and the
associated quantum efficiencies established via Eq. (21), are compiled in Table 7. Since the table
entries are determined using Eq. (80), they incorporate the effects of dark/circuit current, optical
loss, the role of the mechanical light chopper, the pulsed nature of the source, and focusing of
the optical beam. The values presented in Table 7 are in reasonably good agreement with those
reported earlier for similar materials; variations are expected given the uncertainties involved
in the measurements. It is worth emphasizing that the responsivities R and R, displayed in
Tables 5 and 7, respectively, differ in both magnitude and in character.

The results displayed in Table 7 confirm that the two-photon responsivity R (A, T) for the
Hamamatsu R464 PMT depends only weakly on operating wavelength and temperature for the
parameter ranges and devices considered. It was previously established in Table 5 that the
Fermi-tail responsivity R (4, T) for the R464 is substantially smaller than that for the R2557
and 1P28. Moreover, R, for the R464 decreases with decreasing temperature and increasing
wavelength. Since Fermi-tail photoemission is a source of noise that hinders the observation of
both two-photon and entangled-two-photon photoemission, employing a cooled R464 PMT, and
making use of longer-wavelength light, appear to be good strategies for conducting experiments
to observe these effects.

Not all PMTs and photocathode materials are suitable for exibiting two-photon photoemission.
While the Na;KSb photocathode of the R2557 PMT offers a two-photon responsivity that
exceeds those of the R464’s CsK,Sb and the 1P28’s Cs3Sb photocathodes, for example, this
is only true for sufficiently long wavelengths. Experiments conducted with these PMTs at
wavelengths shorter than 845 nm gave rise to a residual Fermi-tail photocurrent that masked
much of the two-photon photocurrent; attempts to elicit an appreciable two-photon effect by
increasing the incident optical power above 20 uW resulted in signal saturation, probably as
a result of local photocathode heating. Values of the two-photon responsivities for the R2557
and 1P28 are therefore not displayed at a wavelength of 4 = 800 nm in Table 7. An interesting
parallel is observed between one-photon and two-photon photoisomerization in human foveal
vision [357-362].

Finally, a comparison of the semiconductor responsivities compiled in Table 7 with those
listed in Table 6 for Na metal is consistent with the observation offered in the introduction to
Sec. 3.3, where it was remarked that two-photon responsivities for semiconductors are typically
several orders of magnitude larger than those for metals [10,291,348,363,364]. An exception to
this observation would appear to be the small value of the two-photon responsivity for the 1P28
PMT shown in Table 7, but this is most likely a result of the fact that the bandgap energy of its
Cs3Sb photocathode exceeds the photon energy at A = 845 nm (E; = 1.6 €V > 1.47 eV = hy),
signifying that a virtual, rather than real, intermediate state is involved in the transition.
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Table 7. Experimental values of the (CW-equivalent) two-photon responsivi-
ties Re(4, T) (A/W), along with the associated quantum efficiencies 7 (4, T) =
(hc/ed) Re, for Hamamatsu PMT types R464, R2557, and 1P28. The associated pho-
tocathode materials are identified in parentheses. The wavelength of the incident light
A and the photocathode temperature T at which the measurements were conducted
are indicated. The intensity of the illuminated area at the photocathode I is expressed
in units of W/m?2. The entries in the table incorporate the effects of dark/circuit current,
optical loss, the role of the mechanical light chopper, the pulsed nature of the source,
and focusing of the optical beam. They are precise to within 10% but are accurate
only to within a factor of about ten, owing principally to uncertainties in the optical
losses, illumination area, and mean current gain. (Data adapted from Table I of Booth
et al. [175], except for the CsK,Sb CPM module data® extracted from Kobayashi et
al. [179], the CsK,Sb PMT-130 data® drawn from Chernov [177], and the R2557 PMT
data® obtained from Kobayashi et al. [178].)

PMT A@m) T(CC) Rc(A,T)=Lc(A, T)I (AIW) nc(A,T)
R464 800 27 2.60 x 10716 1 4.03x 107107
(CsK,Sb) 0 6.70 x 10716 1 1.04x 107151
-20 6.60 x 10710 1 1.02x 107151
830 27 2.00x 10710 1 2.99 x 107101
0 5.20%x 10716 1 777 x 10716 1
845 27 0.98 x 10716 1 1.44 x 10716 1
-20 270 x 10716 1 3.96x 107161
CPM MP942* 1064 27 5.80 x 10710 ] 6.70 x 107101
PMT-130° 1080 27 237x10717 ] 2.72x 107171
R2557 800 27 - -
(Na,KSb) 845 27 7.10x 10710 1 1.04x 107151
1064° 27 2.10x 10714 245%x 107147
1P28 800 27 - -
(Cs3Sb) 845 27 1.80x 10718 1 2.64x10718 1

6.4.6. Linear-Quadratic Crossover Intensity

The linear-quadratic crossover intensity for coherent light specified in Eq. (57), Irc = Rp/ LT,
may be extracted from Fig. 16 or 17. Increasing R, signifies an increasing Fermi-tail con-
tribution, which moves /¢ higher, whereas increasing L. and/or I" signifies an increasing
two-photon contribution, which moves I lower.

6.4.7. Volume vs. Surface Effects

As discussed in Sec. 3.1.5, CsK;Sb is a highly efficient photoemitter, with a suprathreshold
quantum efficiency that can reach s =~ 0.25. Single-photon photoemission from CsK;Sb is
generally considered to be primarily a volume effect by virtue of the material’s relatively long
electron mean free path at relevant excitation energies (Sec. 3.1.2). Since CsK,Sb appears to have
relatively low effective masses and modest absorption coefficients, it would appear that volume
photoemission would also play an important role in generating the two-photon photocurrent.
Surface photoemission could play some role in the two-photon case, however, since quadratic
optical absorption is more spatially confined.
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6.4.8. Experimental Arrangement Using Digital Detection

A disadvantage of the technique depicted in Figs. 9 and 15 for observing subthreshold photo-
emission is the presence of the light chopper. This device permits only the first harmonic
F (< 1) of the photocurrent to be extracted, and reduces the transmitted optical power by a
factor of two (assuming that the chopper blade allows the optical beam to pass through half
the time). The development of digital instrumentation in the 1970s offered photon and electron
counting techniques that avoid such losses.

In both the analog and digital arrangements, the signal of interest is integrated over time and
low-pass filtered: in the analog case this takes place via phase-sensitive detection in a lock-in
amplifier while in the digital case it occurs by averaging the counts over a fixed integration
time. For the case at hand, the counting window of the digital counter is synchronized to the
12.2-ns repetition period (82-MHz repetition rate) of the mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser and the
integration time is set to 10 s. The measurements made using the two approaches are consistent,
as will be shown in Sec. 7.2.2 and Table 8.

7. OBSERVATION OF FERMI-TAIL PHOTOEMISSION UNDER
ENTANGLED-PHOTON-PAIR ILLUMINATION

Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) and two-photon photoemission (TPP) elicited from the pho-
tocathodes of several photomultiplier tubes illuminated by coherent light were considered in
Secs. 5 and 6, respectively. Using light at multiple wavelengths, measurements were reported
for several photocathode materials at a number of temperatures, most prominently metallic
sodium and the semiconductor cesium-potassium antimonide.

The results reported in this section, which were carried out at Boston University in the
time frame 1998-2004 [143,169,172,173,175], utilized entangled-photon pairs as the source of
illumination, rather than coherent light. The initial intent of these experiments was to explore the
feasibility of observing entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) from the cooled CsK;,Sb
photocathode in a commercially available Hamamatsu R464 PMT [143,169-175]. It turned out,
however, that any ETPP that might have been present was apparently masked by strong Fermi-
tail photoemission from the photocathode, despite its being cooled. The experiments were then
redirected toward examining Fermi-tail photoemission per se it this PMT. Contemporaneous
attempts to observe ETPP were also made by others, as reported in Secs. 7.3 and 7.4.

As illustrated in Fig. 3(b) and summarized in Sec. 3.2, Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) is a
form of subthreshold photoemission that can occur when hv < W = E, + y. Since W is taken to
be 2.1 eV for CsK;Sb, as shown in Fig. 5(a), this form of photoemission can take place when

hy <2.1eV (86)

or, equivalently, when
A>590 nm, &7

where A is the wavelength of the downconverted photons. The Fermi-tail photoemission experi-
ments reported here made use of degenerate photon pairs generated by spontaneous parametric
downconversion (SPDC), with wavelengths of 4 = 800 nm so that Eq. (87) is satisfied. The two
other forms of subthreshold photoemission that can be elicited by entangled-photon pairs in this
wavelength range — two-photon and entangled-two-photon photoemission — are analyzed in
Sec. 8.

7.1.  Experimental Arrangement

The experimental arrangement used by Booth [173] for investigating entangled-photon-pair-
induced Fermi-tail photoemission from CsK,Sb is displayed in Fig. 18. The pairs were generated
in a lithium-iodate (LilO3) second-order nonlinear optical crystal (NLC).
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Fig. 18. Digital-detection experimental arrangement for observing Fermi-tail photo-
emission (FTP) using spontaneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) generated in
a bulk LilO3 nonlinear optical crystal (NLC). SPDC singletons elicit FTP from the
cooled CsK,Sb photocathode of a Hamamatsu R464 PMT. The principal subsystems
of the apparatus — the SPDC pump/generator and PMT/counter — along with the
intervening elements depicted in the beam path around the periphery of the figure, are
described in the text. The dashed vertical line labeled COH identifies the alternative
beam path used for carrying out experiments with coherent light in the same apparatus.
The digital configuration portrayed here is to be contrasted with the analog-detection
arrangement for studying FTP displayed in Fig. 9. (Adapted from Fig. 3.3 of [173].)

As discussed in Sec. 5.1, detection of the small photocurrent generated by Fermi-tail photo-
emission often makes use of the relatively low-noise, high current gain offered by internal
electron multiplication in a photomultiplier tube (Fig. 4).

7.1.1. SPDC Pump and Generator

Asdisplayed in Fig. 18, the heart of the SPDC pump was a Spectra-Physics (Tsunami) Ti:sapphire
laser whose output was frequency-doubled in a nonlinear optical crystal optimized for second-
harmonic generation (SHG) [3] (see Chapter 22 of [12]). The laser, which was itself pumped
by a CW diode-pumped solid-state (DPSS) laser operating at 532 nm (see Chapter 16 of [12]),
produced mode-locked optical pulses of duration 79 = 120 fs at a wavelength of 800 nm
and a repetition rate fp = 1/71 = 82 MHz. The pulsed pump for the SPDC, centered at

p = 400 nm and with a duty cycle A = 19/71 = 70 frep = 0.98 X 1073, delivered a maximum
mean optical pump power P, ~ 750 mW. Entangled-photon pairs were generated via type-I
collinear degenerate SPDC in a 25-mm-long LilO3; nonlinear downconversion crystal aligned
for maximal conversion (Sec. 2.1.2). Degenerate entangled-photon pairs of center wavelength
800 nm emerged from the LilOj3 crystal with a source power P ~ 135 nW, corresponding to a
downconversion efficiency nsppe = 1.8 X 1077,

7.1.2. Entanglement Time and Entanglement Area

The entanglement time 7 and entanglement area A are defined in Sec. 2.1.7. For type-I
collinear degenerate SPDC in bulk LilO3 with a pump wavelength A, = 400 nm and a signal/idler
wavelength 41 » = 800 nm, these quantities are principally determined by the downconversion
group-velocity mismatch (GVM) and the pump’s transverse mode size, respectively. For a crystal
of length L = 25 mm and a representative LilO3; group-index difference AN = N, (400 nm) —
N,.: (800 nm) = 0.20, the GVM delay per unit length is At/L ~ AN/c ~ 200 fs/mm, yielding a
source entanglement time 7 =~ At = 5.0 ps. In the photoemission experiment, the two-photon
transition proceeds via an intermediate state in the CsK,Sb photocathode with a characteristic
lifetime 7, that is much shorter than the picosecond-scale source entanglement time. As
discussed in Sec. 2.1.7, this limits the contribution of entangled-photon pairs to the rate of
photoemission by the factor T, /T, reflecting the probability, at the level of a useful heuristic
estimate, that both photons arrive with sufficient temporal proximity to complete the transition.
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For the transverse correlations, the illumination area at the photocathode in Booth’s configuration
was A ~ 2.5 x 107° m?. Taking the photocathode illumination area as a representative estimate
of the pump-waist scale in the crystal (w, ~ 35 um) leads to Az = nwlz,/Z ~2.0x 107 m?,
corresponding to approximately four-fifths of the total illumination area.

7.1.3. PMT and Gated Photoelectron Counter

The Hamamatsu R464 photomultiplier tube depicted in Fig. 18, along with the C4877 thermo-
electric housing that allowed the photocathode temperature T to be reduced, is described in
detail in Sec. 5.2.1. The experiments considered in this section used a digital experimental
configuration so the PMT was operated in photon-counting mode, again at a voltage of 1400 V.
A discriminator was used to ensure, insofar as practicable, that each count represented a single
photoelectron event. The PMT output was fed to a single-photon counting unit (Becker & Hickl
GmbH) configured with a gated counting window that could be synchronized to the mode-locked
laser’s 82-MHz repetition rate. An integration time of 10 s was used for each data point.

7.1.4. Entangled-Photon Beam Path

The 400-nm SHG pump light was directed by two mirrors (M) to the LilO3 NLC through a
half-wave plate (HWP) and Glan—Taylor prism (GTP) (bottom-left of Fig. 18) that optimized
the pump polarization and provided attenuation. Residual pump light was removed by making
use of a second GTP rotated at an angle of 90° with respect to the first (since the pump
and entangled-photon beams are orthogonally polarized in type-I SPDC) followed by a long-
pass filter (LP630). The intrinsic optical-system transmittance in the beam path following the
NLC was estimated to be 7p = 0.5. The entangled-photon beam was attenuated by means of
calibrated Wratten neutral-density (ND) filters inserted following the f = 88.3-mm lens that
focused the light onto the PMT photocathode. The illumination area (which is immaterial for
FTP) was estimated to be A =~ 2.5 x 1072 m? (the diffraction-limited area for the laser beam
was ~ 7.0 X 107!9 m?). The PMT was isolated from stray room light by a long-pass filter (LP
780). The parameters associated with these experiments are summarized in Table 11; additional
information is available in [172,173,175].

7.1.5. Coherent-Light Beam Path

The beam path for coherent light (labeled COH in Fig. 18) was designed to bypass the SPDC
pump/generator subsystem and follow the remainder of the entangled-photon beam path. The
800-nm mode-locked Ti:sapphire laser beam was directed through the (transparent) NLC and
the remaining optics of the system to the photocathode. Calibrated Wratten ND filters provided
the adjustable attenuation.

7.2.  Subthreshold Photoemission from Cesium-Potassium Antimonide Under Coher-
ent and Entangled-Photon-Pair lllumination

The observed photoelectron count rate for coherent photons (M) and for entangled-photon pairs
(m) vs. the mean incident optical power P at the PMT faceplate is plotted on doubly logarithmic
coordinates in Fig. 19. The maximum mean optical power attainable was Ppax = 67 nW (the
source power at the output of the NLC was Py ~ 135 nW and the intrinsic optical-system
transmittance was 7o ~ 0.5). The data were collected by inserting different neutral-density
Wratten filters (ND in Fig. 18) in the entangled-photon beam, which allowed the mean incident
optical power P to be adjusted — its value was determined by multiplying 67 nW by the
transmittance of the Wratten filters. The data were collected with the CsK,Sb photocathode in
the R464 PMT cooledto T = —20 °C.
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Fig. 19. Fermi-tail photoemission elicited by coherent light and entangled-photon pairs.
Doubly logarithmic plot of the photoelectron count rate vs. the mean incident optical
power for experiments using a Hamamatsu R464 PMT with a CsK,Sb photocathode
cooled to T = =20 °C. The blue squares represent data points collected using coherent
photons generated by a Ti:sapphire mode-locked laser (beam path labeled COH in
Fig. 18). The red squares represent data points collected using entangled-photon pairs
generated via SPDC (full beam path in Fig. 18). The dashed line of unity slope
represents linear scaling. The maximum attainable incident entangled-photon power
was Ppax = 67 nW. (Adapted from Fig. 3.6 of [173].)

7.2.1. Photoelectron Count Rates

The data represented by the coherent photons (M) in Fig. 19 reveal both linear and quadratic
components. These features represent Fermi-tail and two-photon photoemission, respectively,
as is readily understood from the results presented in Sec. 6.4. The absence of a zero-slope
component in the data indicates that there is negligible dark/circuit current. An expression for
the coherent photoelectron count rate i, may thus be obtained directly from Eq. (51) with
ip =0: .

(7Po)

hv

Bre T~ D) s re T TR (89
where P represents the mean optical power provided by the coherent source.

The data represented by the entangled-photons pairs (H) in Fig. 19, on the other hand, fall
squarely along the unit-slope dashed line over their full range of values. There is no hint of
either zero-slope or slope-2 contributions to these data, indicating that dark/circuit and two-
photon photocounts are both absent. The analog of Eq. (88) suitable for characterizing the
photoelectron count rate for entangled-photon-pair illumination is obtained from the expression
for pyx provided in Eq. (54) by setting i, = L = 0. This leads to a mean photoelectron count
rate given by
T(TPe)

+ T]E(l7 T) hV

ﬁTE (/L T) ~ 77F(/l’ T) (89)

(TPe)
hv
where Py represents the mean optical power emitted by the entangled-photon source.
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Figure 19 shows that the count rates and incident optical power levels are similar for the
coherent and entangled-photon data over nearly the full range of transmittances imposed by the
Wratten filters. (This situation is well-described by statement #1 in Sec. 4.5.2.) This indicates
that entangled-two-photon photoemission is not observable in these data. It appears that the
Fermi-tail photoemission imposed a noise floor that masks the putative entangled-two-photon
photoemission lying below it, i.e., 7 iz < n,. Further confirmation of its absence is inherent in
the form of the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (89), which predicts quadratic scaling
with 77, whereas the data displayed in Fig. 19 exhibit linear scaling.

Since U,. = Hye, and TPy = TP = P, in the region where the coherent-photon data
(m) and entangled-photon data (M) overlap, we infer from Eqs. (88) and (89) that the Fermi-tail
quantum efficiency 7, is the same for both forms of light, and therefore so too is the Fermi-tail
responsivity R, by virtue of Eq. (11). These observations confirm two of the three assumptions
stated in Sec. 4.2.3; the third is confirmed in Sec. 8.2.2.

Coherent photons and SPDC singletons derived from entangled-photon pairs gen-
erate Fermi-tail photoemission in the same way, and the optical transmittance 7 is
the same for both.

7.2.2. Fermi-Tail Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

Since entangled-two-photon photoemission is absent, Eq. (89) reduces to

_ TP P
Fea DD T oy an L 90)

hy
where P = 7 Py is the mean incident optical power. Rearranging Eq. (90) leads to an expression
for the Fermi-tail quantum efficiency:

l_lTE
F/l’T X = 91
ne(4, T) By on

The experimental values of ., and P can be read directly from the ordinate and abscissa of
Fig. 19, respectively. Inserting the pair of values associated with any point along the unit-slope
line in Fig. 19 into Eq. (91) yields the values for 7 and R, entered in Table 8. Also listed
in Table 8 are the values for 7, and R obtained by Booth et al. [175] using coherent light in
conjunction with the analog-detection experimental configuration displayed in Fig. 9 (the data
for which are reported in Table 5). The digital and analog entries in Table 8 agree well, lending
credence to the results obtained using both experimental approaches.

7.3. Chernov’s Experiment

In 2003, Chernov [177] conducted an experiment similar to the one discussed above, with the
same initial goal: to observe entangled-two-photon photoemission from a CsK,Sb photocathode
in a PMT. As we proceed to demonstrate, however, some of Chernov’s parameters, a hybrid of
experiment and calculation, are implausible.

7.3.1. Experimental Arrangement

Chernov’s experimental design was similar to Booth’s configuration [172, 173]. However, Cher-
nov made use of a pulsed Nd:YAIO3 laser and a bulk LiNbO3 NLC rather than the mode-locked
Ti:sapphire laser and bulk LiIO3 NLC used by Booth (Fig. 18). Both researchers employed:
1) NLC pumping by SHG derived from a pulsed solid-state laser; 2) type-I collinear degenerate
SPDC generated in the NLC; 3) a PMT with a CsK,Sb photocathode; and 4) photoelectron-
counting detection. The parameters associated with Chernov’s experiment [177], along with
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Table 8. Responsivity Ry and quantum efficiency 7, for Fermi-tail photoemission
from the CsK;Sb photocathode of a Hamamatsu R464 PMT cooled to T = =20 °C.
The relationship between R and nr is given in Eq. (11). Experimental results are
reported for two systems, both of which operate at 800 nm: 1) digital detection using
SPDC singletons from a LilO3 NLC, as depicted in Fig. 18 (data plotted in Fig. 19);
and 2) analog detection using coherent photons from a Ti:sapphire laser, as illustrated
in Fig. 9 (data reported in Table 5). The close agreement between the two sets of data
provides evidence that SPDC singletons and coherent photons yield the same values
for the Fermi-tail quantum efficiency and responsivity; and that the results obtained
using digital and analog detection systems are consistent.

Responsivity ~ Quantum efficiency
Rr (A/W) nr (electrons/photon)

Singletons -10 -10
(digital) 24x10 710
Coherent 31%10-10 4.8 x 10~10
(analog)

those for Booth’s experiments [172, 173,175], are displayed in Table 11. Chernov’s experiment
was carried out at Moscow State University in the time frame 2001-2002.

Chernov used 1080-nm laser pulses of duration 79 = 34 ns and a pulse repetition rate
Jfrep = 1/71 = 50 Hz. The pulsed-laser output, frequency-doubled via SHG, served as the SPDC
pump. The pump had a central wavelength 4, = 540 nm, a duty cycle A = 7q frep = 1.7 X 1076,
and mean power P, ~ 20 mW. Entangled-photon pairs were generated via type-I collinear
degenerate SPDC in a 10-mm-long LiNbO3 NLC aligned for maximal conversion (Sec. 2.1.2).
The 1080-nm entangled-photon pairs that emerged from the NLC had a mean power P ~ 3.9 pW,
corresponding to a downconversion efficiency ngpe = P_E/P_p ~ 2.0 x 10710, The CsK,Sb
photocathode of a Soviet-era PMT-130 photomultiplier tube served as the sample. The mean
entangled-photon power incident on the photocathode was Ppax = 0.35 pW.

7.3.2. Entanglement Time and Entanglement Area

The entanglement time 7 and entanglement area Ap are defined in Sec. 2.1.7. As noted
in Sec. 7.1.2, for birefringent phase matching these quantities are principally determined by
the downconversion group-velocity mismatch (GVM) and the pump’s transverse mode size,
respectively. Chernov’s experiment made use of type-I collinear degenerate SPDC in bulk
LiNbO3, with a pump wavelength 4, = 540 nm and a signal/idler wavelength 4; » = 1080 nm.
For a crystal of estimated length L = 10 mm, consistent with Chernov’s large illumination area
(loose focusing), and a representative LINbO3 group-index difference AN = N, (540 nm) —
N,.,: (1080 nm) ~ 0.15, the GVM delay per unit length is A7/L =~ AN /c =~ 500 fs/mm, yielding
a source entanglement time 7 ~ At =~ 5.0 ps. In the photoemission experiment, the two-photon
transition proceeds via an intermediate state in the photocathode material with a characteristic
lifetime 7, that is shorter than the picosecond-scale source entanglement time. As discussed in
Sec. 2.1.7, this limits the contribution of entangled-photon pairs to the photoemission rate by
the factor T, /Ty, reflecting the probability that both photons arrive sufficiently closely in time to
complete the transition. For the transverse correlations, Chernov’s illumination at the detector is
described as having a flat-top intensity profile of diameter D = 0.4 mm (area A = 1.26x10~7" m?).
Taking this as a representative of the pump waist in the crystal (w, =~ D/2 = 0.20 mm) results
inAg = nw% /2 ~ 6.3 x 1078 m?, corresponding to approximately half of the total illumination
area.
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7.3.3. Fermi-Tail and Two-Photon Quantum Efficiencies

The (area-specific) Fermi-tail quantum efficiency, specified by Chernov as a cross section of
value o ~ 1.5 x 10~!7 m?, corresponds to a Fermi-tail photoemission quantum efficiency
17-(1080 nm, 27 °C) = o03/A ~ 1.2 x 1079 electrons/photon. This is in line with values
measured by others in PMTs with CsK,Sb photocathodes (Table 5). The (area-specific) two-
photon quantum efficiency, given by Chernovas 6 ~ 5x 1073 m” s, corresponds to a two-photon
photoemission quantum efficiency 77-(1080 nm, 27 °C) = 6 (I/hv) ~ 2.7 x 1077 I, where I
is the optical intensity at the photocathode in W/m?. This result is also in line with values
measured by others for CsK;,Sb (Table 7).

7.3.4. Implausible Entangled-Two-Photon Quantum Efficiency

Chernov specified in his paper that the entangled-twin photon-flux density during a pump
pulse, calculated from Klyshko’s theory of entangled-two-photon processes [27], was ¢ =
5% 10" m=2s~!, corresponding to an in-pulse entangled-photon intensity / ~ 9.2 W/m?.
Using a beam area A = 1.26 x 107 m? (obtained from the specified beam diameter D =
0.4 mm) and a pump-pulse duration 79 = 34 ns, and incorporating the square of the optical-
system transmittance 7> = 0.09, results in a calculated entangled-photon population per gate
N, =27 2pAty ~ 3.9 x 10* photons at the photocathode. Making this the denominator of
a ratio with the measured number of photoelectrons per gate estimated by Chernov, N, =
88/(50 x 40 h) ~ 1.22 x 1073, yields an entangled-photon photoemission quantum efficiency
17:(1080 nm, 27 °C) ~ (1.22 x 107)/(3.9 x 10*) ~ 3.2 x 107!, However, this is a hybrid
calculation resting on an experimental estimate for the electron count and a theoretical estimate
for the photon count, and thus does not represent an independently determined experimental
value.

7.3.5. Methodological and Experimental Shortcomings

Chernov’s report cannot be considered to be a definitive and reliable observation of entangled-
two-photon photoemission because of the following shortcomings:

» The magnitude of the entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency was arrived at by using a
hybrid, rather than fully experimental, approach: the estimated electron count, which was
measured, was normalized by the entangled-photon-pair count, which was theoretically
calculated.

e It is difficult to verify that a laboratory experiment designed to accurately measure the
arrival of hundreds of events over a period of multiple days has the stability to do so.

» If the entangled-two-photon responsivity did indeed have the value R ~ 2.8x10710 A/W
(corresponding to Chernov’s estimated value of 7, ~ 3.2x 10~1?), entangled-two-photon
photoemission would be just detectable in Booth’s experiments (Sec. 7.2), for which

» ~ 2.4 x 10719 A/W, as specified in Table 8.

* An entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency 7, ~ 3.2 x 107!% would be three or-
ders of magnitude greater than the well-documented value measured by Kobayashi et
al. (Sec. 8.2.3), for which np = 2.3 X 10713, as specified in Table 10.

* The SPDC source was evidently too weak (m = Prax/A = 2.8 X 1076 W/mz) to allow
a transmittance-type experiment to be conducted in order to distinguish entangled-two-
photon from Fermi-tail photoemission (Sec. 4.5).
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7.4. Strekalov et al.'s Experiment

Another early attempt at observing entangled-two-photon photoemission was undertaken by
Strekalov et al. [176] at Caltech’s Jet Propulsion Laboratory, also in the 2001-2002 time frame.
Their experiment employed an Ar-ion laser operating at 351 nm pumping a -BaB,0O4 (BBO)
NLC that produced type-I collinear degenerate SPDC at 702 nm. The entangled-photon pairs
were focused onto the Cs,Te photocathode of a PerkinElmer MH922P channel photomultiplier
(CPM) module (with a capillary similar to that displayed in Fig. 21). Strekalov ef al. encountered
unexplained time-dependent nonlinearities in the photocurrent response and were unable to
observe entangled-two-photon photoemission.

8. OBSERVATION OF TWO-PHOTON AND ENTANGLED-TWO-PHOTON
PHOTOEMISSION UNDER ENTANGLED-PHOTON-PAIR ILLUMINATION

Whereas Sec. 7 was directed to characterizing Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) from CsK;Sb
when illuminated by entangled-photon pairs, this section is devoted to examining two-photon
photoemission (TPP) and entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) from CsK,Sb under
entangled-photon-pair illumination. TPP is a subthreshold photoeffect that can be driven either
by coherent photons (as discussed in Sec. 6) or by effectively independent photons, such as
singleton pairs or cousins originating from an entangled-photon-pair source. ETPP, on the other
hand, is two-photon photoemission induced by twins, which are characterized by a nonseparable
two-photon state. A channel photomultiplier (CPM) module was found to exhibit far less Fermi-
tail photoemission than a cooled PMT, such as the one used in the measurements described in
Sec. 7.2.
As explained in Secs. 3.3 and 3.4, and illustrated in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d), respectively, TPP and
ETPP can take place when
Eq < hv < (Eg+ x) <2hv, 92)

where hv is the energy of a member of a degenerate entangled-photon pair. The parameter values
for CsK,Sb, displayed in Fig. 5(a), are E; = 1.0eV, y = 1.1¢eV, and W = E; + y = 2.1 eV.
Inserting these values into Eq. (92) leads to

1.0eV < hv <2.1eV < 2hv, (93)

or equivalently
A/2 <590 nm < A < 1240 nm, %94)

where A is the entangled-photon wavelength.

The two-photon and entangled-two-photon experiments described in this section make use
of degenerate entangled-photon pairs of wavelength 4 = 1064 nm, generated by spontaneous
parametric downconversion in a periodically poled lithium niobate waveguide structure pumped
by a laser diode operating at 1, = 1/2 = 532 nm. Equation (94) is therefore satisfied.

8.1. Experimental Arrangement

The experimental arrangement used for investigating entangled-two-photon photoemission in-
duced by entangled-photon pairs, as implemented by Kobayashi et al. [179], is displayed in
Fig. 20. The companion experiment relating to the observation of two-photon photoemission
induced by coherent light is described in an earlier publication [178]. Both studies were carried
out at Kyoto University in the time frame 2005-2007.

8.1.1. SPDC Pump and Generator

As illustrated in Fig. 20, the focused light from a 532-nm CW laser diode (see Chapter 18 of [12])
served as the pump for a periodically poled lithium niobate (PPLN) waveguide structure
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Fig. 20. Experimental arrangement for observing entangled-two-photon photo-
emission (ETPP) using spontaneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) generated
in a periodically poled lithium niobate (PPLN) waveguide structure. The entangled-
photon pairs impinged on the CsK,Sb photocathode of a PerkinElmer MP942 channel
photomultiplier (CPM) module. A 532-nm CW laser diode served as the SPDC
pump. The principal subsystems of the apparatus — the SPDC pump/generator and
the CPM module/counter — along with the intervening elements in the beam path, are
described in the text. The configuration of the companion coherent-light experiment,
which made use of a 1064-nm CW laser diode, was similar [178]. Both experiments
were conducted under CW operation. (Adapted with permission from Fig. 3 of [179],
©2007 IEICE.)

(Sec. 2.1.4) of length L ~ 30 mm. Time—frequency-entangled collinear degenerate photon
pairs of central wavelength 4 = 1064 nm were generated in the PPLN (which was held at 52 °C)
via type-I quasi-phase-matched (QPM) SPDC. The use of PPLN permitted the largest nonlinear
coeflicient of the crystal to be exploited, while the waveguide geometry served to enhance the
efficiency of the downconversion and collection processes. The pump power and the generated
entangled-photon power, which were confirmed to be linearly related, were P» = 175 mW and
Pr =900 nW, respectively. This corresponds to a downconversion efficiency nsppe = 5 X 1079,
a value very close to that reported by Tanzilli ef al. in 2001 [90].

The PPLN waveguide in this experiment acts as a single-pass y(?) source that generates
entangled-photon pairs via SPDC in the low-flux isolated-photon-pair domain. In the higher-flux
domain, where cousins and singleton pairs dominate, the source is best described as generating
high-flux parametric downconversion (SPDC) rather than bright squeezed vacuum (BSV), since
the mean photon number per effective spatiotemporal mode remains significantly smaller than
unity.

8.1.2. CPM Module and Photoelectron Counter

A channel-photomultiplier module (PerkinElmer MP942), fitted with a quartz window and
operated at room temperature (T = 27 °C), served as a photoelectron-counting detector. The
heart of this module is a channel-photomultiplier (CPM) capillary, a version of which is sketched
in Fig. 21.

Photon Photocathode Electron Anode

%' // cascade \
NN —

-Vo .

Fig. 21. Sketch of a channel photomultiplier (CPM) capillary, such as the one incor-
porated in the PerkinElmer MP942 CPM module used in the entangled-two-photon
photoemission experiment depicted in Fig. 20.

With an internal diameter of ~ 10 ym and a length of 1 mm, the capillary serves as a
miniature, low-noise electron multiplier that achieves gain via secondary emission. The interior
wall of the capillary is coated with a material that facilitates secondary electron emission so that
it behaves as a continuous dynode, multiplying the photocurrent with minimal noise. The two
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ends of the channel are coated with thin metallic films that act as electrodes — the photocathode
and anode — across which a voltage is applied. Compact designs such as this have substantially
lower dark and Fermi-tail noise than PMTs.

According to the manufacturer’s specifications, the suprathreshold quantum efficiency of the
CPM module is s ~ 0.2, the dark-count rate is typically i, /e < 10 counts/s, the (TTL-pulse)
count rate increases linearly with incident intensity up to 5 MHz, and the output pulse width
is adjustable between 15 ns and 1 us. The design of the device, and the absence of discrete
dynodes, is such that the millimeter-scale semitransparent CsK,Sb photocathode deposited on
the entrance window is substantially smaller than that of a PMT such as the Hamamatsu R464,
resulting in reduced dark and Fermi-tail noise. Moreover, the single-channel amplification of
the CPM provides lower overall gain than a multistage-dynode PMT, providing more uniform
and cleaner photoelectron-counting pulses. In short, the CPM offers both lower dark noise and
lower Fermi-tail photoemission, thereby facilitating the observation of entangled-two-photon
photoemission. The experiment was conducted in CW mode and the counter was free-running.

8.1.3. Entanglement Time and Entanglement Area

As considered in Sec. 2.1.7, the group-velocity mismatch (GVM) of the interacting waves governs
the intrinsic source entanglement time 7% in both birefringently phase-matched and quasi-phase-
matched SPDC media. Consequently, for type-I SPDC generated in a centimeter-scale PPLN
waveguide, the intrinsic source entanglement time is expected to lie in the picosecond regime,
comparable to that of bulk type-I crystals at similar wavelengths (Secs. 7.1.2 and 7.3.2). In the
present experiment, entangled-two-photon photoemission proceeds via an intermediate state in
the CsK,Sb photocathode of the CPM, whose characteristic lifetime 7, is substantially shorter
than the putative source entanglement time stated above. As discussed in Sec. 2.1.7, such a
mismatch limits the contribution of entangled-photon pairs to the photoemission rate by the
factor T, /Ty, to accommodate the probability of both photons arriving sufficiently closely in
time to complete the transition.

Equation (103) allows an empirical value for the entanglement time to be extracted from
the experimentally observed linear-quadratic crossover photon-flux density ¢.c. As explained
in Sec. 8.2.4, this turns out to be Tz ~ 340 fs for the experiment of Kobayashi et al. We
use this empirical value in Table 12 and Sec 8.3 for the purposes of comparing the results of
Kobayashi et al.’s entangled-two-photon photoemission experiment with those of Lissandrin e?
al.’s entangled-two-photon photoemission theory. Notably, a comparable correlation time has
been measured by Gébler et al. [365], who made use of a 20-mm-long PPLN waveguide to
generate type-0 collinear degenerate SPDC at 41, = 810 nm.

For the transverse correlations, the entanglement area is determined by the pump-beam
illumination area at the photocathode in the regime where entangled-two-photon photoemission
is observed. For the experiment at hand, this illumination areais A ~ 1600 um? = 1.6x107% m?,
and we take A ~ A.

8.1.4. Entangled-Photon Beam Path

After passing through a half-wave plate (HWP)/Glan—Laser prism (GLP) that served to attenuate
the pump beam and allow its power to be varied, the 532-nm output of the laser diode shown in
Fig. 20 was focused on the PPLN waveguide. Residual pump light was removed by a bandpass
filter (BPF). A lens mounted on a translation state then directed the entangled-photon beam
to the CPM photocathode, while allowing the illumination area to be adjusted over the range
A ~26 um? (2.6 x 107" m?) to A ~ 1600 um? (1.6 x 10~ m?), depending on the experiment
being conducted. The SPDC beam cross section was measured by scanning a 5-um slit across
the beam, but it was noted that this method suffered from inaccuracies. The overall optical-
system transmittance of the four elements in the beam path traversed by the entangled-photon
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pairs before reaching the photocathode (2 lenses, 1 bandpass filter, and 1 quartz window) was
estimated to be 7¢ =~ 0.7. The parameters associated with this experiment, which were carried
out at a single source wavelength (1064 nm) and at a single sample temperature (T = 27 °C),
are recorded in Table 11. Further details can be found in [178, 179].

8.1.5. Coherent-Light Beam Path

The beam path for the coherent-light experiment differed from that depicted in Fig. 20 in a
number of ways, as can be seen by comparing Fig. 3 of [178] with Fig. 3 of [179]: 1) The laser
diode operated at 1064 nm instead of at 532 nm; 2) The PPLN structure, along with the two
lenses surrounding it, were absent; and 3) A Hamamatsu R2557 PMT was used in place of the
CPM module.

8.2. Subthreshold Photoemission from Cesium-Potassium Antimonide Under Coher-
ent and Entangled-Photon-Pair lllumination

In Fig. 22, the observed photoelectron count rate per unit area /A is plotted (on doubly
logarithmic coordinates) against the optical intensity / incident on the CsK;,Sb photocathode of
the CPM, for coherent photons (H) and for entangled-photon pairs (O). As reported in Table 11,
the entangled-photon power generated in the PPLN was P =~ 900 nW, the square of the intrinsic
optical-system transmittance from the PPLN to the CPM was ‘702 ~ 0.5, and the maximum
available entangled-photon power at the photocathode was Ppax = 450 nW.

The entangled-two-photon photocount rate was measured as the optical intensity incident on
the photocathode I was set to different values by adjusting the HWP/GLP optic that governed
the SPDC pump power P» (Fig. 20). Data were collected for coherent photons as well as for
entangled-photon pairs whose area on the photocathode was adjusted to three convenient values:
B Coherent O A=1600um?> @ A=170um?> B A =26 um?.

8.2.1. Photoelectron Count Rates

The mean photoelectron count rate 1, for coherent photons provided in Eq. (51), modified for
CW operation by removing the averaging overlines and setting I" = 1, is written as

.) TP
e Ty = 2wy, 1y L2

F Lo T) (TI 2. (95)
e hyv e

The data representing coherent photons (M) in Fig. 22, which is a plot of p;c/A vs. I, scales
quadratically over the full range of I, signifying pure two-photon photoemission (see Sec. 6.4).
The absence of zero-slope and unit-slope features in these data indicates that contributions from
dark/circuit current and Fermi-tail photocurrent are below detectability or negligible. Hence,
we set ip =1 = 0 in Eq. (95) and arrive at

#£ - LC(TIO)Z — Lclz

A e e 96)

where I = 7 1j is the CW coherent light intensity at the photocathode.

When the sample is illuminated by entangled-photon pairs instead, it is evident that at the
higher reaches of the optical intensity (M) in Fig. 22, the data also scale quadratically. In that
region, therefore, Eq. (55) can be approximated as

pre  Le(Tle)? _ Ll
A e e ’

o7)

where I = 7 I is the entangled-photon intensity at the photocathode. (This situation is well-
described by statement #4 in Sec. 4.5.2.)
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Fig. 22. Entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) and two-photon photoemission
(TPP) from the CsK;Sb photocathode of a PerkinElmer MP942 channel photomul-
tiplier (CPM) module at 27 °C. The various shades of red represent data points for
entangled-two-photon beams at 1 = 1064 nm focused to spots of different areas on
the photocathode (see legend). The blue squares represent data points for coherent
photons generated by a CW laser diode operated at 1064 nm. The ordinate represents
the photoelectron count rate per unit area, yrg /A or urc/A. The abscissa represents
the intensity incident on the photocathode, I = P/A, which was set to different values
by adjusting the HWP/GLP optic governing the SPDC pump power (see Fig. 20).
(Adapted with permission from Fig. 6 of [179], © 2007 IEICE.)

8.2.2. Two-Photon Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

In the high-intensity region of Fig. 22, the entangled-photon data (H) are seen to coincide with the
classical-photon data (W) over a substantial range of incident intensities. Since prg/A = prc/A
in this region, we infer from Eqs. (96) and (97) that the two-photon responsivity coefficient
L is the same for both forms of light, and therefore so too are the values of the two-photon
responsivity R and the two-photon quantum efficiency 7., which are related by Eq. (21). This
confirms the third assumption stated in Sec. 4.2.3; the first two of which were confirmed in
Sec. 7.2.1.

Two-photon photoemission is generated in the same way by pairs of coherent
photons, pairs of singletons, and cousins derived from different entangled pairs.

The values of the two-photon responsivity R(CsK,Sb, 1064 nm, 27 °C) and quantum ef-
ficiency 7c(CsK,Sb, 1064 nm, 27 °C) extracted from the data in the fully quadratic region
of Fig. 22, collected using the digital detection system illustrated in Fig. 20, are provided
in Table 9. Also listed in Table 9 are the values for R-(CsK,Sb, 800 nm, 27 °C) and
nc(CsK,Sb, 800 nm, 27 °C) obtained by Booth er al. [175] and reported in Table 7, collected
using coherent light and the analog detection system displayed in Fig. 15. All of the entries in
Table 9 are quite close in value, lending credence to the validity of the results obtained using
both the digital and analog experimental paradigms.
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Table 9. Experimental values for the responsivity Rc and quantum efficiency 7c
for two-photon photoemission from CsK;Sb at T = 27 °C. The relationship between
Re = Ll and n¢ is provided in Eq. (21). Results are shown for a digital-detection
paradigm that employed coherent photons or SPDC cousins and singleton pairs at
1064 nm using a PerkinElmer MP942 CPM module (the experimental arrangement
is depicted in Fig. 20 and the results are plotted in Fig. 22), and for an analog-
detection paradigm that employed coherent photons at 800 nm using a Hamamatsu
R464 PMT (the experimental arrangement is depicted in Fig. 15 and the results are
reported in Table 7). The close agreement of the entries in the table confirms the
consistency between the results obtained using the different experimental paradigms
as well as the equivalences of both R¢ and 7 under coherent and entangled-photon-
pair illumination.

Responsivity Quantum efficiency
Re =Lcl (A/W) ¢ (electrons/photon)

Coherent

-16 -16
(digital) 5.8x107'°1 6.7x 10711
Cousins _16 _16
(digital) 5.8x107'°1 6.7x 10711
Coherent 5 ¢ 19-161 40%10717
(analog)

8.2.3. Entangled-Two-Photon Responsivity and Quantum Efficiency

Focusing on the entangled-photon (red) data points in Fig. 22 as the incident intensity / decreases
from its maximum value of 20,000 W/m? toward 200 W/m?2, the data are seen to follow a
trajectory that gradually moves from slope-2 (H) to slope-1 (O) behavior, representing a shift
from cousin and singleton-pair induced two-photon photoemission to entangled-two-photon
photoemission. The linear region extends over the range 50-240 W/m?, in which the entangled-
photon intensity is sufficiently low that twins are not crowded out by cousins. In this region, the
photoelectron count rate per unit area /A for entangled-photon pairs (O) exceeds that for
coherent photons () (by about a factor of 4 at the lowest intensity).

The origin of this linear contribution cannot be ascribed to Fermi-tail photoemission since it
is undetectable in the coherent-light data. Nor is there any hint of a constant or a quadratic con-
tribution in this range. Consequently, the relevant entangled-two-photon count rate is obtained
from Eq. (55) by setting i, = - = L = 0, leaving only the entangled-two-photon contribution

ToP

Mre = TIEW . ©8)

Reordering Eq. (98) to solve for 1 provides

I pre _ I pre/A
Ne ~ -
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Values of p;x/A and I are read directly from the ordinate and abscissa of Fig. 22, respectively,
and the intrinsic optical-system transmittance is taken to be 7o =~ 0.7, as detailed in Sec. 8.1.4.
(This situation is well-described by statement #3 in Sec. 4.5.2.)

Inserting into Eq. (99) the ordinate and abscissa values for any point lying along the linear
portion of the curve that transects the light-red data points (Od), and using 7y ~ 0.7, yields an
estimate for the entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency n. and its associated responsivity
Re = (ed/hc) ne = 0.858 n: A/W at A = 1064 nm. These values are listed in Table 10.
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Table 10. Experimentally inferred values for the responsivity Ry and quantum ef-
ficiency ng for entangled-two-photon photoemission from CsK,Sb at T = 27 °C
with AgTE = 5.4 X 10722 m2s. The relationship between Rg and ng is provided
in Eq. (41). The normalized entangled-two-photon cross section per primitive cell
O0r = 0 AeTE, defined in Eq. (47), facilitates comparison with entangled-two-photon
molecular absorption experiments. The 1064-nm entangled-photon pairs were gener-
ated in the PPLN waveguide structure sketched in Fig. 20 and the parameter values
were extracted from the data displayed in Fig. 22.

Responsivity Quantum efficiency Normalized cross section
Re (A/W) ne (electrons/photon) per primitive cell 55 (m*s)
Entangled- 5 . 19-13 23% 10713 2.1% 107

photon pairs

The plausibility of these values is supported by the following reasoning. In Booth’s data,
illustrated in Fig. 19, the presence of Fermi-tail photoemission and the absence of entangled-
two-photon photoemission implies that the Fermi-tail response establishes a noise floor that
indicates, in accordance with Eq. (55), that the observation of entangled-two-photon photo-
emission requires Tonz > 7nr. Using the entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency for the
data of Kobayashi et al. provided in Table 10, along with the intrinsic transmittance for his
experiment indicated in Sec. 8.1.4 (7y ~ 0.7), yields Tonz ~ 1.6 x 10713, This value does
indeed exceed the (unmeasured) Fermi-tail quantum efficiency associated with the experiment
of Kobayashi et al., which is 7, < 3.7 x 1074, as may be inferred from Fig. 22. At the same
time, Tonz ~ 1.6 x 107'3 lies far below the Fermi-tail quantum efficiency for Booth’s data
presented in Fig. 19, 1, ~ 2.3x 107 (Table 5), in which entangled-two-photon photoemission
was not discerned.

We conclude that 77, ~ 2.3 x 10”!3 is a plausible value for the entangled-two-photon
photoemission quantum efficiency of CsK,Sb. The parameters extracted from the experiment
of Kobayashi ef al. [178,179], as well as those associated with the experiments of Booth [172,
173,175] and Chernov [177], are displayed in Table 11 for ready comparison.

Finally, we point out that an additional confirmation of the presence of entangled-photon
pairs at the sample would have been desirable in the experiment carried out by Kobayashi et
al. [178,179]. It would have been useful, for example, to insert attenuating filters in the entangled-
photon beam to confirm the expected quadratic (72) scaling. There was no mention of such a
measurement in their reports, possibly because of the difficulty of carrying them out given the
limited range of optical intensities over which linear behavior was present. Further verification of
the presence of entangled-photon pairs could also have been provided by temporarily removing
the CPM and conducting a coincidence-counting experiment. We are not aware of any attempts
to repeat Kobayashi et al.’s experiment.

8.2.4. Linear-Quadratic Crossover Intensity and Photon-Flux Density
For a CW source of entangled-photon pairs (I' = 1), in the absence of Fermi-tail photoemission
(Rr = 0), Eq. (59) for the linear-quadratic crossover intensity reduces to
[ = 7o Re
EC .CC .

(100)

Inserting the experimental values for L and R, from Tables 9 and 10, respectively, together
with the estimate 79 ~ 0.7 provided in Sec. 8.1.4, yields

Iec ~ 240 W/m?, (101)
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Table 11. Experimental parameters for three subthreshold-photoemission experiments,
all using: 1) isolated entangled-photon pairs generated via type-I collinear degenerate
SPDC; 2) a CsK,Sb photocathode; and 3) photoelectron-counting detection. Booth’s
experiments (Sec. 7.1) reported singleton-induced Fermi-tail photoemission while
Kobayashi et al.’s experiment (Sec. 8.1) reported entangled-two-photon photoemission
(and also cousin/singleton-pair induced two-photon photoemission). Chernov’s param-
eters are implausible (Sec. 7.3). Parameters associated with coherent light are denoted
by an asterisk *. Estimated or calculated parameters are denoted by a dagger 7.

SUBSYSTEM/ Booth [172,173,175]  Chernov [177] Kobayashi et al. [178]
Parameter (2001, 2004, 2006) (2003) [179] (2006, 2007)
COHERENT SOURCE (CONTROL) *

Laser Ti:sapphire Nd:YAIO3 laser diode
Wavelength A 800 nm 1080 nm 1064 nm

Pulse duration 7y 120 fs CW CW

Repetition rate frep = 1/7 82 MHz Ccw CwW

SPDC PUMP*

Source Ti:sapphire SHG Nd:YAIO; SHG laser diode
Wavelength 4, 400 nm 540 nm 532 nm

Pulse duration 1y 120 fs 34 ns CwW

Repetition rate fiep = 1/71 82 MHz 50 Hz CW

Mean pump power Pp 750 mW 20 mW 175 mW

SPDC SOURCE

Nonlinear crystal LilO3 LiNbO3 PPLN waveguide
Nonlinear crystal length L 25 mm 710 mm 730 mm
Wavelength 4, » 800 nm 1080 nm 1064 nm

Pulse enhancement I' = 71 /79 1.0 x 10° 5.9 % 10° 1
Entangled-photon power Py 135 nW 3.9 pW 900 nW
Efficiency nsepc = Pg/Pp 1.8x 1077 2.0x 10710 5.1x 107
Maximum incident power Poax 67 0W 10.35 pW 450 nW
Ilumination area A 2.5%107% m? 1.26 x 1077 m? 1.6 x 107° m?
Maximum incident inten. Imaxy 27 W/m? 2.8 X 107 W/m? 280 W/m?
Entanglement time T 5 ps TS5 ps 1340 fs
Entanglement area Ag 2.0 x 107% m? 6.3 x 1078 m? +1.6 x 107° m?
SYSTEM TRANSMITTANCE / PHOTODETECTOR

Intrinsic transmittance 7 90 = 0.5 7'02 ~ 0.09 TTOZ ~ 0.5
CsK,Sb photocathode PMT R464 PMT-130 CPM MP942 mod.
Photocathode temperature T -20°C 27 °C 27°C

Counter gate time/rep. rate 25 ps/82 MHz 50 ns/50 Hz free-running

RESPONSIVITIES / QUANTUM EFFICIENCIES

Responsivity Rr
Responsivity Re

2.4x 10710 A/W
*6.6 x 10710 1 A/TW

#1.0 x 10710 A/W
¥4 x 10717 1 AIW

*<3.2x 10714 A/W
5.8x 107101 A/W

Responsivity Rg — 2.8x 10710 A/W  2.0x 10713 A/W
Quantum efficiency 75 3.7x 10710 #1.2 x 10710 x<3.7x 1071
Quantum efficiency 7¢ *1.0x 10715 1 #2.7x 10717 [ 6.7x 107101
Quantum efficiency 7g — 3.2 x 10710 2.3x10713
CROSSOVER INTENSITIES

Crossover intensity /rc *32 W/m? #4.4 x 10° W/m?2 *< 50 W/m?
Crossover intensity /¢ — — 240 W/m?
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which matches the experimental crossover intensity evident in Fig. 22. The equivalent crossover
photon-flux density at the sample is thus

brc = Ipc/hv ~ 1.3 x 10*! photons/m?s. (102)

The entanglement time 7, which was discussed in Sec. 8.1.3, can be estimated from the
measured value of the crossover photon-flux density ¢.-. The particle model set forth in
Sec. 9.1, which is applicable for entangled-two-photon photoemission as well as entangled-two-
photon absorption, provides a link between ¢ and the entanglement area—time product via
Eq. (121). For a CW source of entangled-photon pairs (I = 1), this equation becomes

70
ATe’

Pec = (103)
Using the parameter values for 79 and ¢, prescribed above, along with the entanglement
area A ~ 1.6 x 1072 m? specified in Sec. 8.1.3, the value of T extracted from Eq. (103) is
Ty ~ 340 fs.

We use this value of 75 in Table 12 and Sec 8.3 for the purposes of comparing the entangled-
two-photon photoemission theory of Lissandrin et al. [174] with the experiment of Kobayashi et
al. [179]. The intermediate-state lifetime 7, cited by Kobayashi et al. [178] for the CsK,Sb
photocathode was the same as that measured by Hattori et al. [297] for the Na, KSb photocathode
in a Hamamatsu R2557 PMT (Table 7), viz., T, =~ 270 fs. This value was also used in the
calculations carried out by Lissandrin er al. [174] for CsK,Sb (i.e., 7; = T4, as reported in
Table 2). Hence, the conditions required for the validity of Eq. (103), 7z > T, and A > o7, are
satisfied.

8.2.5. Facilitating the Observation of Entangled-Two-Photon Photoemission

The experiments conducted by Booth, the data for which are presented in Fig. 19 and Tables 8
and 11, reported Fermi-tail photoemission induced by singletons derived from entangled-photon
pairs. The complementary experiment of Kobayashi er al., the data for which are presented in
Fig. 22 and Tables 9-11, reported two-photon photoemission induced by entangled-photon
cousins or singleton pairs, and entangled-two-photon photoemission induced by entangled-
photon twins. Both sets of experiments shared the following features:

1. Entangled-photon pairs generated via type-I collinear degenerate SPDC.
2. SPDC photons with wavelengths capable of inducing ETPP.

3. A CsK;,Sb photocathode.

4. Photoelectron-counting detection.

Techniques for enhancing a selected form of subthreshold photoemission were discussed in
Sec. 4.6, and a qualitative guide for doing so was set forth in Table 4. In the context of facilitating
the observation of entangled-two-photon photoemission, the experimental configuration used by
Kobayashi ef al. was superior to that used by Booth in a number of respects. As detailed below,
this superiority rests on three principal features (see Table 11): 1) an increase in entangled-photon
power, 2) a decrease in entanglement time, and 3) a decrease in Fermi-tail photoemission:

1. Kobayashi er al.’s use of a CW laser-diode pump in combination with a PPLN waveg-
uide delivered greater entangled-photon power with a simpler experimental configuration
(compare Figs. 18 and 20). The PPLN waveguide NLC, which made use of quasi-phase-
matching, offered substantially higher conversion efficiency. As a result, the maximum
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entangled-photon power available using Kobayashi ez al.’s apparatus was Ppax = 450 nW,
which was 6.7 times greater than the 67 nW available using Booth’s apparatus. Moreover,
the CW nature of the pump (I' = 1) eliminated the pulsed-source enhancement of TPP,
which acts as a source of noise in observing ETPP.

2. The smaller value of T, offered by Kobayashi et al.’s configuration enhances the efficiency
of entangled-two-photon photoemission by increasing the probability that the twins are
absorbed within the lifetime of the short-lived intermediate state. In accordance with
Eq. (36), the entangled-two-photon photocurrent increases with decreasing 7y via ip o
1/AeT:.

3. The CPM module used in the experiment of Kobayashi ef al. exhibited negligible Fermi-
tail photoemission for the full range of incident intensities over which ETPP was observed
(50 < I < 240 W/m?). In Booth’s experiment, in contrast, the entangled-two-photon
photocurrent was swamped by the Fermi-tail photocurrent. Kobayashi ez al.’s Fermi-tail
quantum efficiency was 7 < 3.7 X 10714, as may be discerned from Fig. 22, a factor of
at least 10000 smaller than Booth’s, which was i ~ 3.7 x 107!, The longer wavelength
light used by Kobayashi et al. could also have reduced the Fermi-tail photoemission.

The data in Table 11 can be further scrutinized for more granular insights.

8.3. Comparison of Theory with Experiment for Entangled-Two-Photon Photoemission

In this final subsection of Sec. 8, we compare the predictions of the 2004 entangled-two-photon
photoemission theory for CsK,Sb developed by Lissandrin et al. (Sec. 3.4.4) with the 2007
measurements of the entangled-two-photon quantum efficiency n, and responsivity Ry for
CsK»,Sb obtained by Kobayashi er al. (Sec. 8.2.3). To facilitate the comparison, we carry
forward to Table 12: 1) the (relevant) theoretical parameters used in Lissandrin et al.’s original
study of CsK,Sb reported in Sec. 3.4 and in Tables 1 and 2; and 2) the (relevant) experimental
parameters associated with Kobayashi et al.’s experiment reported in Sec. 8.2 and in Table 11.

The most direct approach for carrying out the comparison is to insert Kobayashi et al.’s exper-
imental parameters from Table 12 into Egs. (36)—(38) and (40), representing the photocurrent i,
and its link to the quantum efficiency 7., respectively. This process is greatly simplified, how-
ever, by instead calculating the ratio 75°%/n%®, which effectively renormalizes the parameters
in Lissandrin et al.’s original calculations to the parameters in Kobayashi et al.’s experiment.
This approach has the merit that all constant prefactors in Eq. (36), along with all CsK,Sb
materials-based parameters (e.g., 8, d, &), cancel in the ratio since they are the same for both
Lissandrin et al. and Kobayashi ef al. An additional simplification exists for degenerate SPDC,
since the angular-frequency factor in Eq. (36) then reduces to unity. Finally, we note that all
interference terms, such as those incorporated in the factor F'(k, T:) in Eq. (37), can be ignored
since they impart only slight oscillations to the photocurrent.

The net result is that, under the same excitation, the ratio n5® /1% assumes the simple form

7711;03 (762)1(03 (AETE)LIS
M (TP (ApTe) o

(104)

As explained in the final paragraph of Sec. 3.4.1, the factor 762 accommodates intrinsic optical-
system loss (the calculation of Lissandrin et al. assumed there was no such loss so (‘7'(’)2)LIS =1).
The calculation proceeds by drawing the numerical values for (‘T02)KOB, (ApTe) 08, (ApTg)™S,
and s = 1.6 x 10~? from Table 12, inserting them in Eq. (104), and solving for n°®.

The resulting values for the theoretical quantum efficiency 75°® and responsivity RE®, using

Lissandrin et al.’s theory with Kobayashi er al.’s experimental parameters, are displayed in
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Table 12. Comparison of entangled-two-photon photoemission theory and experiment.
Column 2 lists the model parameters used in the original theoretical study of ETPP
from CsK;Sb conducted by Lissandrin et al. [174] (these parameters are carried over
from Tables 1 and 2). Column 3 lists the parameter values measured in the experimental
study of ETPP from CsK,Sb conducted by Kobayashi ez al. [179] (these parameters
are carried over from Sec. 8.1 and Table 11). The lower portion of the table reports
values of 17 and R calculated using the theory of Lissandrin et al. with their original
parameters (column 2), and with the experimental parameters of Kobayashi et al.

(column 3).
Model parameters ~ Experimental parameters
for Lissandrin et al. for Kobayashi ef al.
Parameter (units) 2004 [174] 2007 [179]
Pump wavelength 4, (nm) 406 532
Pump photon energy fiw,, (eV) 3.05 2.33
Nondegeneracy ratio w? Jwp Yo Ya
SPDC wavelength 1 » (nm) 812 1064
SPDC photon energy hiw; 2 (€V) 1.53 1.17
Entanglement time Tg (fs) 10 340
Entanglement area Ay (m?) 1.0 x 10710 1.6x107°
Intrinsic optical-system transmittance squared 7'02 1.0 0.5
Ilumination area A (m?) 1.0 x 10710 1.6x 1077
Photon-flux density ¢ (photons/m?-s) 5.0 x 10 1.3 x 10
Crossover photon-flux density ¢xc (photons/m?-s) 5.0 x 10% 1.3 x 10%
Crossover intensity (at A1 2) Irc (W/m?) 1.2x10° 240
CALCULATED CALCULATED
Quantum efficiency 7 (electrons/photon) 1.6 x107° 1.5x 10712
Responsivity R (A/W) 1.0x107° 1.3x 10712

Table 13. Responsivity Rr and quantum efficiency 7 for entangled-two-photon
photoemission from CsK,Sb at T = 27 °C with AgTe = 5.4 X 1072 m?s. The
experimental values are extracted from Fig. 22 and carried over from Tables 10 and
11. The theoretical values are based on the theory of Lissandrin er al., using the
experimental parameters of Kobayashi et al., and are calculated from Eq. (104).

Responsivity Quantum efficiency
Re (A/W) ne (electrons/photon)

Experiment 2.0 x 10713 23x10713
Theory 1.3x 10712 1.5x 10712

Table 13 (and have also been added to column 3 of Table 12). The experimentally measured
values for these quantities, provided in Tables 10 and 11, have also been carried over to Table 13
to facilitate the comparison. The theoretical values turn out to be close to the experimental ones
(about a factor of seven larger), which lends a measure of credence to both the measurements and
the model. The discrepancy could arise from any number of sources, including parameter-value
uncertainties, which are manifold and substantial (e.g., T, Ag, 8, 7); failures of various aspects
of the theory, which was designed principally for metals rather than for semiconductors; and
experimental error.
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9. SUBTHRESHOLD ABSORPTION AND FLUORESCENCE MICROSCOPY
UNDER ENTANGLED-PHOTON-PAIR ILLUMINATION

The three forms of entangled-photon-pair initiated subthreshold photoemission examined in
Secs. 3, 4, 7, and 8 have direct counterparts in entangled-photon-pair initiated subthreshold
absorption:

1. Singleton-induced Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) [B Fig. 19] < Singleton-induced
Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA) [366].

2. Twin-induced entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP) [O Fig. 22] < Twin-induced
entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA) [139].

3. Cousin and singleton-pair induced two-photon photoemission (TPP) [mFig. 22] < Cousin
and singleton-pair induced two-photon absorption (TPA) [367].

As articulated in earlier sections of this review, subthreshold photoemission is readily char-
acterized by measures that relate the flux of emitted photoelectrons to the flux of incident
photons, i.e., the quantum efficiencies 77, .  and the corresponding responsivities Ry g ¢ . [The
relation between the dimensionless quantum efficiency and the responsivity (A/W) is provided
in Eq. (8).] These quantities were used in Sec. 4.2.3 to craft expressions for the total mean
photocurrent 7, and its digital counterpart, the total mean photoelectron count rate .. [The
relation between the two-photon responsivity coefficient £ (Am?*/W?) and the two-photon
responsivity R (A/W) is provided in Eq. (20).]

Subthreshold absorption, on the other hand, is typically characterized by measures that relate
the rate of photon absorption Ry to the incident photon-flux density, i.e., the cross sections 05 £
[m?] thatdo so linearly and the cross section o @ [m*s] that does so quadratically. Subthreshold
fluorescence microscopy, a form of fluorescence-mode subthreshold absorption, is characterized
similarly. Weaker forms of subthreshold absorption, such as multiphoton absorption, may also
occur but are beyond the scope of this review.

Section 9.1 provides a review of the widely used heuristic particle framework of Fei et al. [32],
which is extended by incorporating single-photon Boltzmann-tail absorption and optical loss.
Section 9.2 discusses quantum models of subthreshold absorption and highlights the conditions
under which the quantum outcomes resemble, or differ from, those obtained from the particle
model. Section 9.3 chronicles multiple experimental reports that purport to have observed
ETPA and ETPFM, and clarifies why those experiments have not been independently replicated
despite substantial subsequent experimental effort. Finally, Section 9.4 outlines a number
of methodologies that could prove useful for enhancing the observability of ETPA and for
implementing ETPFM.

9.1. Heuristic Particle Model of Entangled-Two-Photon Absorption

We review and expand a simple probabilistic framework for phenomenologically describing
entangled-two-photon absorption at the level of a single absorber. Introduced by Hong-Bing Fei
etal. [32]in 1997, this approach treats photons as particles and ignores interference effects. Two-
photon absorption is considered to be a two-step process: the first photon initiates a transition
from the ground state to an intermediate state (real or virtual) while the second photon effects
a transition to the final state. This framework is suitable for modeling both transmission- and
fluorescence-mode ETPA, as well as entangled-two-photon fluorescence microscopy [33]. It is
also useful for ETPP.

We begin by writing simple formulas that relate the absorption rate (s~') to the incident
photon-flux density (photons/m?s) in terms of the cross sections for the three forms of sub-
threshold absorption discussed above. We do this first in the absence of photon loss described by
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Bernoulli random deletion, and then in its presence. We conclude by cataloging a number of ex-
periential procedures that can be used to identify the particular form of subthreshold absorption
being observed.

9.1.1. Singleton-Induced Boltzmann-Tail Absorption (BTA)

The absorptionrate R, for Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA), a one-photon process, is directly
proportional to the photon-flux density of the entangled-photon source ¢.. The BTA cross
section op serves as the constant of proportionality, so that

Ry = 0p¢%. (105)

9.1.2. Twin-Induced Entangled-Two-Photon Absorption (ETPA)

For the simplified version of entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA) in which the temporal
and spatial aspects of the process are treated as independent, the absorption rate is proportional
to a product of two functions:

1. The probability £(Ty) that the twin photons emitted within the entanglement time 7
arrive within the intermediate-state lifetime of the absorber 7.

2. The probability {(Ag) that the twin photons characterized by the entanglement area Ay
arrive within a transverse interaction region for absorption that is conveniently represented
by an effective area identified with the single-photon cross section o .

The effective absorption cross section under entangled-photon illumination then becomes
or = 01&(T) {(Ap), (106)
and the entangled-two-photon absorption rate takes the form
Rs = 0u . (107)

9.1.3. Cousin and Singleton-Pair Induced Two-Photon Absorption (TPA)

When the entangled-photon flux density becomes sufficiently large, twins no longer arrive as
isolated photon pairs within the allotted interaction volume,

Vint = cTyo, (108)

but rather overcrowd it and become locally separated from each other. Two-photon absorption
(TPA) can then take place via the independent absorption of entangled-photon cousins or
singleton pairs, in which case the absorption rate takes the form

Re=o@T¢2 . (109)

Here, o is the two-photon absorption cross section, usually specified in Goeppert-Mayer
(GM) units (1 GM = 107> m*s/photon), and T is the enhancement factor associated with
a pulsed entangled-photon source. As described in Sec. 3.3.5, a pulsed source comprising a
periodic sequence of rectangular optical pulses of duration 7y and repetition rate frp = 1/71
has a duty cycle A = 79 frep. In accordance with Eq. (34), the pulse-enhancement factor is then
I' = 1/A. The expression provided in Eq. (109) is the same as that for coherent light, which also
involves the absorption of pairs of independent photons (see Fig. 2: ¢> o« I?). In the special
case of CW entangled-photon illumination, we have I" = 1, whereupon Eq. (109) reduces to

Re =P ¢l (110)
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The two photons must be absorbed within the finite interaction area and intermediate-state
lifetime of the absorber [368], so the effective two-photon cross section may be written as the
product of a pair of one-photon cross sections o7 and the absorber lifetime 7, viz., as

c® =a?T,. (111)

In the regime where T < T, and Ax < o7, the arrival probabilities set forth in Sec. 9.1.2 become
&(T) — 1 and {(Ag) — 1, so that Egs. (106) and (111) yield an effective entangled-photon
absorption cross section given by

@
o = T. < Ty, Ax <o07. (112)
O’lTA

On the other hand, in the (usually experimentally relevant) regime where 7. > T, and
Ag > o, the arrival probabilities stipulated in Sec. 9.1.2 are estimated to be &(Tx) = T4 /Tx
and {(Ag) = 01/Ag, whereupon Egs. (106) and (111) yield the cross-section relation

o

T AT,

0% Tp > Ta, Ag > 01. (113)
Equations (112) and (113) relate the effective entangled-two-photon absorption cross section
per absorber o3, to the conventional two-photon absorption cross section per absorber o(?); a
large value of o-(?) implies a large value of 03 in both cases. Equation (113) has the same form
as Eq. (47) for the normalized entangled-two-photon cross section 6. However, Eq. (113) is
designed to enable o3 to be determined from an established value of o-(?), whereas Eq. (47)
is designed to simply provide a complete description of o3, using the symbol 6, to do so. A
generalization of these results suitable for the description of entangled-multiphoton absorption
was set forth by Pefina et al. in 1998 [141].

It is useful to highlight three distinctions between the calculations presented here and those
employed in the earlier version of this model reported by Fei et al. [32]: 1) the definition
of or used in Eq. (106) is a factor of two greater than that employed by Fei ef al., so that
the right-hand side of Eq. (113) is a factor of two greater than that of Eq. (2) in [32]; 2) the
absorption rate R and the two-photon absorption cross section o-?) specified in Eqs. (109)
and (111) refer to illumination by independent entangled-photon cousins and singleton pairs,
whereas the absorption rate R, and the two-photon absorption cross section 6, presented in
Eq. (1) of [32] represent illumination by randomly arriving pairs of independent coherent or
multimode-thermal photons; 3) the absorption rate R specified in Eq. (109) accommodates a
pulsed source of entangled-photon pairs via the parameter I', whereas the absorption rate R, in
Eq. (1) of [32] represents illumination by a CW source of randomly arriving photons (I' = 1).

9.1.4. Overall Subthreshold Absorption Rate

We now consider the overall subthreshold absorption rate R expected for an individual
absorber under illumination by a nondepleted source of pulsed or CW entangled photons that
is sufficiently strong that singletons, twins, and cousins all contribute to the absorption process.
Under these conditions, we have

Ry =Rp + Rp+ Re + R, (114)

where the four terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (114) represent, respectively, contributions
to the rate from dark/circuit noise, Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA), entangled-two-photon
absorption (ETPA), and two-photon absorption (TPA). Equation (114) is analogous to Eq. (53)
for the ETPP photoelectron count rate fi,.
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The background rate R,, which is constant and independent of ¢, is associated with
dark/circuit noise in the instrumentation and/or spontaneous fluorescence. As with y, in
ETPP, R, is usually negligible and we ignore it in the following. Use of Eqgs. (105), (107), and
(109) therefore yields

Rk Ry + Rz + Rc (115)

Osbr + 0pds + oD Te2. (116)

Still, the results provided in Eq. (116) assume that there is no loss between the source of
entangled-photon pairs and the absorber, i.e., that all of the intervening optical components have
unity optical transmittance (7o = 1). Since optical loss affects the three forms of subthreshold
absorption differently, however, and since it is unavoidable in real systems, it is essential to
explicitly incorporate it into the formula for the overall absorption rate. Relying on the discussion
provided in Sec. 3.5, and guided by the entries in Table 3, incorporating the intrinsic optical
transmittance 7y in Eq. (116) converts it to

Rre 05 (T0 ¢&) + 0x(Tide) + o DT (To ¢r)? (117)

03é + To o + DT, (118)

where ¢ = 7o ¢ is the photon-flux density at the absorber.

9.1.5. Detectability Limits Imposed by Photon Loss and Absorption

Focusing on the observation of entangled-two-photon absorption, we see from Eq. (118) for the
total absorption rate Ry that the detection threshold for ETPA is limited not only by optical loss
characterized by the transmittance 7, but also by the additive one- and two-photon absorption
contributions o3¢ and o> T'¢2, respectively:

* One-photon optical loss reduces the magnitude of ETPA by the transmittance factor
7o (< 1) relative to the other contributions, just as it does for ETPP (o, is the analog of
Re).

* One-photon Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA), which is analogous to FTP in subthreshold
photoemission, creates a noise floor of magnitude 03¢ and mimics ETPA in form (o3 is
the analog of Ry).

* Independent two-photon absorption (TPA), which is analogous to TPP in subthreshold
photoemission, creates a noise floor of magnitude o>’T'¢? that dominates ETPA at
higher levels of ¢ by virtue of its quadratic form (o(?) is the analog of £.).

In short, the detectability of ETPA is optimized by maximizing oz and 7y (< 1), while mini-
mizing o and I' [0 o« o @ in accordance with Eq. (113)].

9.1.6. Linear-Quadratic Crossover Photon-Flux Densities

When the photon-flux density at the absorber is sufficiently large, it is clear from Eq. (118) that
the two-photon absorption rate, which scales quadratically with ¢, dominates the Boltzmann-
tail and entangled-two-photon absorption rates, which scale linearly with ¢. The crossover
photon-flux density ¢ .., at which the linear and quadratic contributions to the rate are equal,
is therefore established by setting (03 + 70 0 )drc = 0P T¢2. , which yields

o + 7o 0%

dec = T

(119)
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Equation (119) is analogous to Eq. (59) for subthreshold photoemission (the crossover photon-
flux density and the crossover intensity are related by ¢z = Iz /hv). In fact, all of the formulas
presented in this section are analogous to those provided in Sec. 4.3.3.

In the absence of Boltzmann-tail absorption (o — 0), Eq. (119) reduces to

To 0
bre = o (120)
which, when combined with Eq. (113), yields
To/T
pre =2 T,> T, As>on. (121)
ELE

(This relation is also applicable for entangled-two-photon photoemission in the absence of
Fermi-tail photoemission. Indeed, it is carried over to Sec. 8.2.4 as Eq. (103), where it is
used to provide an empirical estimate for the entanglement time 7y associated with a particular
entangled-two-photon photoemission experiment.)

In the absence of entangled-two-photon absorption, we have 0. — 0, so that Eq. (119) reduces

to
O

oc@r"
Equation (122)is applicable for both entangled-photon and coherent illumination, since Boltzmann-
tail and two-photon absorption respond in the same way to both of these forms of light (Secs. 7.2.1
and 8.2.2).

The crossover photon-flux densities ¢ and ¢, specified in Egs. (119) and (122), respec-
tively, are useful measures for determining parameter values and for identifying the form of
subthreshold absorption under observation. Indeed, in the course of carrying out experiments to
observe entangled-two-photon absorption, it is often useful to conduct controlled companion ex-
periments that make use of coherent light or samples that are unresponsive to entangled-photon
pairs. It is then convenient to relate ¢ for the entangled-photon experiment to ¢ for the
control experiment. If the operative experimental parameters are the same for both, combining
Egs. (119) and (122) leads to

Psc (122)

76””) , (123)

OB

bec = Psc (1 +

which is analogous to Eq. (60) for subthreshold photoemission. The crossover flux density
for entangled-photon pairs ¢¢ is larger than the crossover flux density ¢z because of the
additional contribution from entangled-two-photon absorption.

Equation (123) informs us that the distinction between entangled-two-photon and Boltzmann-
tail absorption is perhaps most clearly manifested in the photon-flux-density region

$pc < ¢ < Pec, (124)

since, as portrayed in Fig. 23, the total absorption rate then scales linearly with the incident
entangled-photon flux density (graded red region), but quadratically in the absence of an
entangled-two-photon contribution (dashed blue line). The ratio of the crossover parameters,
obtained from Eq. (123), is
7

Pec _ |4 0% (125)

bsc OB
Equation (125) demonstrates that the range of ¢ over which Eq. (124) is applicable is maximized
by maximizing the entangled-two-photon absorption cross section oz and the optical-system
transmittance 7, and minimizing the Boltzmann-tail absorption cross section 0.
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Fig. 23. Subthreshold absorption rate Rrg vs. photon-flux density ¢ at an absorber
illuminated by entangled-photon pairs (graded red region). As specified in Eq. (118),
the total absorption rate comprises three contributions: 1) Boltzmann-tail absorption
(BTA) induced by singletons (ec 0p¢); 2) entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA)
induced by twins (< 7o 0z ¢); and 3) two-photon absorption (TPA) induced by inde-
pendent cousins and/or singleton pairs (oc o ®T'¢?). The degree of ETPA admixture
is quantified by the magnitude of 7 o3 and is represented visually by the saturation
of the red shading. The photon-flux-density region ¢pc < ¢ < ¢rc has a width
dec — dpc = T 0r/ o @ that increases with increasing 7 0 and is represented visu-
ally by the increasing darkness of the gray shading. A representative value of 7 o,
along with the corresponding value of ¢xc, are indicated by the dotted lines. The total
absorption rate Ryx scales linearly with photon-flux density in this region, while the
total absorption rate in the absence of a twin-photon contribution (dashed blue line)
scales quadratically. This figure is a refined version of Fig. 2 that incorporates optical
loss and an arbitrary level of ETPA. It mimics Fig. 8 for subthreshold photoemission.

9.1.7. Identifying the Form of Subthreshold Absorption

Equations. (117)—(125) and Fig. 23, along with the templates prescribed in Sec. 4.5.2 for
subthreshold photoemission, provide guides for identifying the form of experiential subthreshold
absorption:

1. If the measured absorption rate R, scales linearly with the incident entangled photon-
flux density ¢ over a given range of values, and has the same magnitude as the linear
absorption rate measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of values,
the absorption represents singleton-induced Boltzmann-tail absorption. In accordance
with Eq. (117), the attenuation provided by filters inserted in the entangled-photon beam
path then follows the filter transmittance 7 in that region.

2. If the measured absorption rate R, scales linearly with the incident entangled photon-
flux density ¢ over a given range of values, and has a magnitude greater than the linear
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absorption rate measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of values,
the absorption represents a combination of singleton-induced Boltzmann-tail absorption
and entangled-two-photon absorption. In accordance with Eq. (117), the attenuation
provided by filters inserted in the entangled-photon beam path then behaves as a mixture
of 7y and ‘702 in that region.

3. If the measured absorption rate Ry scales linearly with the incident entangled photon-flux
density ¢ over a given range of values, and has a magnitude greater than the quadratic
absorption rate measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of values,
Boltzmann-tail absorption is absent and the absorption represents entangled-two-photon
absorption. In accordance with Eq. (117), the attenuation provided by filters inserted in
the entangled-photon beam path then behaves as 762 rather than 7 in that region.

4. If the measured absorption rate Ry scales quadratically with the incident entangled
photon-flux density ¢ over a given range of values, and has the same magnitude as the
quadratic absorption rate measured using a coherent source of light over that same range of
values, the absorption represents two-photon absorption induced by independent cousins
and/or singleton pairs. In accordance with Eq. (117), the attenuation provided by filters
inserted in the entangled-photon beam path then behaves as ‘702 in that region.

5. As Togox/os — 0, indicating the absence of entangled-two-photon absorption, the two
crossover densities coincide, as is clear from Eq. (125). Singleton-induced Boltzmann-tail
absorption then transitions directly into two-photon absorption at ¢ .c = ¢ ¢, reproducing
the results obtained for coherent light.

9.2.  Quantum Models of Entangled-Two-Photon Absorption

We now review the key results that emerge from the quantum theory of entangled-two-photon
absorption (ETPA), whose conceptual antecedent reaches back to David Klyshko’s 1982 analysis
of two-photon processes using spontaneous parametric downconversion (SPDC) [27]. The
emphasis in this paper is on ETPA driven by isolated photon pairs that are entangled in time
and frequency, i.e., positively correlated in arrival time and anticorrelated in frequency. In
principle, this domain permits two-photon excitation to occur at ultralow values of the photon
flux, thereby mitigating photodamage in fragile biological samples while offering enhanced
temporal and spectral resolution.

The SPDC generated by vacuum-seeded parametric emission at low gain comprises isolated
photon pairs of low flux (weak squeezed vacuum), whereas operation at high gain gives rise to
bright squeezed vacuum and photon-number-correlated mode pairs. We begin by considering
the low-gain ETPA quantum models developed by Dayan and Raymer et al. (Sec. 9.2.1), Drago
and Sipe (Sec. 9.2.2), and Schlawin et al. (Sec. 9.2.3). In Sec. 9.2.4, we turn to ETPA quantum
models suitable for the bright-squeezed-vacuum domain. Section 9.2.5 is devoted to comparing
the quantum-theoretical formulas for the subthreshold absorption rate and entangled-two-photon
cross section with the corresponding expressions obtained via the particle model presented in
Sec. 9.1. Finally, in Sec. 9.2.6, we discusses procedures for estimating the values of subthreshold
absorption parameters of interest.

9.2.1. Models of Dayan and Raymer et al.

In the early 2020s, Michael Raymer, together with his students and colleagues, wrote a series of
papers that advanced the quantum theory of entangled-two-photon absorption, with an emphasis
on in-solution molecular systems of biological and chemical interest. Their model assumed that
the excitation spectrum did not overlap with any intermediate-state transition wavelengths, so
that only far-off-resonance intermediate states participated in the transition. Their calculations
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extended from the isolated-photon-pair (low-gain) domain [369-372] to the bright-squeezed-
vacuum (high-gain) domain [373]. Their approach is closely related to the analysis spearheaded
by Dayan in 2007 [147].

In the isolated-photon-pair domain, Raymer and Landes’ theoretical treatment reveals that it
is possible, in principle, to significantly enhance the two-photon absorption rate by making use
of entangled-photon pairs generated by SPDC in place of coherent light (of the same spectral
bandwidth and photon flux). The quantum enhancement emerges because the frequencies of
the paired photons sum to the frequency of the SPDC pump laser. The transition has high
efficiency when the range of sum frequencies is narrow and fills a narrow transition linewidth.
The near-simultaneous arrival of the twins leads to an absorption rate that scales linearly with
photon flux.

It follows that the quantum enhancement can be attained when: 1) the SPDC photons are
generated using a narrowband pump, 2) the two-photon transition is resonant with the sum of
the paired photon frequencies, and 3) the two-photon absorption linewidth of the transition 7
is narrow in comparison with the marginal entangled-photon-pair bandwidth B. The quantum
advantage can be realized only in the low-gain domain, however, which corresponds to an
ultra-low photon flux and thus to an ultra-low event generation rate.

9.2.2. Model of Drago and Sipe

While the theoretical models discussed by Dayan and Raymer ef al. in Sec. 9.2.1 focused
on systems in which near-resonant intermediate states were excluded, theoretical models that
accommodate such states have been considered by others [157,374-378]. In particular, Drago
and Sipe [378] permitted their excitation spectrum to overlap with intermediate-state transition
wavelengths. These authors analyzed ETPA by determining the total energy removed from
the incident field rather than by following the density-operator/final-state population approach
favored by Raymer ez al. Drago and Sipe’s calculations are applicable: 1) in the presence, as well
as in the absence, of near-resonant intermediate states; 2) for the isolated-photon-pair domain
through to the bright-squeezed-vacuum domain; and 3) for both CW and pulsed excitation.

Drago and Sipe considered limiting cases for two-photon molecular absorption linewidths
that were narrow and broad in comparison with the bandwidth of the entangled-photon pairs.
While they found that near-resonant contributions did indeed enhance the ETPA rate for narrow
absorption linewidths in the isolated-photon-pair domain, the enhancement was nullified by the
presence of one-photon absorption that was dominant. (Recent experiments have cast doubt
on the value of real intermediate states in enhancing the entangled-two-photon cross section
sufficiently to render ETPA observable for organic molecular dyes in solution [379].) Drago and
Sipe’s analysis in which near-resonant intermediate states were excluded in the isolated-photon-
pair domain led to results that were in essential agreement with those obtained by Raymer et
al.

9.2.3. Models of Schlawin et al.

Schlawin and his collaborators have extensively examined entangled-two-photon absorption
and spectroscopy from the isolated-photon-pair domain through to the bright-squeezed-vacuum
domain [157-159, 374, 375,380-383]. In 2024, Schlawin generalized the earlier analyses
carried out by Klyshko [27], Dayan [147], Raymer et al. [369-373], and Drago and Sipe [378]
by analyzing molecular ETPA cross sections for pulsed broadband entangled-photon pairs in
the context of a unified formalism that accommodates both spatial and spectral degrees of
freedom [383]. Among other findings, he established that the joint spectral amplitude has a
complex structure that, in general, cannot be factorized into spatial and spectral components and
can therefore give rise to high-dimensional X-entanglement [384—388]. In the limit of a single
spatial mode and a narrowband pump, Schlawin’s results largely agree with those derived by
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Raymer and Landes [373].

9.2.4. Models for the Bright-Squeezed-Vacuum (BSV) Domain

The discussion to this point has focused on entangled-photon pairs generated by SPDC in the
isolated-photon-pair (low-flux) domain. At higher gain, the same second-order y‘? interac-
tion produces high-flux parametric downconversion with zero mean field, i.e., bright squeezed
vacuum (BSV). In the generic (nondegenerate) case, the output then comprises a macroscopic
twin-beam quantum field with strong photon-number correlations between the signal and idler
modes, which is conveniently represented by a Schmidt (singular-value) decomposition of the
joint spatiotemporal amplitude (JSA),

flw,w) = Z Vg ug(w1) vi(w2), (126)
3

where {uy } and {v} are orthonormal signal and idler mode functions, {1 } are Schmidt weights
(kA = 1), and each mode pair (ug,vr) undergoes an independent two-mode squeezing
transformation. The degenerate case, used for illustrative purposes below, corresponds to equal
central angular frequencies, ! = w) = w, /2.

A general analysis of downconversion-induced two-photon absorption (TPA) and the related
two-photon interactions spanning the low- to high-flux domains was given by Dayan in 2007 for
broadband downconversion driven by a spectrally narrow pump [147]. In 2013, Schlawin and
Mukamel [380] treated the case of ultrashort-pulse pumping using a Schmidt decomposition
to obtain the time—frequency correlation functions governing absorption — scaling behavior
consistent with that found by Dayan and Raymer et al. was recovered. In 2022, Raymer and
Landes [373] theoretically investigated ETPA in the far-off-resonance regime for an in-solution
molecular model that stretched from the isolated-photon-pair to the BSV domains. Their single-
spatial-, multi-temporal-mode formalism relied on fourth-order perturbation theory applied to
the molecular-state density operator. Also in 2022, a framework accommodating near-resonant
intermediate states was investigated by Drago and Sipe [378] — in the far-off-resonance limit,
their results were similar to those obtained by Raymer et al.

Across the various quantum treatments, the BSV-induced TPA rate naturally separates into
two physically distinct contributions: 1) a correlated (sometimes termed coherent) contribution
that depends on the phase-sensitive signal—idler correlations, and 2) an uncorrelated (sometimes
termed incoherent) contribution associated with accidental photon combinations. Operationally,
the correlated term is dominated by frequency-anticorrelated pairs with frequencies that satisfy
the energy constraint

w1+ w2y =Wy, (127)

within the pump bandwidth, whereas the uncorrelated term samples a broad distribution of sum
frequencies governed primarily by the marginal spectra of the individual beams. The characteris-
tic timescale of the correlated term is set by the inverse bandwidth of the downconverted photons,
while that of the uncorrelated term is set by the duration of the pump-intensity envelope (or by
any imposed intensity modulation or shuttering). For a narrow final-state linewidth (a spectrally
sharp two-photon resonance), the material response effectively postselects the near-w, sum-
frequency component, which strongly favors the correlated contribution (even at high photon
flux). These concepts are illustrated in Fig. 24 for the degenerate case (w(l’ = wg =wp/2).

The ideal monochromatic case is sketched in panel (a). Panel (b) depicts the correlated
contribution arising from broadband frequency-anticorrelated photon pairs whose sum frequency
remains locked to the narrowband pump w, = 2w(1), while panel (c) depicts the uncorrelated
contribution in which the sum frequencies span a wide range and contribute significantly only
when the two-photon linewidth is sufficiently broad. The same interpretation applies in the

0 0 — 9,0 : _ 0 0
general nondegenerate case when w| # w, and w;, = 2w, isreplaced by w), = w] + wj.
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Fig. 24. Energy-level diagrams depicting the simultaneous absorption of pairs of
(degenerate) entangled photons of central angular frequency w? in two-photon transi-
tions from the molecular ground state |g) to the final state |f) via far-off-resonance
intermediate states |e). The two-photon linewidth is indicated in blue. (a) Idealized
monochromatic case. (b) Correlated (coherent) contribution: broadband frequency-
anticorrelated photon pairs with w; + w; = w, = Za)(l) (three examples are shown).
(c¢) Uncorrelated (incoherent) contribution: broadband frequency-noncorrelated pho-
ton combinations with widely varying sum frequencies (three examples are shown);
these transitions can contribute appreciably only if the two-photon linewidth accom-
modates the resulting sum-frequency band. Although illustrated for the degenerate
case, the same distinction applies for the nondegenerate case with w? # “’(2) and
wp = w? + wg.

We note that the particle model considered in Sec. 9.1 also yields dual contributions to the
quadratic absorption rate in the high-flux domain. Those contributions, represented by the third
term on the right-hand side of Eq. (118), are associated with two-photon transitions induced by
cousins and singleton-pairs, however.

9.2.5. Absorption Rates and Cross Sections for Quantum and Particle Models

The results derived from the in-depth quantum-theoretical models reviewed above mirror those
that emerge from the heuristic particle model described in Sec. 9.1 under certain conditions. For
the quantum models, the overall absorption rate R, assumes the form

Ry = 03¢ + To 01 ¢ +y 0 DT¢%, (128)

which differs from the absorption rate for the particle model expressed in Eq. (118) only by
the presence of a dimensionless prefactor denoted y. The first term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (128) denotes Boltzmann-tail single-photon absorption. The second term is the quantum
contribution representing twin-photon absorption that can manifest in the isolated-photon-pair
(low-flux) domain. The third term is the quadratic quantum contribution that represents non-twin
photon-pair absorption and dominates in the bright-squeezed-vacuum (high-flux) domain.

We proceed to discuss, in turn, the form of the entangled-two-photon cross section o3 (along
with its normalized counterpart 6;) and the prefactor y that appears in the third term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (128).

In the isolated-photon-pair domain, the quantum expression for oz has the same form as
Eq. (113) for the particle model, the distinction being the presence of a dimensionless prefactor
a [370-372,383,389]:

aoc@
AT

The parameter a quantifies the efficiency with which the excitation activates the full two-photon
response of the absorber. Equation (129), which is tightly bounded by the physics of photon
entanglement and the nature of the nonlinear response [371], is valid when the wavefunction

(129)

Ok
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of the entangled-photon system can be factorized into spatial and spectral components [383].
Schlawin has reiterated that

oc® o — | (130)

where vy r, is the linewidth of the two-photon transition, and established that o3 (y r4) decreases
monotonically with increasing y s, [383].

Comprehensive analyses of entangled-two-photon absorption carried out by Raymer et al. [373]
and Schlawin [383] have demonstrated that the magnitude of @ is governed by an interplay
among the two-photon transition linewidth yy,, the marginal entangled-photon-pair band-
width B, and the pump bandwidth . When the two-photon transition linewidth is much broader
than B, the result for CW operation turns out to be @ ~ 1, so that the quantum expression in
Eq. (129) becomes

o
AeT:
Equation (131) matches Eq. (113) for the particle model. ETPA cross sections in this domain
thus behave as 0 o< 1/yzg.

Ok

Yre > B. (131)

Molecules in solution typically have relatively broad absorption linewidths and mi-
nuscule entangled-two-photon cross sections. The result is entangled-two-photon
absorption rates that lie well below the sensitivity of current experimental tech-
niques.

In the opposite limit, when the two-photon absorption linewidth is much narrower than the
marginal bandwidth of the entangled-photon pairs, the result for CW operation turns out to be
@ = Yfq/B, so that the quantum expression in Eq. (129) becomes

(2)
o Yfg
.= —_= < B. 132
Ok AT, B Yre ( )

Equation (132) is applicable when the entangled-photon illumination is confined to a single
spatial and polarization mode (A = A) [147,373,383], as is available with collinear type-I
SPDC. In this limit, the dependence of the conventional two-photon cross section o?) o 1/y fe
expressed in Eq. (130) yields an entangled-two-photon cross section that is independent of y ¢
and behaves as 0 o« 1/ATyB. Hence, a narrow two-photon-absorption linewidth, together
with a broad downconversion bandwidth, provides a route to obtaining a two-photon-absorption
quantum advantage relative to a coherent source of the same bandwidth.

Again, Eq. (129) demonstrates that the value of o is established not only by the properties of
the absorber via o, but also by the entanglement area—time product AT}, that characterizes
the source of illumination. As such, the entangled-two-photon cross section of the absorber is
more fully described by its normalized form, as defined in Eq. (47):

O = 0xApTg. (133)

Representative theoretical estimates of o and dx (per absorber) for a hydrogen atom and
a rthodamine 6G molecule in solution are provided in Table 14. Also shown are the experi-
mentally measured values (per primitive cell) for entangled-two-photon photoemission from the
semiconductor CsK,Sb, although the correspondence between a condensed-matter primitive
cell and a molecular absorber is necessarily only approximate. The entries in the table reveal
that the theoretically calculated value of ¢ for ETPA in Rhodamine 6G is approximately 400
times smaller than the experimental value of ETPP from CsK,Sb. And both are vastly smaller
than the theoretical value of ¢, for the 1S—2S transition in atomic hydrogen, which benefits
from a far smaller value of yr,. As explained in Sec. 2.5, it is far easier to observe ETPP than
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Table 14. Degenerate entangled-photon pairs, generated by SPDC in the isolated-
photon-pair domain, are characterized by their wavelengths ;> and entanglement
area—time products AgTr, which serve as normalization factors whose values are
specified in the References. Representative theoretical estimates for the ETPA cross
sections ox, and their normalized counterparts 6z = 0gAgTg, for an atomic system
and an organic molecule in solution. For comparison, experimental values for o and
O are provided for ETPP from CsK;Sb.

A2 Normalization ETPA cross Normalized o

(nm) ArTr (m?s) section 0z (M%) 0xAgTE (m*s) References
Hydrogen atom oa3  R60x107% ~3.0x1077 ~1.8x107% [32]
1S—2S transition (THEORY) (THEORY) (THEORY)
Rhodamine 6G glo  F34x107* S 15x1077 ~5.1x107 [389-391]
in methanol (THEORY) (THEORY) (THEORY) using Eq. (113)
CsKpSb semicond. |0 ~ 5.4 X 1002 ~38x1073 ~2.1x107> [174,178,179]
photoemission (Exp.) (ExP.) (Exp.) Eq. (45)/Tables 2, 11

fluorescence-mode ETPA, principally because the former relies on the emission of electrons
rather than photons.

Notably, the entangled-photon illumination and the parameters of the medium are intertwined
in a nonseparable way by quantum interference, and the cross section oy is generally a non-
monotonic function of 7. This was illustrated by Fei et al. [32] for the exactly calculable case
of the 1S—2S narrowband electronic transition in atomic hydrogen. The molecular quantum
calculations carried out by Fu et al. [392] for a number of model chromophores similarly display
strong periodic nonmonotonicities in the entangled-two-photon cross section when plotted as a
function of 7. Calculations by Lissandrin et al. [174] for entangled-two-photon photoemission
from the semiconductor CsK,Sb reveal vestiges of this nonmonotonicity, as displayed in Figs. 6
and 7, by virtue of the transition being broadband.

Finally, we compare the absorption rates and cross sections for the quantum and heuristic
particle models in the high-gain BSV domain. The two-photon quantum-theoretical absorption
rate dominant in this domain, denoted R, is represented by the third term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (128) — this contribution exhibits quadratic scaling and contains the dimensionless
prefactor y. An in-depth derivation by Raymer and Landes [373] demonstrated that when
the molecular two-photon-absorption final-state linewidth is much greater than the marginal
bandwidth of the incident entangled photons (y g > B), the absorption rate is given by

Re = g0 T4, (134)

so that y = go in Eq. (128) in this limit. For type-I or type-O phase-matched SPDC and
indistinguishable (degenerate) photons, the BSV single-beam marginal statistics lie in the range
2 < g2 < 3 depending on the effective number of collected modes (Sec. 3.3.4). Drago and
Sipe’s results [378] agree with those of Raymer and Landes [373] and Cutipa et al. [393] in this
domain.

In the opposite limit, when the two-photon-absorption linewidth is narrow in comparison
with the marginal entangled-photon-pair bandwidth (y s, < B), Raymer and Landes [373] have
shown that BSV has the same effectiveness in inducing TPA as a quasi-monochromatic coherent
pulse of the same temporal shape and mean photon number. Drago and Sipe’s [378] calculations,
in the absence of near-resonant intermediate states, match those of Raymer and Landes when
¥ g 18 very much smaller than B. In the presence of near-resonant intermediate states, on the
other hand, Drago and Sipe’s calculations predict a significant enhancement in the ETPA rate.
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However, just as in the isolated-photon-pair domain discussed in Sec. 9.2.2, this enhancement
is negated by the one-photon absorption that accompanies and dominates it.

9.2.6. Parameter Estimation for Subthreshold Absorption

In carrying out subthreshold absorption measurements, it is often desired to estimate from the
data the value of a parameter that characterizes the underlying absorption process of interest.
This might be one of the subthreshold molecular cross sections, such as oz, or a crossover photon-
flux density, such as ¢rc or ¢pc. As discussed in Sec. 4.4 for subthreshold photoemission,
conducting this task in an optimal way involves the use of statistical estimation theory [326-335].
The parameter of interest is inferred from a natural primary observable, the system optical
transmittance or the magnitude of the fluorescence signal, by making use of the calibrated
relations set forth in Sec. 9.2.5.

9.3. Experimental Studies of Subthreshold Absorption and Fluorescence Microscopy

Unadorned introductions to subthreshold entangled-two-photon absorption (ETPA) and entangled-
two-photon fluorescence microscopy (ETPFM) were provided in Secs. 2.2 and 2.3, respectively.
In Sec. 9.3.1, we review a number of studies in which these two effects were purportedly ob-
served in the isolated-photon-pair domain. As discussed in Sec. 9.3.2, however, none of those
experiments could be replicated despite extensive efforts to do so. As outlined in Sec. 9.3.3,
an extended debate in the literature in the early 2020s ultimately led to a general consensus in
the quantum-optics community: subthreshold Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA), which mimics
ETPA, or another one-photon process, was most likely conflated with ETPA in the purported
observations cited in Sec. 9.3.1.

9.3.1. Experimental Reports of ETPA and ETPFM

Since 2004, numerous publications have reported the observation of entangled-two-photon ab-
sorption using isolated photon pairs, in both transmission-mode and fluorescence-mode. These
effects have been purportedly observed across a wide range of molecular chromophores, poly-
mers, dendrimers, and biological samples. The preponderance of these reports originated
from laboratories in Ann Arbor [394-404], Bogota [405], and Geneva [406,407]. Reports of
the implementation of entangled-two-photon fluorescence microscopy also emerged from the
laboratory in Ann Arbor [408-411].

9.3.2. Failures to Replicate Experimental Reports of ETPA and ETPFM

Notwithstanding the breadth of the claims reported in Sec. 9.3.1, no independent replication
of ETPA or ETPFM has been achieved in the isolated-photon-pair domain, despite sustained
and systematic experimental efforts to do so at laboratories in Boulder [366,389,412,413], Eu-
gene [367,391], Pasadena [414], Mexico City [415],Le6n [416-418], Bern [160],Jena [365,419],
and Hangzhou [420]. Many of these reports have also established upper experimental bounds for
the magnitudes of the associated cross sections for these molecular samples. For molecules in
solution, o(?) is typically minuscule, viz., 1-1000 x 10738 m*s/photon (1-1000 GM), and the
theoretical ETPA cross sections (Sec. 9.2) lie below experimentally established upper bounds
and also below the threshold of detection in the current state of photon-counting technol-
ogy [147,370,371,378]. In short, these studies demonstrate that ETPA cannot currently serve
to enhance two-photon molecular fluorescence spectroscopy or to implement entangled-two-
photon fluorescence microscopy in the isolated-photon-pair domain.

9.3.3. Conflating BTA and Other One-Photon Processes with ETPA

A number of the experiments cited in Sec. 9.3.2 explicitly demonstrated that one-photon effects
can masquerade as ETPA. In particular, single-photon subthreshold absorption by thermally
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populated states in the Boltzmann tail of the transition under study is a plausible candidate for
doing so. We coin the term Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA) as a direct analog to Fermi-tail
photoemission (FTP) in entangled-two-photon photoemission (Section 7). In organic materials,
BTA can take the form of hot-band absorption (HBA) [366], whereby one-photon absorption
is abetted by thermally populated vibrational levels associated with the ground electronic state
of the sample. Like FTP, HBA closely mimics and is often difficult to distinguish from ETPA,
and is therefore easily mistaken for it. Other one-photon processes that can potentially be
conflated with ETPA include scattered pump light, Fresnel reflection and fluorescence from
optical components, singleton absorption by intermediate states in the system, and aggregation
at the sample [378,414,415,417]

9.4. Methodologies for Enhancing ETPA and Implementing ETPFM

Asreported in Sec. 8, ETPP has been observed from CsK;Sb and a theoretical model constructed
on the basis of the band structure of this material yields results that are in good agreement with
experiment. Techniques for enhancing the observation of ETPP were discussed in Secs. 4.6
and 8.2.5. Since atomic and molecular ETPA can be viewed as low-density analogs of ETPP
in certain respects, we recount a number of techniques that may be of use for optimizing the
observability of ETPA and for implementing ETPFM. We also highlight a number of other
approaches, drawn from recent technical reports, that could prove useful for this purpose. The
collection of approaches discussed in this section focus on increasing the strength of the ETPA
signal or reducing the noise floor.

9.4.1. Sample Selection

As discussed in Sec. 9.1.6, the most straightforward means for elevating the observability of
ETPA is to choose a substance with a large value of the entangled-two-photon cross section
ox. Studies of conventional two-photon absorption can serve as a guide [421] and a number of
candidate substances have emerged from theoretical calculations [422,423]. Gas-phase atoms
or color centers, with narrow two-photon transitions and large matrix elements, may be suitable
candidates. Condensed-matter materials, such as the semiconductor used to observe ETPP and
biological samples, have the merit of high absorber densities. It has been shown by Martinez-
Tapia and Leén-Montiel [424] that artificial neural networks could prove useful in extracting
information about the number of intermediate states that mediate ETPA for arbitrary samples,
thereby facilitating the selection of suitable substances.

As pointed out in Sec. 3.3.1, the occurrence of entangled-two-photon photoemission in
CsK»Sb involves a real intermediate state (in the conduction band). Hence, it might be thought
that the presence of a resonant intermediate state would enhance the ETPA transition probability
in molecular samples. However, ETPA experiments carried out with the organic molecular
dye indocyanine green (ICG), which does possess such an intermediate state, did not lead to an
observable signal. Importantly, measurements of the conventional two-photon cross section o (?)
using ICG suggest that the resonant intermediate state does not enhance it significantly [379].

9.4.2. One-Photon Interactions

Asdiscussedin Secs. 9.1.6 and 9.3.3, it is important to maximize the optical-system transmittance
7o by using as direct an optical path, that contains as few optical components, as possible. It is
also crucial to minimize Boltzmann-tail absorption (BTA), which, like Fermi-tail photoemission
(FTP), can be mitigated by reducing the temperature of the sample by cooling (Sec. 4.6). As
indicated in Sec. 9.3.3, other one-photon processes can also have deleterious effects, which can
sometimes be eliminated by optical filtering.
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9.4.3. Beamsplitter-Interferometer Configurations

Some measurement systems are sensitive to the presence of one-photon effects, while others
are not. For transmission-mode ETPA experiments, different beamsplitter-interferometer (BI)
and external photon-delay configurations, such as those illustrated in Fig. 25, exhibit different
properties. As an example, in 2023 Martinez-Tapia et al. [425] demonstrated that the use of a
NOON-state interferometer configuration, with the two photons fed into both beamsplitter input
ports and a variable external delay imparted to both photons entering one of the ports, renders
the detection system insensitive to one-photon losses. Shortly thereafter, Triana-Arango et
al. [417] showed that a Hong—Ou—Mandel (HOM) interferometer [55], in which the temporal
delay between the photons is varied (see Sec. 9.1 of [41]), is sensitive to the presence of one-
photon loss. Attempts have also been made to observe ETPA by modifying the transverse spatial
correlations of entangled-photon pairs [426].
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Fig. 25. Experimental arrangements for transmission-mode entangled-two-photon
absorption using different beamsplitter-interferometer (BI) configurations. (a) The
signal and idler photons generated via SPDC in a nonlinear optical crystal (NLC)
are transmitted through the sample, illustrated here as Rhodamine 6G, and thence
to a particular BI. The photons emerging from the output ports of the beamsplitter
(BS) are detected within the BI and fed to a coincidence circuit. (b) In this BI
configuration, a controllable time delay 7 is imparted to one of the photons and both
photons impinge on a single input port of the 50/50-beamsplitter (BS) [414, 415].
(c) Here, a controllable time delay 7 is imparted to one of the photons and the two
photons enter different input ports of the 50/50 beamsplitter. This is the Hong—Ou—
Mandel (HOM) interferometer [55] used in quantum-optical coherence tomography
(QOCT) [71,72]. (d) In the NOON-state interferometer, both photons enter both input
ports of the 50/50 beamsplitter, and the controllable time delay 7 is imparted to both
of the photons entering one of the ports [425]. This configuration is insensitive to
one-photon losses.

9.4.4. Incident Photon-Flux Density

Experiments can be carried out using a photon-flux-density that falls in the range where the
distinction between two-photon and entangled-two-photon absorption is most clearly manifested,
viz., in the range ¢rc < ¢ < @, as specified in Eq. (124).

9.4.5. Nondegenerate Entangled-Photon Pairs

Calculations carried out by Fei er al. [32] for the entangled-two-photon absorption cross section
oy, for the 1§ — 25 transition in atomic hydrogen demonstrated that o3 is enhanced for strongly
nondegenerate photons. A computational framework for organic molecular systems, based on
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time-dependent density functional theory, also suggested that the ETPA cross section can be
significantly enhanced when the wavelength of one of the photons of a nondegenerate pair
approaches resonance with a one-photon absorption transition [427]. This prospect was exam-
ined by carrying out fluorescence-mode ETPA experiments with Rhodamine 6G using strongly
nondegenerate SPDC generated in PPKTP. The measured fluorescence intensity exhibited a
peak (of magnitude ~ 3.5%) as the delay between the signal and idler photons was scanned, a
requirement for the observation of ETPA [428].

9.4.6. Bright Squeezed Vacuum

When operation in the low-gain domain is not feasible for observing ETPA because of insufficient
photon flux, it is natural to wonder whether bright squeezed vacuum (BSV), discussed in
Secs. 9.2.4 and 9.2.5, might serve as an alternative source for gaining a quantum advantage.
A nonperturbative treatment of the problem shows that the linear-in-flux ETPA contribution
in the isolated-photon-pair domain is progressively overtaken by higher-order (super-quadratic)
contributions as the pump intensity increases. Yet it has also been demonstrated that the
transmittance-mode two-photon-absorption sensitivity for BSV can become independent of
single-photon losses at high incident mean photon numbers, although coherent probes still offer
superior sensitivity [382].

At the same time, it has been predicted that the range of pump intensities over which linear
scaling prevails increases as the pump bandwidth grows [429]. Moreover, it has been pointed out
that a large beam diameter, which serves to increase A/A, can in principle lead to a significant
enhancement in the linear ETPA rate under suitable conditions [27,383,389,407]. Indeed, in a
recently reported experiment, a type-0 PPLN source was used to produce high-gain (BSV-like)
SPDC near 1064 nm that generated ETPA-excited fluorescence from rhodamine 6G at mW
power levels. Linear and quadratic scaling were observed with pump-power and post-SPDC
attenuation, respectively [430].

An intriguing aspect of inducing ETPA with BSV is that the process can be efficiently
driven using broadband downconverted light of low spectral brightness per spatiotemporal
mode, whereas attaining optimal efficiency with coherent light requires that the spectral density
be concentrated within the TPA linewidth. Nevertheless, calculations show that the photon flux
necessary for inducing TPA under these conditions exceeds the optical-damage threshold of
most samples.

Interestingly, the observability of ETPA in the high-gain domain can, in principle, be enhanced
by making use of a scheme in which the dominant singleton-pair contribution to two-photon
absorption is determined using singletons from a pair of identical SPDC generators, so that
same-pair (twin) contributions are absent. Subtracting this signal from the signal initiated by
the twins and singleton pairs obtained from a single SPDC source should, in principle, allow the
ETPA contribution to be isolated [429,431].

9.4.7. Coherent Control

The correlations of entangled-photon pairs can be leveraged to optimize the rate of entangled-two-
photon absorption in a manner suggested by Dayan et al. [146, 147] and furthered by Schlawin
and Buchleitner [374,375] using a perturbative density-matrix framework. By formally relating
the transition rate to the normalized second-order intensity correlation function g (1), this
approach exploits the inherent decoupling of spectral and temporal resolutions to selectively
enhance target transition pathways while suppressing nonresonant channels. This in turn enables
the excitation dynamics to be coherently manipulated — such as by tuning the entanglement
time Ty to match the virtual-state lifetime 7, — thereby effectively increasing the ETPA cross
section in ways that are not available to a single classical pulse envelope subject to the usual
Fourier-pair tradeoff.
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10. CONCLUSION

Subthreshold absorption and photoemission under coherent and entangled-photon-pairillumina-
tion in the isolated-photon-pair domain have been thoroughly reviewed. While observations of
entangled-two-photon absorption in molecular solutions and entangled-two-photon fluorescence
microscopy have been reported, none has been reliably replicated. Entangled-two-photon cross
sections for typical organic molecules in solution turn out to be so small that absorption rates
lie well below detectability in the current state of the technology [389]. Entangled-two-photon
photoemission in the isolated-photon-pair domain, on the other hand, is viable for several reasons,
the most important of which is that it involves the detection of electrons rather than photons.

After reviewing the properties, generation, and interactions of entangled-photon pairs, we
examined the current state of subthreshold photoemission from the semiconductor cesium-
potassium antimonide and the metal sodium. Three forms of subthreshold photoemission
were investigated: 1) one-photon Fermi-tail photoemission (FTP) from CsK,Sb; 2) two-photon
photoemission (TPP) from Na and CsK,Sb; and 3) entangled-two-photon photoemission (ETPP)
from CsK;,Sb. The associated quantum efficiencies, denoted 75, 17¢, and 1, respectively, were
found to have the following values:

1. FTP from CsK,Sb: In a photomultiplier tube, 17, ~ 4.8 x 1070 electrons/photon at a
wavelength A = 800 nm and a photocathode temperature 7 = —20 °C, under illumination
with either coherent light or entangled-photon pairs. At A = 800 nm and T = 27 °C,
nr ~ 2.3 x 107 electrons/photon. A channel photomultiplier can exhibit 77, — 0.

2. TPPfromNa: A reexamination of TPP from a Na photocathode in a specially constructed
photomultiplier tube suggests that it behaves as a volume effect for thick samples and
as a surface effect for thin samples. Refined estimates of the experimental quantum
efficiencies are 7. (thick) ~ 8.3 x 1071° I and 5¢(thin) ~ 1.4 x 10721 I, respectively,
where I is specified in W/m?. The measurements were carried out at a wavelength
A = 845 nm and a photocathode temperature T = 27 °C, under illumination with classical
light. Theoretical quantum efficiencies for the thick and thin sodium films, calculated
using the volume and surface quantum-theoretic formulations developed by Bloch [304]
and by Smith—Marinchuk [299-302] in the early 1960s, respectively, are in good accord
with the recalculated experimental values derived from Teich’s mid-1960s data [9].

3. TPP from CsK,Sb: In a channel photomultiplier, 77 ~ 6.7 X 1071 I electrons/photon,
where I is specified in W/m?, at a wavelength 1 = 1064 nm and a photocathode tem-
perature T = 27 °C, under illumination with either coherent light or entangled-photon
pairs.

4. ETPP from CsK,Sb: In achannel photomultiplier, 7, ~ 2.3x10~!3 electrons/photon at
awavelength 2 = 1064 nm and a photocathode temperature T = 27 °C, under illumination
with entangled-photon pairs characterized by an entanglement area—time product AT =
5.4x 1072 m? s. The quantum efficiency calculated from the quantum theory formulated
by Lissandrin ef al. in 1999/2004 [169, 174], is found to be broadly consistent with the
experimentally inferred value obtained from the data of Kobayashi et al. collected in
2006/2007 [179].

Subthreshold absorption is manifested in three analogous forms: 1) one-photon Boltzmann-
tail absorption (BTA); 2) two-photon absorption (TPA); and 3) entangled-two-photon absorption
(ETPA). The widely used particle framework for entangled-two-photon absorption developed
by Fei et al. in 1997 [32] has been extended to incorporate BTA and optical loss. In appropriate
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limits, the formulas associated with the particle approach are recovered from the quantum-
theoretic absorption models developed in 2007 by Dayan [147] and in the early 2020s by
Raymer, Sipe, Schlawin, and colleagues [373,378,383].

The high level of interest in entangled-two-photon absorption stems from its linear scaling
and the fact that the associated cross sections can, in principle, be significantly enhanced relative
to those for conventional two-photon absorption, over selected parameter ranges. This would
allow entangled-two-photon spectroscopy and fluorescence microscopy to be implemented at
low photon-flux levels, thereby mitigating photodamage for delicate specimens.

Recent theoretical studies of entangled-photon stimulated Raman scattering (SRS) from poly-
atomic molecules indicate that this modality promises enhancements comparable to those pre-
dicted for ETPA [432-435] (quantum-enhanced broadband SRS bioimaging using amplitude-
squeezed light has been implemented [436]). Finally, we note that it would be of interest to
conduct analogous ETPP experiments using internal photoemission in single-photon avalanche
diodes (SPADs) (see Chapter 19 of [12]).
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