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The Transfer Matrix Method is a powerful numerical tool for simulating wave propagation in layered media. It has
been widely applied in many fields, although its use is typically restricted to passive media. In this paper, we develop
the transfer method to simulate optical nonlinear generation and give examples for processes such as difference fre-
quency generation, spontaneous parametric down conversion, and four-wave mixing including generation of counter
propagating waves. This framework enables accurate simulation of complex multilayer structures and resonant cavities,
providing a versatile tool for designing nonlinear photonic devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear optics is a branch of optics that studies how light interacts with a medium1,2. Nonlinear effects occur when the
polarization of the medium depends nonlinearly on the electric field, for example, a polarization proportional to the square of
the field leads to second-order nonlinear effects, characterized by the coefficient χ(2), a polarization proportional to the cube
leads to third-order nonlinear effects, characterized by χ(3), and so on for higher orders. In this paper, we focus on nonlinear
effects that involve energy transfer between light waves. The second-order processes where new frequencies are generated are:
second-harmonic generation (SHG), where two photons of the same frequency combine to form one at twice the frequency; sum-
frequency generation (SFG), where two photons of different frequencies generate a photon at their sum frequency; difference-
frequency generation (DFG), where the interaction produces a photon at the frequency difference; and spontaneous parametric
down-conversion (SPDC), where a single high-energy photon splits into two lower-energy photons. All these nonlinear processes
are described by differential equations. Those differential equations can be solved analytically for simple systems, such as
waveguides or Gaussian beams. However, for complex systems, such as systems with varying coefficients (refractive index,
nonlinear susceptibility, light intensity), the analytical equations remain hard to solve or are unsolvable. Hence, we must rely
on numerical methods. Recently, there has been great interest in understanding the spectral response of nonlinear systems,
particularly in quantum optics. Many quantum applications require carefully engineered single-photon sources, but their design
is inherently complex. Developing tools that can accurately simulate such systems is essential, as they can significantly improve
the quality and performance of photon sources3.

The transfer matrix method (TMM) is widely used in various engineering applications4, such as analyzing the transmission
of energy in transmission lines, microwave filter designs, modeling multilayer optical coatings5, wave propagation in photonic
crystals6 and metamaterials, among others. The strength of TMM lies in its ability to represent each layer of a system with
a matrix that relates incoming and outgoing fields. By sequentially multiplying these matrices, one can efficiently compute
the overall system response without explicitly tracking infinite internal reflections. Note that the TMM is valid only in the
continuous-wave regime, or when the temporal envelope of the pulse is much longer than the round-trip time of the resonant
structures. This makes TMM a powerful and elegant tool for analyzing complex linear systems, meaning their response is
directly proportional to the input. Hence, conventional TMM appears to be incompatible with the simulation of nonlinear optical
processes. Previous attempts to use TMM for second-harmonic generation7–9 and parametric processes10 fail to handle key
challenges such as phase evolution, bidirectional propagation, and arbitrary material profiles. In contrast, the method proposed
here introduces a nonlinear transfer matrix that accounts for amplitude, phase, bidirectional propagation, and arbitrary material
profiles, enabling accurate and efficient simulation of advanced nonlinear photonic devices, and rigorously addresses processes
such as DFG, SPDC, FWM, and SFWM while consistently treating both forward and backward propagating fields.

In this article, we show how to apply the TMM to simulate optical nonlinear generation processes. In Section II, we construct
the nonlinear propagation transfer matrix step by step. In Section II A, we show how this method is used to simulate DFG. In
Section II B, we build a Fabry-Perot nonlinear transfer matrix to compare the simulation results with published experimental
results for the SPDC process11. In Section II D, we derive the transfer matrix for FWM processes and simulate a Fabry-Pérot
resonator with Bragg reflector mirrors and compare it with published experimental results12. Lastly, in Section II C we extend the
transfer matrix to include the generation of photons in counter-propagating directions and compare it to published experimental
results13. All simulation codes used in this work are openly available at our GitHub repository14.
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II. METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS

Difference-frequency generation (DFG) involves the interaction of three waves in a second-order nonlinear medium. A strong
pump wave interacts with a weaker signal wave inside a second-order nonlinear medium. This interaction produces a third wave,
called the idler. This motivates the notation p, s and i for pump, signal, and idler. This process satisfies energy conservation
ωp = ωi +ωs, while also requiring momentum conservation, expressed by the phase-matching condition kp = ks + ki . We will
provide a walkthrough on how to obtain the transfer matrix of the DFG process. This matrix serves as the fundamental building
block for simulating systems with varying coefficients, where matrices with different coefficients can be stacked to represent the
overall system. The coupled differential equations for DFG are15

dAp

dz
=

2iω2
pdeff

kpc2 fpsi AsAie−i∆kz , (1a)

dAs

dz
=

2iω2
s deff

ksc2 fpsi ApA∗i ei∆kz , (1b)

dAi

dz
=

2iω2
i deff

kic2 fpsi ApA∗s ei∆kz , (1c)

where ω is the angular frequency, deff is the effective nonlinearity, k is the propagation constant, c the speed of light, fpsi is
the transverse modal field overlap, A is the amplitude of the electric field, z the spatial variable and ∆k = kp− ks− ki. We use
p, s, i to denote pump, signal, and idler. The effective nonlinear coefficient deff represents the projection of the second-order
susceptibility tensor χ(2) onto the polarization directions of the interacting waves, it depends on the crystal symmetry and on the
polarizations of the pump, signal, and idler fields. The modal overlap is defined as16

fpsi =

∫∫
F∗p (x,y)Fs(x,y)Fi(x,y)dxdy√(∫∫

|Fp(x,y)|2dxdy
)(∫∫

|Fs(x,y)|2dxdy
)(∫∫

|Fi(x,y)|2dxdy
) , (2)

where F(x,y) is the normalized transverse modal field.
Firstly, we analyze the example in which the pump laser is undepleted, dAp

dz = 0. That is, the electric field amplitude is constant
over z. The coupled differential equations become the following

dAs

dz
=

2iω2
s deff

ksc2 ĀpA∗i ei∆kz , (3a)

dAi

dz
=

2iω2
i deff

kic2 ĀpA∗s ei∆kz , (3b)

where now Āp is a constant. These differential equations can be solved analytically, allowing us to find the expression for the
amplitudes at position L+∆L in terms of those at position L

As(L+∆L) =

[
As(L)

(
coshg∆L− i∆k

2g
sinhg∆L

)
+

κ

g
A∗i (L)sinhg∆L

]
ei∆k∆L/2 , (4a)

Ai(L+∆L) =

[
Ai(L)

(
coshg∆L− i∆k

2g
sinhg∆L

)
+

κ

g
A∗s (L)sinhg∆L

]
ei∆k∆L/2 , (4b)

where

κ =
2iωiωsdeffĀp(L)√

kiksc2
(5)

and

g =
(
κκ
∗− (∆k/2)2)1/2

. (6)

In the TMM it is necessary to account for both the amplitude and phase of the electric field. To do this, we include the fast
propagation phase term. In a linear system, the electric field is written as, E(z) = A(z)eikz, and after propagating over a small
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distance the field becomes E(z+∆L) = E(z)eik∆L. The electric fields after propagating through the nonlinear region become

Es(L+∆L) =

[
Es(L)

(
coshg∆L− i∆k

2g
sinhg∆L

)
+

κ

g
E∗i (L)sinhg∆L

]
e∆k∆L/2eiks∆L (7a)

Ei(L+∆L) =

[
Ei(L)

(
coshg∆L− i∆k

2g
sinhg∆L

)
+

κ

g
E∗s (L)sinhg∆L

]
e∆k∆L/2eiki∆L (7b)

where now κ contains the pump electric field at position L

κ =
2iωiωsdeffEp(L)√

kiksc2
. (8)

FIG. 1: Schematic of nonlinear propagation single cell

To simulate any system, we need to include forward and backward propagating waves, annotated with a right upper arrow and
a left upper arrow respectively. To build the transfer matrix, we need to link the fields on the left

−→
E s(L),

←−
E s(L),

−→
E †

i (L),
←−
E †

i (L),
in terms of the fields on the right

−→
E s(L+∆L),

←−
E s(L+∆L),

−→
E †

i (L+∆L),
←−
E †

i (L+∆L), as shown in the schematic Fig.1. The steps to
obtain the transfer matrix are as follows, first we introduce the constants w f

11, w f
22, w f

21 and w f
12 to simplify the notation.

−→
E s(L+∆L) =

−→
E s(L)w f

11 +
−→
E ∗i (L)w f

12 , (9a)
−→
E i(L+∆L) =

−→
E i(L)w f

22 +
−→
E ∗s (L)w f

21 . (9b)

Secondly, we conjugate the idler equation and we find the left fields with respect to the right fields

−→
E s(L) =

−→
E s(L+∆L)

w f∗
22

w f∗
22w f

11−w f∗
21w f

12

+
−→
E ∗i (L+∆L)

−w f
12

w f∗
22w f

11−w f∗
21w f

12

, (10a)

−→
E ∗i (L) =

−→
E s(L+∆L)

−w f∗
21

w f∗
22w f

11−w f∗
21w f

12

+
−→
E ∗i (L+∆L)

w f
11

w f∗
22w f

11−w f∗
21w f

12

. (10b)

The final single cell nonlinear propagation transfer matrix is

PNL =


w f∗

22
w f

11w f∗
22−w f∗

21 w f
12

0 −w f
12

w f
11w f∗

22−w f∗
21 w f

12
0

0 wb
11 0 wb

12
−w f∗

21
w f

11w f∗
22−w f∗

21 w f
12

0 w f
11

w f
11w f∗

22−w f∗
21 w f

12
0

0 wb∗
21 0 wb∗

22

 , (11)

where the upper index f denotes the constants for the forward propagating wave and the upper index b denotes the constants
for the backward propagating wave. Since κ now depends on the pump electric field propagating in both directions, we define a
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separate variable for each direction

−→
κ =

2iωiωsdeff
−→
E p
(

L
)

√
kiksc2

, (12a)

←−
κ =

2iωiωsdeff
←−
E p
(

L+∆L
)

√
kiksc2

. (12b)

Consequently, we define the variable g for each propagation direction, as defined in Eq 6. The parameters in Eq. 11 are

w f
11 =

(
cosh−→g ∆L− i∆k

2−→g
sinh−→g ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (13a)

wb
11 =

(
cosh←−g ∆L− i∆k

2←−g
sinh←−g ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (13b)

w f
12 =

−→
κ

−→g
sinh(−→g ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (13c)

wb
12 =

←−
κ

←−g
sinh(←−g ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (13d)

w f
22 =

(
cosh−→g ∆L− i∆k

2−→g
sinh−→g ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (13e)

wb
22 =

(
cosh←−g ∆L− i∆k

2←−g
sinh←−g ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (13f)

w f
21 =

−→
κ

−→g
sinh(−→g ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (13g)

wb
21 =

←−
κ

←−g
sinh(←−g ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L . (13h)

(13i)

The fields on the left are now related by the fields on the right (of Fig. 1) by
−→
E s(L)
←−
E s(L)
−→
E ∗i (L)
←−
E ∗i (L)

= PNL


−→
E s(L+∆L)
←−
E s(L+∆L)
−→
E ∗i (L+∆L)
←−
E ∗i (L+∆L)

 . (14)

A. Difference-frequency generation

To validate the model, we first simulate propagation in a waveguide with and without phase-matching. Phase matching
describes the phase relation between the pump, signal, and idler, expressed as ∆k = kp−ki−ks. If ∆k = 0, we are phase matched
and the nonlinear generation is optimized. However, in most cases the phase matching condition is not met and one must rely on
Quasi-phase matching techniques. Quasi-phase matching is obtained by the periodic variation of the nonlinear coefficient and
modifies the phase mismatch such that

∆k = kp− ki− ks−2π/Λ , (15)

where Λ is the coherence length. Depending on the material properties, this 2π/Λ adds an additional phase, which allows one
to obtain ∆k = 0. To test the TMM method, we have built a stack of 150 matrices where each matrix represents the propagation
through 1 µm, for both cases (phase matched, quasi-phase matching). In the case of the quasi-phase matching the sign of deff is
flipped at every step when building the transfer matrix. Since this case has an analytical solution, we can confirm, as shown in
Fig. 2, that the results coincide perfectly with the analytical solution. In Fig. 2, the effect of phase matching is shown, with the
periodic waves corresponding to the coherence length.

B. Spontaneous parametric down-conversion

In this subsection, we compare our simulation results with the experimental results reported by Sørensen et al. in Optics
Express11. In Sørensen et al. paper, they propose a scattering matrix to simulate the amplitude of the electric fields inside a
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FIG. 2: TMM simulaton of DFG in straight waveguide with phase matching and quasi-phase matching, compared to the
analytical solution. The signal input fields is 1 V/m and the idler input field is 0 V/m and the pump field is 107 V/m.

Fabry-Pérot cavity11,17. Applying the TMM method leads to the same results, however, it has the advantage that propagation
phases are taken into account and that the fields are organized in a way that it allows stacking of multiple matrices and hence
being able to simulate more complex systems as nonlinear generation in a multi-layered media.

In their experiments, the system is composed of 10.15 µm of lithium niobate (LiNbO3)18 with air on one side and silicon (Si)
on the other. This system is the simplest form of a Fabry-Pérot cavity, with a low quality factor since the reflection coefficients
are low, rair−LiNbO3 = 0.36 and rLiNbO3−Si = 0.24 . The system is pumped at 788 nm and single photons are detected on both
sides. For this example, we define the transfer matrix of a partially reflective layer as

M =

1/ts rs/ts 0 0
rs/ts 1/ts 0 0

0 0 1/ti ri/ti
0 0 ri/ti 1/ti

 , (16)

where r and t are the Fresnel reflection and transmission coefficients. The transfer matrix describing this system is:
−→
E s(0)←−
E s(0)−→
E †

i (0)←−
E †

i (0)

= Mair−LiNbO3 PNL MLiNbO3−Si


−→
E s(L)←−
E s(L)−→
E †

i (L)←−
E †

i (L)

 . (17)

Using the TMM formulation of Eq. 31 has the advantage of inherently accounting for all the infinite reflections within the
resonant structure. Because this approach is applied to SPDC, it is essential that the method preserve the bosonic commutation
relations. To ensure this, we explicitly relate the classical fields in the TMM to the quantized field operators through the
identifications (

−→
E ∝

−→a eikz) and (
−→
E † ∝

−→a †e−ikz), where −→a is the annihilation operator for right-propagating modes and −→a † is
the creation operator for left-propagating modes. The analogous relations hold for the fields propagating to the left. We verify
this by re-expressing the transfer matrix in its scattering matrix form (from input to output). The total transfer matrix is reordered
so that the scattering matrix, U , links the fields going inside the cavity and the field going out of the cavity

−→
E s(L)←−
E s(0)−→
E †

i (L)←−
E †

i (0)

=U


−→
E s(0)←−
E s(L)−→
E †

i (0)←−
E †

i (L)

 . (18)

We then verify that matrix U , obtained with the TMM simulation, preserves the Bogoliubov canonical commutation condition
in the complex representation,

U ΣU† = Σ ,

with Σ =

(
I2 0
0 −I2

)
,

(19)
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where I2 is the 2× 2 identity matrix. Because U satisfies the Bogoliubov canonical commutation relation, it preserves the
bosonic algebra of creation and annihilation operators. This guaranties that the output field operators can be expressed as linear
combinations of the input operators via U , enabling the calculation of photon-emission probabilities directly from the elements
of the scattering matrix. The probability that two photons will be emitted forward is

P̃ff = ⟨vac|−→a †
s (L)
−→a †

i (L)
−→a i(L)−→a s(L)|vac⟩ . (20)

where |vac⟩ denotes the vacuum state and ⟨vac| its Hermitian conjugate. Then P̃ff can be calculated with the coefficients of the
U matrix:

P̃ff
∝ |U20|2 (|U00|2 + |U02|2 + |U03|2)+ |U21|2 (|U01|2 + |U02|2 + |U03|2)+2Re(U00 U21 U∗20 U∗01) . (21)

The probability of two photons being emitted backward is

P̃bb = ⟨vac|←−a †
s (0)
←−a †

i (0)
←−a i(0)←−a s(0)|vac⟩

∝ |U30|2 (|U10|2 + |U12|2 + |U13|2)+ |U31|2 (|U11|2 + |U12|2 + |U13|2)+2Re(U10 U31 U∗30 U∗11) ,
(22)

where the left-propagating operators are evaluated at z = 0, corresponding to their final boundary condition. The spectral
response of the P̃ff and P̃bb corresponds to the experimental results, as shown in Fig.3, where we can appreciate the influence
of interference and confinement in the Fabry-Pérot cavity. In these simulations, we have included a Gaussian filter following
the characteristics of the setup in Sørensen et al.11, and the results are in excellent agreement with their observations of the ratio
between forward and backward-propagating coincidences.
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FIG. 3: Fabry-Pérot TMM spectral results of the photon pairs in forward-forward emission (Eq. 21) and backward-backward
emission (Eq. 22).

C. Nonlinear Optical Effects Beyond Phase Matching

Recent progress in nanostructured optical materials, plasmonics, and metasurfaces has made it possible to realize nonlinear
optical processes without relying on phase matching19. These strategies confine light to extremely small volumes and pro-
duce strong resonant field enhancements, leading to non-linear efficiencies that are far higher than those of the bulk materials
themselves20. Fig. 4 shows a diagram of the additional electric fields that are taken into account when the phase matching is
small compared to the size of the structure. It can be seen that this time there is nonlinear generation in one direction for the
signal, while for the idler the direction is opposite. Similarly, the fields for the pump traveling to left can be plotted. This scheme
still satisfies the condition of energy conservation.

The coupled differential equations for cases (a)–(d) shown in Fig. 4, are shown respectively in Appendix B. The single cell
nonlinear propagation matrix is

−→
E s(L)
←−
E s(L)
−→
E †

i (L)
←−
E †

i (L)

=


w f∗

11 0 −w f
12 −w f

14−wb
14

0 wb
11 wb

13 +w f
13 wb

12
−w f∗

21 −wb∗
31−w f∗

31 w f
22 0

w f∗
41 +wb∗

41 wb∗
21 0 wb∗

22



−→
E s(L+∆L)
←−
E s(L+∆L)
−→
E †

i (L+∆L)
←−
E †

i (L+∆L)

 , (23)
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FIG. 4: Schematic of the electric field nonlinear generation for counter-propagating idler and signal.

where we have used an approximation that is valid when the simulation step is much smaller than the coherence length (Λ in
Eq. 15). Eq. 23 is obtained by solving 6 ODEs with our assumptions (undepleted pump, small length). The coefficients in Eq. 23
are

w f
11 = eiks∆L , (24a)

wb
11 = eiks∆L , (24b)

w f
22 = eiki∆L , (24c)

wb
22 = eiki∆L , (24d)

w f
13 =−

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
−→
E p(L)∆Lsinc(∆k′′∆L/2)e−i∆k′′∆L/2eiks∆L , (24e)

w f
31 =

2iω2
i deff

kic2
−→
E p(L)∆Lsinc(∆k′′∆L/2)ei∆k′′∆L/2eiki∆L , (24f)

w f
14 =

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
−→
E p(L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)ei∆k′∆L/2eiks∆L , (24g)

w f
41 =−

2iω2
i deff

kic2
−→
E p(L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)e−i∆k′∆L/2eiki∆L , (24h)

wb
13 =

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
←−
E p(L+∆L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)ei∆k′∆L/2eiks∆L , (24i)

wb
31 =−

2iω2
i deff

kic2
←−
E p(L+∆L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)e−i∆k′∆L/2eiki∆L , (24j)

wb
14 =−

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
←−
E p(L+∆L)∆Lsinc(∆k′′∆L/2)e−i∆k′′∆L/2eiks∆L , (24k)

wb
41 =

2iω2
i deff

kic2
←−
E p(L+∆L)∆Lsinc(∆k′′∆L/2)ei∆k′′∆L/2eiki∆L . (24l)

where ∆k′ = kp + ki− ks and ∆k′′ = kp− ki + ks are the phase mismatches for the new processes. The derivations on how to
obtain the coefficients are shown in Appendix B. These phase-matching conditions are more stringent because the coherence
length is shorter. Nevertheless, in nanostructured resonant devices with dimensions below the coherence length, phase-matching
effects become negligible.

Now that we have derived the transfer matrix, we replicate the experimental results reported by A. P. Amores et al. in Physical
Review A13. The system is composed of a periodically poled Rb-KTiOPO4 crystal, where SPDC generates signal and idler
photons in opposite directions at 1.596 µm, pumped at 798 nm. The probability of a signal photon emitted forward and the idler
backward, can be written in terms of the elements of the scattering matrix as11

P̃fb = ⟨vac|−→a †
s (L)
←−a †

i (0)
←−a i(0)−→a s(L)|vac⟩

∝ |U30|2 (|U00|2 + |U02|2 + |U13|2)+ |U31|2 (|U02|2 + |U01|2 + |U03|2)+2Re(U30 U01 U∗00 U∗31) . (25)

In this case the signal and idler are at the same frequency, so P̃fb = P̃bf.
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As shown in Fig. 5 (a), for a periodic poling made for the counter propagating waves, the forward-backward emission in-
creases, contrary to the forward-forward which oscillates around zero. These results are obtained with a crystal whose poling
period is specifically engineered to achieve quasi-phase matching for the counter-propagating waves, and this behavior is also
confirmed experimentally13. The backward-backward emission is zero since the pump is moving in the forward direction. Fig. 5
(b) shows the spectral response, which, as expected, follows a sinc-like function.
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FIG. 5: (a) Coincidence rate at different lengths of the crystal. (b) Spectral response for the forward-forward emitted
probability, backward-backward emitted probability and forward-backward emitted probability, for a crystal length of 1 mm.

D. Four-Wave Mixing

In this section we study the Four-Wave Mixing (FWM) process where two identical photons generate signal and idler photons,
satisfying energy conservation: 2ωp = ωi +ωs, while also requiring momentum conservation, expressed by the phase-matching
condition 2kp = ks + ki. This process is behind many modern photonics applications, such as frequency comb generation21,
supercontinuum generation22, quantum photon-pair generation23, among others. The FWM equation of motion24 are

dAp

dz
=

2in2ωp

c
fpsi A∗pAsAie−i∆kz , (26a)

dAs

dz
=

2in2ωs

c
fpsi A2

pA∗i ei∆kz , (26b)

dAi

dz
=

2in2ωi

c
fpsi A2

pA∗s ei∆kz , (26c)

where this time ∆k = 2kp− ks− ki, n2 is the nonlinear-index coefficient and fpsi is the overlap integral25 defined as

fpsi =

∫∫ [
F∗p (x,y)

]2 Fs(x,y)Fi(x,y)dxdy√(∫∫
|Fp(x,y)|2dxdy

)2(∫∫
|Fs(x,y)|2dxdy

)(∫∫
|Fi(x,y)|2dxdy

) , (27)

where F(x,y) are the transverse modal fields. The equations of motion are very similar to those of DFG, the only differences are
the constant coefficients, the phase mismatch, and the fact that the pump amplitude is squared. Assuming the undepleted pump
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approximation, the nonlinear propagation transfer matrix is of the same form as Eq. 11 , where now the matrix coefficients are

w f
11 =

(
cosh−→gs ∆L− i∆k

2−→gs
sinh−→gs ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (28a)

w f
12 =

−→
κs
−→gs

sinh(−→gs ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (28b)

w f
22 =

(
cosh−→gi ∆L− i∆k

2−→gi
sinh−→gi ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (28c)

w f
21 =

−→
κi
−→gi

sinh(−→gi ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (28d)

wb
11 =

(
cosh←−gs ∆L− i∆k

2←−gs
sinh←−gs ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (28e)

wb
12 =

←−
κs
←−gs

sinh(←−gs ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiks∆L , (28f)

wb
22 =

(
cosh←−gi ∆L− i∆k

2←−gi
sinh←−gi ∆L

)
ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L , (28g)

wb
21 =

←−
κi
←−gi

sinh(←−gi ∆L)ei∆k∆L/2eiki∆L . (28h)

with

−→
κ j =

2in2ω j fpsi

k jc2
−→
E 2

p(L) , (29a)

←−
κ j =

2in2ω j fpsi

k jc2
←−
E 2

p(L+∆L) , (29b)

where j ∈ {p,s, i} labels the pump, signal and idler, and

−→g j =
√
−→
κ j
−→
κ j∗− (∆k/2)2 , (30a)

←−g j =
√
←−
κ j
←−
κ j∗− (∆k/2)2 . (30b)

To validate the model, we compare our simulation results with the experimental data reported by Xie et al.12. The system
consists of a Fabry–Pérot cavity formed by Bragg reflectors in a silicon nitride thin film. Figure 6 shows the spectral transmission
of the Farby-Pérot cavity. Moreover, using Eq. A2 depicted in Appendix A, we calculate the pump field intensity at every point
of the Bragg reflectors. To build the transfer matrix for this system, we concatenate a nonlinear propagation matrix with a mirror
transfer matrix, so that the Bragg reflectors are also considered for the signal and idler. The transfer matrix describing this system
is:

−→
E s(0)←−
E s(0)−→
E †

i (0)←−
E †

i (0)

=

(
N

∏
m=1

PNL(ΛBG)M12 PNL(ΛBG)M21

)
PNL(Lcavity)

(
N

∏
m=1

PNL(ΛBG)M12 PNL(ΛBG)M21

)
−→
E s(4NΛBG+Lcavity)←−
E s(4NΛBG+Lcavity)−→
E †

i (4NΛBG+Lcavity)←−
E †

i (4NΛBG+Lcavity)

 .

(31)

where Lcavity is the cavity length, ΛBG is half of the grating period, N is the total number of gratings for each Bragg reflector,
and M12 and M21 are the transfer matrices describing propagation from medium 1 to medium 2 and from medium 2 to medium
1, respectively, for each grating period. In total a stack of 3200 matrices is used. The cavity is pumped at the central peak
(1.5865 µm), a second laser, at 1.5885 µm, provides the signal. At 1.5855 µm, FWM nonlinear generation is observed. The
simulations in Fig. 6 closely reproduce the experimental data.

In addition, the transfer matrix of the entire system can be applied to calculate Spontaneous-FWM (SFWM). SFWM is widely
used in integrated quantum photonics for heralded single-photon sources for applications in optical quantum computers26,27. The
probability of two photons being emitted forward or backward, or one forward and the other one backward, can be calculated
from the coefficients of the transfer matrix. Those equations are the same as for the SPDC process: Eq.21, Eq.22 and Eq.25.
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FIG. 6: (a) Spectral thansmission of the Fabry-Pérot cavity. (b) Idler generation from stimulated FMW. Pump central frequency
is at 1.5865 µm

III. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have shown that the TMM method yields the same results as the analytical solution of the differential
coupled equations. We demonstrated that the TMM method can be applied to the SPDC process and that the transfer matrix
is directly related to the photon-pair generation rate. The TMM method also corroborates the experimental results of SPDC
obtained in Fabry–Pérot narrow cavities. We show that the TMM method is also applicable in FWM, replicating results in a
Fabry-Pérot cavity made with Bragg Reflectors and its potential for SFWM. Additionally, we have extended the transfer matrix to
include counter propagating fields. This method enables the simulation of new single-photon sources, the modeling of complex
cavities, and, more generally, the simulation of structures where any parameter in the differential equations may vary (e.g.,
electric field amplitude, transverse modal field distribution, linear and nonlinear susceptibility). This constitutes a powerful tool
that could be integrated into existing numerical frameworks. The TMM applied to nonlinear optics will support the progress in
quantum photonic device design and classical nonlinear optics.
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Appendix A: Field Distribution via the TMM Method

FIG. 7: Diagram of the electric fields

In this appendix, we show how to obtain the electric fields inside a Fabry-Pérot cavity in terms of the fields on the left and
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right. Introducing transfer matrices N and M , we define(−→
E (0)
←−
E (0)

)
=N

(−→
E (z)
←−
E (z)

)
,

(−→
E (z)
←−
E (z)

)
=M

(−→
E (L)
←−
E (L)

)
. (A1)

The forward and backward propagating electric fields can then be calculated at any point inside the cavity,
−→
E (z) and

←−
E (z), with

respect to the known input fields
−→
E (0) and

←−
E (L):

−→
E (z) =

M0,0

(NM)0,0

−→
E (0)−

M0,0 (NM)0,1

(NM)0,0

←−
E (L)+M0,1

←−
E (L) ,

←−
E (z) =

M1,0

(NM)0,0

−→
E (0)−

M1,0 (NM)0,1

(NM)0,0

←−
E (L)+M1,1

←−
E (L) .

(A2)

Appendix B: Derivation of the Nonlinear Transfer Matrix coefficients for the counter-propagating signal and idler

In this appendix, we show how to derive the TMM coefficients for the case shown in Fig. 4a. Under the undepleted pump
approximation, the coupled differential equations for the left-propagating idler, and the right-propagating signal and pump, are:

d
−→
A s

dz
=

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
−→
A p
←−
A ∗i ei∆k′z ,

d
←−
A i

dz
=−2iω2

i deff

kic2
−→
A p
−→
A ∗s ei∆k′z ,

(B1)

where ∆k′ = kp + ki− ks. For small steps and to first order, we can approximate the solution by integrating, the electric fields
become

−→
E s(L+∆L) =

2ω2
s deff

ksc2
−→
E p(L)

←−
E ∗i (L)

ei∆k′∆L−1
∆k′

eiks∆L ,

←−
E i(L) =− 2ω2

i deff

kic2
−→
E p(L+∆L)

−→
E ∗s (L+∆L)

e−i∆k′∆L−1
∆k′

eiki∆L .

(B2)

The transfer matrix coefficients are extracted from Eq. B2

w f
14 =

2iω2
s deff

ksc2
−→
E p(L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)ei∆k′∆L/2eiks∆L , (B3)

w f
41 =−

2iω2
i deff

kic2
−→
E p(L+∆L)∆Lsinc(∆k′∆L/2)e−i∆k′∆L/2eiki∆L . (B4)

The coefficients for the other propagation processes (Fig. 4b-d) can be derived using the same methodology.
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