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Uncertainty relations are fundamental to quantum mechanics, encoding limits on the simultaneous
measurement of conjugate observables. Violations of joint uncertainty bounds can certify entanglement—a
resource critical for quantum information protocols and increasingly relevant in strong-field physics. Here,
we investigate the pairwise time-delay and frequency-bandwidth uncertainties for arbitrary multimode
quantum states of light, deriving a general lower bound for their joint product. We find that the nonclassical
correction scales inversely with the average photon number, a behavior rooted in the so-called “monogamy
of entanglement”. These results clarify the intensity scaling of quantum advantages in nonclassical light
states and highlight the interplay between entanglement and photon statistics.

Nearly a century ago, Heisenberg published his funda-
mental work on the uncertainty principle [1]. Originally
formulated for the position and momentum of a single parti-
cle, it has since been shown to apply to many other systems
and pairs of conjugate observables. Its time-frequency coun-
terpart, the Gabor limit ∆t∆ω ≥ 1/2 [2], is a general
property of waves—quantum mechanical or not—which
describes how their simultaneous localization in time (du-
ration) and frequency (bandwidth) is fundamentally con-
strained. For a two-particle state, one can define the un-
certainty in the time delay τ = t1 − t2 and in the sum
of frequencies Ω = ω1 + ω2. The Mancini separability
criterion [3, 4] states that a violation of the joint uncer-
tainty bound ∆τ∆Ω ≥ 1 (henceforth denoted the “clas-
sical bound”) is a direct consequence of the presence of
quantum correlations between the particles. As such, the
product goes to zero when they are maximally entangled.
While widely used to certify photonic entanglement, gener-
alizing this criterion to fully characterize multiphoton states
is nontrivial: even for three photons, a set of more complex
inequalities is required [5, 6].

On the other hand, tremendous advancements have been
made during the last decades in testing the limits of quantum
theory. In the case of strong-field physics, most phenomena
are well described semiclassically, treating light as a clas-
sical field [7–9]. However, recent work has revisited this
assumption, exploring the quantum state of light in intense
interactions and revealing nonclassical effects both theoret-
ically [10–16] and experimentally [17–20]. Moreover, the
development of bright squeezed vacuum (BSV) sources [21–
23] has enabled applications in strong-field physics, where
such states can drive highly nonlinear processes [24–30].
These advances push the frontiers of macroscopic quantum
mechanics, paving the way towards novel quantum technolo-
gies and raising fundamental questions about ultrashort laser
pulses [14, 31, 32]. Previous experimental works have suc-
cessfully proved the resolution advantage of biphotons (en-
tangled photon pairs) in the high-gain regimes of four-wave

mixing [33] and spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) [34]. In the case of spatio-temporal correlations
created in high-gain SPDC, the biphotonic wavefunction is
modeled to describe the so-called “X-entanglement” present
in macroscopic twin beams [35–37] and measurements of
the coherent contribution of entangled photon pairs were
possible through sum-frequency generation.

In this work, we investigate a generalization of the time-
frequency uncertainty relation to answer a fundamental
question: can intense quantum light have a general time-
frequency resolution advantage over classical fields? It is
well-known that no such advantage exists for the overall
duration ∆t and frequency bandwidth ∆ω of a pulse, as
these are single-particle observables for which the Gabor
limit is valid [38, 39]. In contrast, up to now no general
bound for the joint uncertainty product ∆τ∆Ω for arbitrary
photon states has been reported. For two-photon states, it
is clear that the classical bound ∆τ∆Ω ≥ 1 can be vio-
lated as a consequence of quantum correlations, but it is not
known how this extends to states with a higher number of
photons—for which the observables ∆τ and ∆Ω include
the contribution of all photon pair permutations in the state.
We here show that the Mancini criterion still applies for
such a generalization of the uncertainty product and derive
a general bound for nonclassical states, given in simplified
form by

∆τ∆Ω ≥
√
1− 2

⟨n⟩
, (1)

where ⟨n⟩ is the average number of photons in the field.
This expression is a simplification of a more general result
given below, and is valid when ⟨n⟩ ≥ 2 and the two-photon
component of the quantum state is negligible compared to
the average number of photon pairs, as holds for intense
pulses. This new bound clearly shows that although a quan-
tum advantage in the two-photon delay-energy uncertainty
is possible, it becomes increasingly small as the intensity
increases due to the inverse proportionality to the average
number of photons.
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Previous works have demonstrated improved time-
frequency resolution in intense pulses [34, 40, 41], but
these relied on measurements sensitive only to the “coher-
ent” biphoton contribution in BSV from SPDC—effectively
selecting photons produced as entangled pairs. In generic
measurements where all photon pairs contribute, the global
joint uncertainty ∆τ∆Ω is the relevant quantity, determin-
ing, e.g., the total-energy and relative-temporal resolution
in two-photon double ionization [42–47].

First, let us provide some intuition of the classical bound
∆τ∆Ω ≥ 1. Since photons in classical fields are statisti-
cally independent, the uncertainty in the time delay ∆τ be-
tween them is directly determined by the pulse duration (i.e.,
uncertainty in arrival time) ∆t, and given by ∆τ 2 = 2∆t2.
Thus the only way to change the average delay between
photons in classical electromagnetic fields is by changing
the duration of the pulse itself. Similarly, the uncertainty in
the sum of frequencies ∆Ω is determined by the combined
uncertainties of each photon, and given by ∆Ω2 = 2∆ω2.
The joint uncertainty product ∆τ∆Ω = 2∆t∆ω is thus
bounded by the Gabor limit. This means that, for classical
fields, the only way to reduce the uncertainty in the time
delay between photons is by increasing the bandwidth of the
pulse, and vice versa. This implies that in any process that
depends on both the delay and the total energy of all pairs
of photons, such as two-photon double ionization, there is
a trade-off between temporal and spectral resolution. In
such processes, controlling the time delay can be used to
control and investigate electron correlations, but the loss of
energy resolution prevents a complete characterization of
the process for small delays [42–47].

In order to extend this analysis to nonclassical fields, we
first obtain an n-dependent lower bound for pure quantum
states of light within a subspace of fixed photon number n.
We then generalize this bound to arbitrary (pure or mixed)
states containing contributions with different numbers of
photons, with a result that for large average photon number
⟨n⟩ simplifies to Eq. (1).

We start by considering the joint uncertainty product of
pure states within a fixed n-photon subspace, ∆τn∆Ωn,
measured at the same point in space. We do not impose any
restriction on the kind of correlations present in the state or
the type of state, but consider the most general case of an
arbitrary multimode state of n photons. The variances of
the time delay and sum of frequencies can then be expressed
as (see Appendix A for details)

∆τ 2n
2∆t2n

= 1−
∫∫

dtdt′
〈
â†(t)â†(t′)â(t′)â(t)

〉
tt′

(n− 1)
∫
dt ⟨â†(t)â(t)⟩ t2

, (2)

∆Ω2
n

2∆ω2
n

= 1 +

∫∫
dtdt′

〈
∂tâ

†(t)â†(t′)∂t′ â(t
′)â(t)

〉
(n− 1)

∫
dt ⟨∂tâ†(t)∂tâ(t)⟩

,

(3)

where â(t) and â†(t) are continuous-mode annihilation
and creation operators of the EM field and the expres-
sions are given in the frame of reference of the pulse where
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FIG. 1. Minimum uncertainty values of the joint time-bandwidth
uncertainty product calculated with the uncertainty Hamiltonian
method [48] for states with n ∈ [2, 5] photons and Hermite-Gauss
mode expansions with m ∈ [2, 15] modes. Dashed lines corre-
spond to fits up to 6th order in m−1, with R

(∞)
n the estimated

value for infinite basis set size.

⟨t⟩ = ⟨ω⟩ = 0. Notice that, if the state is separable, the
second-order correlation functions in the second terms of
Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) factorize over t and t′. Then, the double
integrals become proportional to ⟨t⟩2 and ⟨ω⟩2, respectively,
which are identically zero by construction, and the classical
limit is recovered. This implies that any possible quantum
advantage arises purely from entanglement, i.e., nonsepa-
rability of the state. Therefore, the Mancini criterion still
certifies entanglement, though for n > 2 it is not sufficient
to fully characterize the specific type of entanglement.

Although this analysis is instructive, it does not provide
direct information on the lower bound of the joint uncer-
tainty product. Since deriving a general bound analytically
is not trivial, we obtain this bound numerically by minimiz-
ing an appropriately chosen “uncertainty Hamiltonian” [48]
(see Appendix B for details). To do so, we expand the field
operators in temporal Hermite-Gauss modes and calculate
the minimum uncertainty product R(m)

n = ∆τ 2n∆Ω2
n for

an n-photon state and a basis set size of m modes, with
results shown in Fig. 1. We then obtain an estimate for the
converged infinite-basis-size limit m → ∞ by fitting the
numerical results to an asymptotic expansion up to sixth
order in m−1, i.e., R(m)

n ≈ R(∞)
n +

∑6
i=1 aim

−i. Here, ai
are constants and R(∞)

n ≈ Rn is the estimated minimum
uncertainty product for the n-photon state when using an
infinite (exact) expansion. It can be seen that these estimates
follow, up to a very good numerical approximation, the law

∆τ 2n∆Ω2
n ≥ 1− 2

n
. (4)

While we are not aware of an analytical proof for arbitrary
states, we note that this limit can be obtained analytically for
states with joint temporal amplitudes ϕn(t) of the exchange-
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symmetric multivariate Gaussian form

|ϕn(t)|2 = Ane
− γ2

n

(
n∑

i=1

ti

)2

− δ2

n

∑
i<j

(ti−tj)
2

, (5)

where An is a normalization constant and γ and δ are pos-
itive real parameters whose ratio defines the kind of cor-
relation present in the state. For n = 2, this distribution
has been used to model colinear type-II SPDC, in which γ
represents the pump bandwidth and δ is the inverse of the
so-called “entanglement time” between photons [49, 50].
The uncertainty product for such states has the closed form
∆τ 2n∆Ω2

n = 1− 2
n
(1− γ2

δ2
). For γ = δ, the state is separa-

ble and the classical bound is obtained as expected. When
γ < δ (corresponding to positive temporal correlation), the
uncertainty product goes below the classical bound, which,
again, is a clear indicator of nonclassicality. Moreover, as
γ/δ → 0, the uncertainty product reaches the minimum
possible for this kind of state, which coincides exactly with
Eq. (4). We also note that this statement does not depend
on the shape of the overall temporal envelope (given by the
first exponential term in Eq. (5)), as any function converging
to a constant as a function of (

∑
i ti)

2 will yield the same
limiting value.

We next provide a theoretical argument that suggests that
densities of the form of Eq. (5) indeed provide the minimum-
uncertainty states. Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
to the uncertainty product in the photon-number subspace
expressed in terms of the joint temporal amplitude gives

∆τ 2n∆Ω2
n ≥

∣∣∣∣∫ dnt (ti−tj)ϕ∗
n(t)(∂ti+∂tj )ϕn(t)

∣∣∣∣2 (6)

where i and j are any two distinct indices in {1, . . . , n}.
Due to bosonic symmetry, ϕn(t) is symmetric under ex-
change of any two indices, such that the integrand is an-
tisymmetric under exchange of i and j, and the integral
evaluates to zero. This would imply that the uncertainty
product can be made arbitrarily small. However, for equal-
ity in the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to be achieved, the
functions must be linearly dependent, which here implies
(∂ti + ∂tj )ϕn(t) ∝ (ti − tj)ϕn(t). Due to the bosonic
exchange symmetry, derivation with respect to one index
must give a result that is symmetric in all other indices, such
that this can only be fulfilled for n = 2, specifically when
∂t1ϕ2(t) ∝ (t2− t1)ϕ2(t), such that the sum of derivatives
is zero. Extending this condition to n ≥ 3 while enforcing
bosonic symmetry implies

∂tiϕn(t) ∝
n∑

k ̸=i

(tk − ti)ϕn(t), (7)

and it is easy to see that the general solution are Gaussian
wavefunctions whose squares are the densities of Eq. (5) for
γ = 0, giving the bound of Eq. (4).

This argument, supported by our numerical results, pro-
vides strong evidence that the lower bound for the uncer-
tainty product for pure states with a given photon number

is indeed given by Eq. (4). This lower bound can also be
related to the well-established concept of monogamy of
entanglement [51–53], since as discussed before, deviation
from the classical value of the joint uncertainty is solely due
to time-energy entanglement. This concept establishes that
if a degree of freedom—in the present case, the arrival time
of a photon, or its detected frequency—is maximally en-
tangled with another one, then it cannot be simultaneously
maximally entangled also with a third one. For a two-photon
state, there is only bipartite entanglement, which is not lim-
ited, thus the uncertainty relation can go to zero. For states
with a higher number of photons to reproduce this limit,
all pairs of photons should exhibit maximum mutual en-
tanglement, since the observables are sensitive to all pairs
of photons. However, the monogamy principle limits how
much quantum correlation can be shared between all par-
ticles, and in turn how correlated each pair can be. Note
that although our derivation of Eq. (7) relies on the fact
that all the photons in the field are indistinguishable, the
conceptual arguments given above are also applicable to
indistinguishable particles.

We now generalize our result to arbitrary (mixed or pure)
states containing contributions with different photon num-
bers. The observables ∆τ and ∆Ω are diagonal in the
photon number n, such that the contribution of each photon-
number subspace to each observable is independent, and
coherences between different photon-number subspaces do
not matter. For an arbitrary quantum state described by
density matrix ρ̂, we then get

E(ρ̂) =
⟨n(n− 1)E(ρ̂n)⟩

⟨n(n− 1)⟩
, (8)

where E is either ∆τ 2 or ∆Ω2, and we used the brackets to
denote the statistical average over the photon-number distri-
bution ⟨x⟩ =

∑
n pnxn. Here, pn is the probability of mea-

suring n photons, with
∑

n pn = 1 and mean photon num-
ber ⟨n⟩ =

∑
n pnn, and ρ̂n is the normalized density matrix

in the n-photon subspace. The factors n(n − 1) give the
number of pairs of photons in each subspace, and appear be-
cause we are considering two-photon observables. We can
further expand ρ̂n =

∑
i pni |ϕni⟩ ⟨ϕni|, where |ϕni⟩ are

(normalized) pure states in the n-photon subspace and pni
are their corresponding probabilities, such that

∑
i pni = 1.

In terms of these states, we have E(ρ̂n) =
∑

i pniE(|ϕni⟩)
(since n is constant, the factor for number of pairs cancels
away). For each pure state |ϕni⟩, the uncertainty product
is bounded by Eq. (4), i.e., ∆τ 2ni∆Ω2

ni ≥ 1 − 2
n

. Using
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is then straightforward to
show that ∆τ 2n∆Ω2

n ≥ 1− 2
n

.

Now considering the full state, a lower bound for the joint
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uncertainty product can be obtained as

∆τ∆Ω =

√
⟨n(n− 1)∆τ 2n⟩
⟨n(n− 1)⟩

⟨n(n− 1)∆Ω2
n⟩

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

≥ ⟨n(n− 1)∆τn∆Ωn⟩
⟨n(n− 1)⟩

≥

〈
n(n− 1)

√
1− 2

n

〉
⟨n(n− 1)⟩

≥
√
1− 2

1− p0 − p1 − p2
⟨n⟩ − p1 − 2p2

(
1− 2p2

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

)
(9)

where p0, p1 and p2 are the probabilities of measuring the
state with zero, one and two photons, respectively. Here, we
used first the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then Jensen’s
inequality in its probabilistic form. If, for simplicity and
given that we are interested in understanding intensity scal-
ing, the two-photon state is assumed to have negligible
probability in comparison to the average number of pairs
⟨n(n− 1)⟩ /2, after some further simplifications (see Ap-
pendix C) for ⟨n⟩ ≥ 2 we are left with Eq. (1). Then, it is
clear from Eq. (9) that the joint time-frequency resolution
advantage provided by entanglement is, in general, indeed
inversely proportional to the mean photon-number to lead-
ing order. For pulses of high intensity with ⟨n⟩ ≫ 1, no
matter the form that such nonclassical correlations take, the
joint uncertainty is thus governed by the classical bound
∆τ∆Ω ≥ 1. Also note from the second line of Eq. (9)
that any state composed of separable photon-number states
immediately reduces to the classical bound, regardless of
intensity.

The physical interpretation of the loss of advantage in
the general cases of superpositions and mixed states is sim-
ilar to the one usually given for the recovery of classical
two-photon absorption rates for BSV [27, 54–60]. As the
intensity increases, the observables are dominated by pairs
of uncorrelated photons (incoherent contribution) rather
than correlated ones (coherent contribution). This effect
is illustrated in Fig. 2(a) for a superposition of two- and
three-photon states, in which there are a total of 4 correlated
pairs compared to 6 uncorrelated ones. Moreover, for a
superposition of photon-number states ranging from 2 to
n totally entangled photons, it is easy to calculate that the
total amount of correlated pairs grows as n3, while that of
uncorrelated pairs as n4. As such, the ratio of correlated to
uncorrelated photon pairs is of the order n−1, the same scal-
ing we derived for the nonclassical correction to the joint
time-bandwidth uncertainty relation. As a concrete example
of an experimentally available state, we study BSV, which is
composed of even bi-separable entangled photon states. Us-
ing a colinear version of the SPDC model described in [57],
we calculate the minima of the joint uncertainty product
∆τ 2∆Ω2 over the space of squeezing parameters as a func-
tion of the mean photon-number. As shown in Fig. 2(b),
we find that BSV indeed violates the classical bound, with
∆τ 2∆Ω2 ≈ 1 − 0.18

⟨n⟩ for ⟨n⟩ ≫ 1. The deviation thus

Total bipartite

entanglement

Uncorrelated

pairs

Total tripartite

entanglement
(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. Scaling analysis. (a) Representation of a superposition
of two- and three-photon states highlighting the fact that there
are overall more uncorrelated than correlated pairs even when
each state is individually totally entangled. (b) Negative of the
nonclassical correction to the joint time-frequency uncertainty
product for the minima of the BSV, with a linear asymptotic fit
log (1−∆τ2∆Ω2) = log c− k log ⟨n⟩ (k ≈ 1, c ≈ 0.18) and the
general nonclassical bound of Eq. (1) for comparison.

scales with the minimal order (⟨n⟩−1) predicted by Eq. (1),
however, with a much smaller prefactor of 0.18 instead of 2,
such that the time-frequency resolution advantage provided
by BSV does not saturate the nonclassical bound.

Conclusion—In summary, we showed that while clas-
sical and coherent fields are fundamentally limited in the
simultaneous resolution of average time delay and band-
width, nonclassical features in the field can break this limit
beyond states composed of biphotons. We demonstrated a
new general lower bound for the joint time-frequency un-
certainty product. The correction to the classical bound was
shown to be due to the temporal/spectral nonseparability
of light states and, moreover, is shown to be negative, i.e.,
improve the resolution beyond the classical limit when pho-
ton arrival times are positively correlated, as expected. For
states with a fixed photon number in particular, we provided
numerical evidence for the minimum bound and theoret-
ical arguments for the n-photon density that defines the
minimum-uncertainty states saturating the bound. In these
states, the entanglement is equally distributed between all
photons, which is a direct consequence of their bosonic sym-
metry. Finally, we generalized our results to arbitrary pure



5

and mixed states with contributions from different photon
numbers, showing that the possible quantum advantage in
the joint uncertainty product decreases inversely with the av-
erage photon number. Our findings provide insights on the
possible time-frequency resolution advantage of quantum
light in multi-photon processes. This advantage is found to
quickly disappear for intense light with a large mean photon
number, a fact that can be understood intuitively through the
monogamy property of entanglement. Since the observed
bound depends on the average photon number, this implies
that for a given desired average field intensity (which is
what effectively determines the rate of n-photon processes),
the possible quantum advantage can be increased by us-
ing modes with smaller effective mode volumes, such as
provided by nanophotonic structures [61–63].
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E. Pisanty, J. Rivera-Dean, P. Stammer, M. F. Ciappina,
M. Lewenstein, and P. Tzallas, Strong–laser–field physics,
non–classical light states and quantum information science,
Rep. Prog. Phys. 86, 094401 (2023).

[32] L. Cruz-Rodriguez, D. Dey, A. Freibert, and P. Stammer,
Quantum phenomena in attosecond science, Nat. Rev. Phys.
6, 691 (2024).

[33] A. Kumar, G. Nirala, and A. M. Marino, Einstein–Podolsky–
Rosen paradox with position–momentum entangled macro-
scopic twin beams, Quantum Sci. Technol. 6, 045016 (2021).

[34] P. Cutipa and M. V. Chekhova, Bright squeezed vacuum for
two-photon spectroscopy: Simultaneously high resolution in
time and frequency, space and wavevector, Opt. Lett. 47, 465
(2022).

[35] E. Brambilla, L. Caspani, L. A. Lugiato, and A. Gatti,
Spatiotemporal structure of biphoton entanglement in type-
II parametric down-conversion, Phys. Rev. A 82, 013835
(2010).

[36] E. Brambilla, O. Jedrkiewicz, L. A. Lugiato, and A. Gatti,
Disclosing the spatiotemporal structure of parametric down-
conversion entanglement through frequency up-conversion,
Phys. Rev. A 85, 063834 (2012).

[37] P. R. Sharapova, G. Frascella, M. Riabinin, A. M. Pérez,
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M. Kübel, Coincidence measurement of two-photon dou-
ble ionization of argon through an autoionizing resonance,
Phys. Rev. Res. 7, L032030 (2025).

[48] T. Opatrny, Number-phase uncertainty relations, J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen. 28, 6961 (1995).

[49] W. P. Grice and I. A. Walmsley, Spectral information and dis-
tinguishability in type-II down-conversion with a broadband
pump, Phys. Rev. A 56, 1627 (1997).

[50] L. La Volpe, S. De, M. Kolobov, V. Parigi, C. Fabre, N. Treps,
and D. Horoshko, Spatiotemporal Entanglement in a Non-
collinear Optical Parametric Amplifier, Phys. Rev. Appl. 15,
024016 (2021).

[51] V. Coffman, J. Kundu, and W. K. Wootters, Distributed en-
tanglement, Phys. Rev. A 61, 052306 (2000).

[52] G. Adesso and F. Illuminati, Entanglement sharing: From
qubits to gaussian states, Int. J. Quantum Inform. 04, 383
(2006).

[53] G. Adesso and F. Illuminati, Continuous variable tangle,
monogamy inequality, and entanglement sharing in Gaussian
states of continuous variable systems, New J. Phys. 8, 15
(2006).

[54] J. Gea-Banacloche, Two-photon absorption of nonclassical
light, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 1603 (1989).

[55] B. Dayan, A. Pe’er, A. A. Friesem, and Y. Silberberg, Non-
linear Interactions with an Ultrahigh Flux of Broadband
Entangled Photons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 043602 (2005).

[56] D.-I. Lee and T. Goodson, Entangled Photon Absorption
in an Organic Porphyrin Dendrimer, J. Phys. Chem. B 110,
25582 (2006).

[57] F. Schlawin, Two-photon absorption cross sections of pulsed
entangled beams, J. Chem. Phys. 160, 144117 (2024).

[58] M. G. Raymer, T. Landes, M. Allgaier, S. Merkouche, B. J.
Smith, and A. H. Marcus, How large is the quantum enhance-
ment of two-photon absorption by time-frequency entangle-
ment of photon pairs?, Optica 8, 757 (2021).

[59] A. Gatti, M. Clerici, and L. Caspani, Enhancing upconversion

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-023-02127-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-024-02659-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-024-02659-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.123202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.123202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PHYSREVA.97.053413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PHYSREVA.97.053413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PHYSREVA.99.063419
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-025-01673-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2502.09427
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/acea31
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-024-00769-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-024-00769-2
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/ac1b69
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.448352
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.448352
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.013835
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.013835
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.063834
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.013371
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-009-3051-3_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-009-3051-3_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-45846-8_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/3-540-45846-8_3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.023005
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.8b00173
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.8b00173
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.063002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0340-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.108.013114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.108.013114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.123201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.123201
https://doi.org/10.1103/f63d-4hrh
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/28/23/034
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/28/23/034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.56.1627
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.15.024016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.15.024016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.052306
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219749906001852
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219749906001852
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/8/1/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/8/1/015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.1603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.043602
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp066767g
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp066767g
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0196817
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.426674


7

with space–time entanglement: From twin photons to twin-
beams, Opt. Quantum 3, 269 (2025).

[60] T. Dickinson, I. Afxenti, G. Astrauskaite, L. Hirsch, S. Neren-
berg, O. Jedrkiewicz, D. Faccio, C. Müllenbroich, A. Gatti,
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End matter

Appendix A: Field observables—We treat light in free
space, measured at the origin and only consider a single
polarization direction without loss of generality. Therefore,
we can switch to the basis of “emitter-centered” modes [64],
where only a single mode at each frequency contributes to
the field at that point and frequency. The positive part of the
continuous-mode electric field operator in the Heisenberg
picture is Ê+

z (0, t) = Ê+(t) =
∫∞
0

dωA(ω)â(ω)e−iωt,
where A(ω) =

√
ℏω3/6π2ϵ0c3. We employ the slowly

varying envelope approximation, in which we assume that
the bandwidth of the field is much smaller than its central
frequency ω0 and that its spectrum vanishes at the origin.
Then, the mode amplitude can be taken out as a constant
A(ω) ≈ A(ω0) and the integrals can be formally extended
to negative frequencies. The field operator becomes

Ê+(t) =
√
2πA(ω0)â(t), (10)

where â(t) = 1√
2π

∫
dωâ(ω)e−iωt is the Fourier trans-

form of the continuous-mode annihilation operator and the
photon-number operator is n̂ =

∫
dtâ†(t)â(t).

The observables of interest are the one-photon time and
frequency variances and two-photon delay and bandwidth
between photon pairs. In the continuous-mode formalism,
they can be calculated from the normalized temporal inten-
sity and second order correlation function, respectively. In
the time-frequency frame of the pulse where ⟨t⟩ = ⟨ω⟩ = 0
(without loss of generality), we have

∆t2 =
1

⟨n̂⟩

∫
dt

〈
â†(t)â(t)

〉
t2 (11)

∆ω2 = − 1

⟨n̂⟩

∫
dt

〈
â†(t)∂2

t â(t)
〉

(12)

∆τ 2 =

∫
dtdt′

〈
â†(t)â†(t′)â(t′)â(t)

〉
(t− t′)2

⟨n̂(n̂− 1)⟩
(13)

∆Ω2 = −
∫
dtdt′

〈
â†(t)â†(t′)(∂t + ∂t′)

2â(t′)â(t)
〉

⟨n̂(n̂− 1)⟩
,

(14)

where the spectral uncertainties are obtained from the
Fourier transforms using the derivative property of the Dirac
delta function.

Photon-number states—Now, we consider pure states of
fixed number of field excitations, i.e., photons, which are,
in general, nonseparable. Their general form can be written
as

|ϕn⟩ =
1√
n!

∫
dntϕn(t)

n∏
i=1

â†(ti) |0⟩ , (15)

where ϕn(t) is the n-photon joint temporal amplitude func-
tion. It is assumed to be symmetric under the exchange of
any two time variables without loss of generality, and is
normalized as

∫
dnt |ϕn(t)|2 = 1. The integrals are per-

formed over the vector t = (t1, t2, · · · , tn) ∈ Rn, which
comprises all photon arrival time variables in the given
state. Moreover, the states of Eq. (15) are eigenstates of
the number operator with eigenvalue equal to the number
of photons n, such that the normalization prefactors re-
duce to constants. Then, the quadratic terms of Eq. (13)
reduce to (n − 1)

∫
dt

〈
â†(t)â(t)

〉
t2, where we used the

commutation relation of the time-domain annihilation op-
erator [â(t), â†(t′)] = δ(t − t′). By comparing the result
to Eq. (11) (and similarly for the frequency observables)
we arrive at Eq. (2) and Eq. (3), in which the nonclassical
corrections are given by the crossterms. Finally, by apply-
ing Eq. (15) on Eq. (13) and Eq. (14) and using bosonic
symmetry, we get

∆τ 2n =

∫
dnt|(ti − tj)ϕn(t)|2 (16)

∆Ω2
n =

∫
dnt|(∂ti + ∂tj )ϕn(t)|2, (17)
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https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.adw4820
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.adw4820
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where the indexes i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and i ̸= j (due to
bosonic symmetry, the result does not depend on the choice
of i or j). Note that, alternatively, one can use the inverse
Fourier transform to obtain all the above expressions in
frequency space.

Appendix B: Numerical details—In order to calculate the
minimum joint uncertainty product for the photon-number
states, we define the uncertainty Hamiltonian operator as

Ĥunc(ξ) = ξτ̂ 2 + (1− ξ)Ω̂2, (18)

where ξ ∈ [0, 1], τ̂ 2 =
∫
dtdt′â†(t)â†(t′)â(t′)â(t)(t −

t′)2 and Ω̂2 = −
∫
dtdt′â†(t)â†(t′)(∂t + ∂t′)

2[â(t′)â(t)].
The ground state of the Hamiltonian is the state that min-
imizes the product ⟨τ̂ 2⟩⟨Ω̂2⟩, which is proportional to the
joint uncertainty product (see Appendix A), for a given ξ.
The global uncertainty minima corresponds to the lowest
ground state eigenvalue in the domain of ξ [48].

We then rewrite τ̂ 2 and Ω̂2 using a basis of Hermite-
Gaussian functions instead of the continuous temporal
mode basis [66]. The new mode operators are defined
as an =

∫∞
−∞ ψn(t)â(t), where ψn(t) are the real,

orthonormal (
∫
ψn(t)ψm(t)dt = δnm) and complete

(
∑

n ψn(t)ψn(t
′) = δ(t − t′)) Hermite-Gauss functions.

It can be checked that with the definition above, and using
[â(t), â†(t′)] = δ(t − t′), we get [an, a†m] = δnm, and
it also follows that the inverse transformation is â(t) =∑

n ψn(t)an. So we have a unitary transformation between
a continuous variable and a discrete index, and ψn(t) can
be seen as a “unitary matrix” with “indices” n and t.

The implementation of the operators in the discretized
basis was done in QuTiP 5 [65] using the excitation-number
restricted representation constrained to a fixed total amount
of excitations to enforce that the calculation is being done
in a given photon-number subspace. Finally, to find the
global minima for a given total number of modes in the
expansion, we employ a 1-D nonlinear optimization routine
in the interval of the ξ parameter.

Appendix C: details on the derivation of Eq. (9)—
Staring from the full product in the first line of Eq. (9),
we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality of the form
E[XY ]2 ≤ E[X2]E[Y 2], where E is the expectation
value of any two random variables X and Y . In our case,
the random variables are functions of the number of pho-
tons (

√
n(n− 1)∆τn and

√
n(n− 1)∆Ωn) for a given

photon-number distribution defined by the set of probabil-
ities pn. The second line of Eq. (9) is then obtained by

applying the nonclassical bound ∆τn∆Ωn ≥
√
1− 2

n
on

the bound given by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.
Next, we use Jensen’s inequality, which states that for

any convex function f of a random variable X one has

E[f(X)] ≥ f(E[X]). However, since in our case the real

function n(n − 1)
√
1− 2

n
is not defined for n < 2, we

use a slightly different version of the inequality, valid for
any finite distribution with weights an. We define the real
function f(n) = (n− 1)

√
1− 2

n
, which is strictly convex

only for n ≥ 3, such that the summations start from n = 3.
Then, we take an = pnn as the weights and apply the
inequality as∑

n=3 pnnf(n)∑
n=3 pnn

≥ f

(∑
n=3 pnn

2∑
n=3 pnn

)
. (19)

Therefore, the bound on the uncertainty product becomes

∆τ∆Ω ≥
∑

n=3 pnnf(n)

⟨n(n− 1)⟩
≥

√
1− 2

∑∞
n=3 pnn∑∞
n=3 pnn

2

×
∑∞

n=3 pnn

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

(∑∞
n=3 pnn

2∑∞
n=3 pnn

− 1

)

≥

√
1− 2

∑∞
n=3 pn∑∞
n=3 pnn

∑∞
n=3 pnn

2 −
∑∞

n=3 pnn

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

=

√
1− 2

1− p0 − p1 − p2
⟨n⟩ − p1 − 2p2

(
1− 2p2

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

)
(20)

which gives Eq. (9). Here we used that f(x) =
√
1− 2

x

is monotonically increasing and the Jensen’s inequality
again such that

∑∞
n=3

pnn
2∑∞

n=3
pnn

≥
∑∞

n=3
pnn∑∞

n=3
pn

. This can be fur-
ther simplified by noting that −(1 − p0) ≥ −1 and that
⟨n⟩ − p1 ≥ 2(1 − p0 − p1), such that for ⟨n⟩ ≥ 2 the
following inequalities hold

⟨n⟩ − p1 − 2p2
1− p0 − p1 − p2

≥ ⟨n⟩ − p1
1− p0 − p1

≥ ⟨n⟩ − p1
1− p1

≥ ⟨n⟩ .
(21)

Using again that f(x) is monotonically increasing, we are
left with

∆τ∆Ω ≥
√
1− 2

⟨n⟩

(
1− 2p2

⟨n(n− 1)⟩

)
, (22)

which is valid for any distribution that fulfills ⟨n⟩ ≥ 2. This
expression can be finally approximated to Eq. (1) by either
neglecting the two-photon state probability or, alternatively,
assuming that the field is intense enough such that the two-
photon probability is much smaller than the average number
of photons pairs p2 ≪ ⟨n(n−1)⟩

2
.
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