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All these fifty years of conscious brooding have brought me no nearer to the answer to the question,
’What are light quanta?’ Nowadays every Tom, Dick and Harry thinks he knows it, but he is mistaken.
- Albert Einstein, 1954 [1]

I. PHYSICS OF LIGHT– A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

In the beginning there was light. And it was good. Not long thereafter people began to look for a comprehensive
understanding of its nature. While the publication record starts off a little spotty, in the fifth century BC the Greek
philosopher Empedocles concluded that light consists of rays that emanate from the eye. This point of view was
questioned using what today might be characterized as a local realism argument by Euclid in his classic text on light
propagation Optica. Euclid hypothesized that rays of light are emitted by external sources. But it was not until Ibn
al-Haytham in 1000 AD that this view was put on a scientific footing.

The character of light itself was described by Descartes in the 17th century as “pressure” that was transmitted
through space from a source to an eye (a detector). This idea was later developed by Huygens and Hooke into the
wave theory of light. At about the same time, Gassendi put forward the contravening notion that light was a particle,
an idea embraced and developed further by Newton. The differing perspectives of light as a particle versus a wave
were generally considered resolved in favor of the wave picture by Young’s double-slit experiment in 1803, and by
Fresnel’s experiments in diffraction. In the 1860s, further confirmation of this conclusion was framed in an elegant and
deeply satisfying manner by the Maxwell equations: the prediction of polarized electromagnetic waves that propagate
at what was understood to be the speed of light.

Problems with the waves-and-fluids view of electromagnetism arose in 1897, when J.J. Thomson discovered discrete
particles carrying negative electric charge moving through vacuum. Then in 1900, in “an act of despair” Planck invoked
quantized bundles of electromagnetic energy in the derivation of the blackbody radiation law [2, 3], a step that not
only embraced prior conjectures by Boltzmann in statistical mechanics, but also flew in the face of conventional
understanding. It was originally considered an artifact of the derivation to be corrected later, but Einstein took the
theory of light quanta more seriously in his 1905 description of the photoelectric effect [4]. Then in 1913 Bohr invoked
the quantization of both energy and angular momentum to explain the discrete spectral emission lines observed in the
Hydrogen-Balmer series. The wheels came completely off the wagon in 1924 when de Broglie built on these ideas to
hypothesize that not only light, but also particles of matter have wave-like properties. A flurry of subsequent discovery
and advance that established the framework of quantum mechanics, most notably by Heisenberg, Born, Schrodinger,
Pauli, and Dirac, culminated, for the purposes of this book, in 1927 when Dirac quantized the electromagnetic field,
effectively developing a theory of light that encompassed the physical phenomenon that kicked off the entire revolution
in the first place. The first direct detection of light at the single-photon level was achieved in the 1930s. The advent
of the atomic-cascade photon-pair source [5] in the 1950s and their use in the 1970s and 1980s [6–9] brought the first
single-photon sources to light. Then there was quantum light, and it was really good.

II. QUANTUM LIGHT

A. What is non-classical light?

Before we go too deeply into the details of single-photon technologies it is useful to at least provide a basic definition
of what is meant by the term “quantum light.” Quantum light, or “non-classical light,” describes the broad class of
states that cannot be emitted by “classical” sources such as discharge lamps or lasers. Formally, the distinction
between non-classical and classical light is defined by writing the state in the Glauber-Sudarshan representation, in
which the state is expanded in the basis of coherent states, weighted by a quasiprobability distribution [10]. If the
quasiprobability is positive and bounded, then the light is considered classical, otherwise it is non-classical. Examples
of classical light include thermal light emitted from a blackbody source, and coherent light emitted from a laser,
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while non-classical light includes squeezed states, photon-number (or Fock) states generally, and single-photon states
specifically.

B. What is a photon?

A photon is defined as an elementary excitation of a single mode of the quantized electromagnetic field [11]. The
term “photon” was first introduced by G. N. Lewis in 1926 [12]. The formal quantization of the electromagnetic field
was first carried out by Dirac in 1927 [13, 14]. A mode k of the quantized electromagnetic field is labeled by its
frequency νk, and a single photon in that mode has energy equal to hνk, where h is Planck’s constant. While this
monochromatic definition of a photon implies delocalization in time, it is common to talk about propagating “single-
photon states” that are localized to some degree in time and space. Mathematically, such states can be described
as superpositions of monochromatic modes [11]. While there is some discussion in the literature about the definition
of a “photon wavefunction” [15], here we adopt the following operational definition of a single-photon state: given
a detector that can determine the number of incident photons (in some finite-width frequency range) with 100 %
accuracy, a single-photon state is an excitation of the electromagnetic field (localized to some degree in both space
and time) such that the detector measures exactly one photon for each incident state. In other words, a single-photon
state is one for which the photon-number statistics have a mean value of one and a variance of zero. It should be
noted that since the results of quantum measurements may depend on the procedure and apparatus used, the physics
of the measurement process itself should also be considered [16].

It is also worth noting the distinction between single-photon sources and classical sources of in terms of photon
statistics. While the distinction between non-classical and classical light is defined formally, a qualitative description
is that the statistical variation of classical sources is at least that of a Poisson process, while emission from a single-
photon source has lower variance. This is easily understood from the fact that a single-photon source is, by definition,
unable to emit a second photon for some time following a previous photon (antibunching), and this enforces some
degree of order to the source’s output. In contrast, a classical thermal source has an increased likelihood of emitting
additional photons near an existing one (bunching), and this tendency goes hand-in-hand with increased statistical
fluctuations. The low-noise nature of single-photon sources is an obvious advantage in many measurement situations.

III. THE DEVELOPMENT OF SINGLE-PHOTON TECHNOLOGIES

The investigation of quantum mechanics for the advance of mankind’s understanding and technological capability
remains one of the prime motivators of current research in the physical sciences. Of the many strange properties of
quantum mechanics, those relating to the so-called coherent quantum effects take the widest departure from our daily
(macroscopic) experience: the possibility for physical objects to appear to simultaneously hold mutually exclusive
properties is a confounding fact of the natural world. This capability has the potential to be an extremely powerful
technological tool, and the exploitation of coherent quantum effects is at the frontier of research. And yet, the feature
that conveys these wondrous capabilities is also their primary impediment: coherence in quantum systems is difficult
to preserve in the presence of interactions with the environment. Thus, while quantum effects are studied in a wide
array of media, optical quantum-mechanical phenomena are particularly robust and accessible in an experimental
setting, which is the reason that they are amongst the most widely investigated.

Today, single-photon technologies are an area of intense and sustained interest. They represent a bridge between the
“classical” world of our daily experience and the quantum realm where we may access the extraordinary phenomena
therein. Single-photon technologies are critical for Bell tests probing fundamental questions about the nature of reality,
and to research and development in quantum information science. One emergent example in this field is the generation
of verifiably random numbers [18–20]. In a more prosaic (but no less important) sense, single-photon technologies
operate at the fundamental limit of electromagnetic signal strength, and are thus used to make the most sensitive
measurements in a wide range of applications, notably: astrophysics, molecular biology, health and safety monitoring,
environmental sensing, and imaging. Given the broad scope and magnitude of these applications, it is not surprising
that while some form of single-photon technology has been available for nearly 80 years [21–23], the literature record
shows that there continues to be robust activity in this field; a database search for papers on “single-photon detection”
shows sustained growth over the past four decades, and a similar growth, although one that started more recently,
in papers on “single-photon sources,” as can be seen in (Fig. 1). We also see that interest in single-photon sources
coincided with the advent of quantum cryptography, and while that field may appear to be maturing, the growth in
interest in single-photon measurement and quantum-enabled metrology appears to be robust.

Much of the research in single-photon technologies actually focuses on states comprised of two photons. While
at first blush this may seem counter-intuitive, correlated-photon pairs offer a wealth of possibilities in single-photon
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FIG. 1: Growth of the field of single-photon source and detector technology as seen by the number of papers published each
year using the indicated search terms in the publication database Web of Science [17]. Search terms: (a) “single-photon source”
and “single-photon detector,” (b) “single-photon measurement,” “quantum cryptography,” and “quantum metrology.” Note:
The jump in the data at 1990 is an artifact due to the database methodology rather than an indication of a real change in the
publication rates.
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FIG. 2: Detected photon-pair-rate progress. Detected photon pair rates shown for atomic-cascade- (black squares), parametric-
down-conversion- (blues dots), and fiber-four-wave-mixing-based sources (red diamonds) [6, 7, 9, 27–35].

technologies. Although the generation of photon pairs is typically governed by a spontaneous random process, as in a
classical light source, the pair-wise correlation of the two photons themselves is governed by strict conservation laws
in a quantum mechanical process. This fact allows one to produce light with non-classical properties by detecting
one photon of the pair to indicate the existence of its correlated partner: a heralded single-photon state [24, 25].
By extension, correlated pairs can be used as a basis for a primary standard technique [24, 26] to calibrate single-
photon detectors because they allow one to know when one, and only one photon was incident on a detector under
examination. Furthermore, such bi-partite states provide a convenient way to study coherent quantum effects like
entanglement, and have a variety of applications in quantum communication.
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Fig. 2 tells a nice story of the advance of photon-pair technology over the past five decades in terms of the
detected pair rate. The first pair sources were based on atomic cascades (Chapter 10), which improved from a few
detected pairs/s in the 1960s to 150 pairs/s in the 1980s, and led to what is probably the most famous quantum-
optics experiment to date: the test of Bell’s theorem by Aspect et al. [9]. But those sources inherently emit into
4π steradians, meaning that the efficiency with which the emitted photons can be collected is severely limited. In
contrast, the energy and momentum constraints governing the production of photon pairs in spontaneous parametric
down-conversion (PDC) serve to concentrate the emission into a narrow range of angles, allowing for significantly more
efficient collection of the pairs (Chapter 11). Indeed, although in the very first demonstration that PDC consisted of
correlated pairs of photons, by Burham and Weinberg [36], the detection rate of ≈ 1 s−1 was actually lower than that
of Aspect et al., the ratio of coincidence-to-accidentals (a measure of the overall collection efficiency, among other
things) was more than 10 times higher. From that point there was exponential growth in the maximum reported
detected-pair rate in PDC-based sources [33] until the late 2000s, where progress started to slow. Here it is important
to note that Fig. 2 describes progress in both sources and single-photon detectors, and the stalling in progress in
detected pair rates was mostly due to detector limitations. By that time most photon-pair experiments used Si single-
photon avalanche diodes (SPADs) for single-photon detection (Chapter 4). Initially SPADs were used in a passively
quenched mode with a maximum count rate of ≈ 105 s−1, later they were used in the actively quenched mode, which
allowed count rates up to ≈ 106 s−1, as can be seen from the graph, and recent reports make use of several actively
quenched SPADs to achieve unprecedented detected-pair rates of ≈ 107 s−1 [35]. In the past few years new detection
technologies, such as multi-element and fast-gated SPADs (Chapters 4 and 7) and superconducting nanowire detectors
(Chapter 6) capable of operating at rates approaching ≈ 109 s−1 have been reported, and it is reasonable to expect
corresponding advances in the detected-pair rate.

As mentioned above, collection efficiency plays, and continues to play, a critical limiting role in the overall per-
formance of a correlated-pair source. Sources in which the emission is constrained to a well-defined spatial mode,
as in four-wave-mixing (FWM) in single-mode fiber, have the potential to advance detected-pair rates even farther
(Chapter 12). Fig. 2 also shows exponential growth in rates from FWM sources, and these ideas have promoted the
recent development of PDC in single-mode non-linear waveguides for correlated pair generation (Chapter 11).

Heralded single-photon sources based on correlated photons are inherently probabilistic, and therefore have limited
scalability in the context of real-world applications. Ideally, the next generation of sources would be deterministic,
on-demand sources that can produce a photon whenever a user needs it, and the most obvious approach is to use a
single quantum emitter (e.g. a single two- or many- level system). Though seemingly straightforward, such sources
are actually extremely challenging to implement. Using single atoms is a natural choice for such a system, but to
address the collection problem seen by the original atom-based sources, high-finesse cavities must be used to enhance
the collection efficiency and it is very difficult to maintain the coupling between a single emitter and the cavity.
Nonetheless there have been a number of successes with both neutral alkali atoms, such as Cs and Rb [37–42], and
Ca+ ions [43–45]. Solid-state single-photon emitters, such as quantum dots and color centers are also attractive
candidates. These systems are confined to a host material that can be used to form the optical cavity. For example,
distributed-Bragg-reflection (DBR) mirrors on both sides of quantum dots can be used to define the emission mode,
and these mirrors can be grown together with the dots. In more sophisticated designs, dots are integrated in pillars,
micro-disks, or photonic-crystal cavities [46–52]. There are also efforts to build optical cavities around nitrogen-
vacancy color centers in diamond [53, 54] to improve coupling efficiency (Chapter 13). A common drawback of
solid-state single-photon sources is their high rate of decoherence due to interactions between the emitter with host
material. Current research is aimed at understanding and mitigating these effects [55].

Recently, the idea of using ensembles of emitters for generating single photons deterministically has been advanced
(Chapter 14). In this scheme a collective excitation is generated in an ensemble of atoms, and later emitted when a
read-out signal is applied to the ensemble, effectively acting as a quantum memory [56–59]. The use of an ensemble
significantly enhances coupling of light to the emitters, meaning that an optical cavity is no longer necessary, while
at the same time the deterministic character of emission is preserved. We also note that a quantum memory used in
conjunction with any photon pair source is another path to deterministic single-photon generation [60–64]. The main
distinction is whether the single photon is created externally and then stored in the memory or created within the
memory.

IV. SOME APPLICATIONS OF SINGLE-PHOTON TECHNOLOGY

There are myriad applications that are enabled by, or that benefit from single-photon technologies. Currently quan-
tum information is a particularly hot area, where examples of applications enabled by single-photon technology are
quantum cryptography protocols [65–69], which have reached a certain degree of maturity, quantum communication
and specifically quantum repeaters [70–74] and certain quantum computation protocols [75]. All these applications
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are being actively researched, in turn providing new, sometimes fundamental, challenges for single-photon technology
research. Clear demonstrations of how the performance of single-photon components affect quantum computation can
be seen in recent works on boson sampling [76–79], an application in the field of linear-optics quantum computation.
Another active area of experimental research that relies on single-photon technology is the development of quantum
receivers that can unambiguously discriminate between nonorthogonal states at error rates below the standard quan-
tum limit, a fundamental measurement problem [80–82]. The latter is an example of a measurement that is not even
possible with a toolbox limited only to the classical world.

Single-photon technologies are also critical to fundamental tests of quantum mechanics that seek to determine
whether or not non-local realism is absolutely required. Current efforts build on the Bell tests first implemented
by Aspect, et al. [9] with atomic-cascade-based single-photon sources. However, the experimental implementation
of tests of this type can have a number of so-called loopholes that may fail to conclusively exclude the possibility
of alternate theories that offer a different perspective on the world than that suggested by quantum mechanics [83].
Currently there are intense efforts to close the remaining loopholes in such experiments, and this requires pushing the
performance of single-photon devices to unprecedented limits [84–88]. Short of closing all the possible loopholes in a
Bell test, other experimental tests can be performed to verify (or falsify) limited sub-classes of alternative theories,
see for example [89]. Related to this are the emerging efforts to use the non-local realism of quantum mechanics and
its indeterminism as a source of secure, certifiable, and fresh randomness [18–20], which may enable a whole new
array of security related applications [90–94].

In addition to quantum-information, single-photon detectors are used for a wide variety of applications, including
DNA sequencing [95–98], bioluminescence characterization [99], Förster resonance energy transfer for protein fold-
ing observation [100–102], light detection and ranging for remote sensing [103, 104], and light ranging on shorter
scales [105], optical time domain reflectometry [106–112], picosecond imaging circuit analysis (PICA) [113–118],
single-molecule spectroscopy [119–125] and fluorescence-lifetime measurements [126], medical applications such as
diffuse optical tomography [127] and Positron Emission Tomography [128]. Finally, single-photon-enabled metrology
becomes more and more appealing [26, 129–136].

V. THIS BOOK

This book attempts to provide a comprehensive overview of the current state of technology and techniques that are
available to facilitate and advance the design of experiments involving single-photon technologies. The book is broken
into chapters focused on the design, performance, and ongoing research of available detectors and sources, grouped
by their underlying physical principles.

Most chapters were written by active researchers who have contributed significantly to this field. To bridge gaps be-
tween the sub-fields, common concepts were identified. Chapter 2 introduces those basic properties and measurement
metrics that are generally accepted for the characterization of single-photon sources and single-photon detectors. The
discussion begins with the statistics of light and and presents how those statistics are reflected in the measurements
of single-photon sources and detectors. This allows a comparative understanding to be developed, along with an
impression of how the field is progressing and what may be expected in the near future. The rest of the book is
divided into two parts: chapters 3 through 9 describe single-photon detectors, and the ways to characterize them, and
chapters 10 through 14 present various types of sources.

A. Single-photon detectors

Single-photon detectors were invented approximately 80 years ago with the advent of the photomultiplier tube
(PMT), and ever since then detectors have been an active area of research and development. While there are a
limited number of material systems used for single-photon detection, generally: photomultipliers, semiconductors,
and superconductors, within each of these families are nearly innumerable variations designed to enhance the various
properties of each. Of course, the ideal detector has 100 % detection efficiency, photon-number-resolving (PNR)
capability, arbitrarily accurate timing resolution, and no detrimental effects such as saturation, dark counts, etc. In
fact, each of these ideal properties is nearly available in one type of detector or another, but not all in one detector at
the same time. Unfortunately we are in little danger of ever achieving such a perfect detector. In reality, a detector
represents a set of performance tradeoffs that must be selected based on the needs of a particular application. To aid
with detector selection, Table I presents a survey of reported detector performance, and some relevant parameters.
Refer to Chapter 2 for common definitions relevant to single-photon detectors.

Chapter 3 reviews the PMT, the first detector able to detect single optical photons. Given its large active area,
fast response, reliability, and response efficiency over a wide range of optical spectrum, the PMT remains one of
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the most widely used detectors. Two distinct disadvantages of the PMT, the bulk vacuum tube and the lower
detection efficiency, particularly at near infrared and longer wavelengths, have motivated the development of solid-
state alternatives.

Chapter 4 presents a comprehensive review, from fabrication to operation, of the most commonly used alternative to
the PMT (certainly they are the most used in quantum information applications), the semiconductor-based detector.
This is largely due to their higher detection efficiency, particularly in the red and near-infrared spectral regions, along
with other advantages such as the compactness, low power dissipation, lower cost, and reliability.

Chapter 5 describes a number of solid-state detectors that go beyond the mechanisms of typical semiconductor-
based devices. These include the visible-light photon counter (VLPC) and solid-state photomultiplier (SSPM), which
have been around for some time, although not particularly accessible to many researchers. These devices have the
advantage of high detection efficiency and high maximum count rates and some PNR capability. Also included in this
chapter are devices that use quantum dots, photoconductive gain, and electrical readout of photo-generated carriers
as a means to detect single photons. In addition to the potential for PNR detection, these latter schemes may even
allow for the possibility of recording the spin of a incident photon. Such transfer of a photonic quantum state to a
material system would represent a unique capability that could open the door to a whole new category of applications.

Chapter 6 reviews one of today’s most promising single-photon-detection technology, cryogenic-based detection,
in the form of the superconducting transition-edge-sensor (TES) and the superconducting nanowire single-photon
detector (SNSPD). Both of these detectors have demonstrated remarkable detection efficiencies approaching unity.
In addition, TES detectors can provide information about the number of photons that arrive simultaneously, and
can do so up to large numbers of photons. We refer to this as full PNR capability. The SNSPD, the younger
of these two technologies, known for low timing jitter and high count rates, is now being used to provide PNR
capability by means of multiplexing. And the advent of commercially available cryogen-free cooling systems has greatly
improved the convenience of these detectors, albeit at high capital cost. SNSPDs generally operate at somewhat more
accessible temperatures than TES (≈ 1 K rather than ≈ 0.1 K) and the development of devices with higher operating
temperatures is an active area of research, offering the potential to move them out of the laboratory environment and
introducing them to a wider range of applications.

Chapter 7 discusses the hybrid detection systems, whereby multiple technologies are combined to provide additional
detection capabilities. These include using multiplexed detection techniques to provide PNR capability where the
individual detector(s) has(ve) none. In addition, these techniques can be used to circumvent other deficiencies, such
as deadtime and maximum count rates. Another hybrid scheme is the use of frequency up-conversion, which transfers
photons of an IR wavelength to the visible where Si SPADs have much better characteristics.

Because of the complexity of a detector response, in many cases they need to be characterized by the end user.
Chapter 8 addresses the important question of how one calibrates the detection efficiency of a single-photon detector
and documents the issues relevant to achieving high accuracy. While knowing the absolute detection efficiency is
critical both to metrology and to many quantum information applications, determining a device’s efficiency can be
challenging because many other properties of a detector must also be understood and characterized to achieve a highly
accurate calibration. In addition to the usual challenges associated with high accuracy metrology, we should bear
in mind that while each single-photon detection is a classical event, the measurement itself is a quantum process.
The interface between these two regimes requires particular care and Chapter 9 analyzes single-photon detection by
a single-photon detector, and the quantum process by which that measurement takes place.

B. Single-photon sources

Contemporary single-photon sources can be broadly categorized as either probabilistic or deterministic, with a
probabilistic source being based on two-photon emission where one of the photons is used to herald the other as
the “single-photon emission.” Although many applications require an on-demand (i.e. deterministic) source of single
photons, and this has led to intense research into developing truly deterministic single-photon sources, nevertheless,
photon-pair-based heralded single-photon sources are still the most widely used in applications such as quantum
information, quantum-enabled measurement and single-photon detector calibration. Table II provides a survey of
reported performance for a variety of source technologies. The meaning of the relevant parameters used to describe
a source is introduced in Chapter 2. The physics of different source types is discussed in chapters 10 through 14.

Chapter 10 discusses the historic motivation and development of single-photon sources for testing the most funda-
mental of quantum mechanical features: wave-particle duality and entanglement. The understanding of this appli-
cation illustrates the fundamental distinction between a weak light pulse and a true single-photon source. The full
appreciation of this distinction is key to understanding a broad range of applications in quantum information.

Spontaneous PDC is the most studied photon pair production process and the most used for single-photon generation
in quantum information applications. In particular, PDC-based single-photon sources offer the highest detected photon
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pair rates (Fig. 2). Chapter 11 presents a comprehensive and detailed description of PDC-based single-photon sources
over their 40 year development. An alternative and more recently developed type of photon-pair-based heralded
single-photon source relies on four-wave mixing in single-mode optical fibers. The advantage of such a source is that
the generation, extraction, encoding, delivery, and detection of photon pairs can be achieved in the fiber, which greatly
simplifies the design and operation of end-user applications. Such advantage of a four-wave mixing method has lead to
its use in a number of labs. Chapter 12 covers four-wave mixing sources and the applications in quantum information
science.

“Single-emitter” quantum systems as on-demand sources of single photons are discussed in Chapter 13. While
each of these single-emitter approaches uses a different material system (single atoms and ions, quantum dots, color
centers, mesoscopic quantum wells, etc.), most rely on similar principles of operation. When single-photon emission
is desired, some external control is used to put the system into an excited state that will emit a single photon upon
relaxation to some lower energy state. Commonly, coupling emitters to optical cavities is employed to enforce high
emission efficiency into a single spatial mode.

Chapter 14 introduces a different kind of an on-demand single-photon source. This method uses collective excitations
in ensembles of atoms with two metastable ground states and at least one excited state. All the atoms are first optically
prepared in one of the ground states. A weak coupling pulse probabilistically transfers an ensemble into a superposition
state, in which one atom of the ensemble ends up in the second ground state, but which atom was transferred cannot
be determined, even in principle. This collective excitation can be stored in the ensemble until a single photon is
required. Then, by applying a strong coupling pulse, the single ensemble excitation can be deterministically converted
into a single photon. Sources of this type offer many advantages and conveniences over other on-demand sources.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The single photon technology has had a short, but very eventful history. The concept of a photon was brought forth
less than one century ago to address fundamental physics problems of the time. Since then, the field has experienced
rapid, ever-accelerating development. At the same time, the list of applications that require either single photons
or single-photon detection grows. In the following chapters the major technologies and applications are discussed in
detail, but obviously, this book does not, and cannot, describe all related technologies and applications.

The development of single-photon sources and single-photon detectors has been closely interrelated. A comprehen-
sive understanding of detectors is not possible without studying sources at the same time, and vice versa. Our hope
is that we have compiled a useful guide to the current state of the field, one that would provide a curious reader with
enough background knowledge to aid their own research, as well as with the motivation to pursue these wonderful
tools for the betterment of humanity.
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[75] C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, C. Crépeau, R. Jozsa, A. Peres, and W. K. Wooters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 1895 (1993).
[76] S. Aaronson and A. Arkhipov, arXiv:1011.3245 (2010).
[77] M. A. Broome, A. Fedrizzi, S. Rahimi-Keshari, J. Dove, S. Aaronson, T. C. Ralph, and A. G. White, Science 339, 794

(2013).
[78] J. B. Spring, B. J. Metcalf, P. C. Humphreys, W. S. Kolthammer, X.-M. Jin, M. Barbieri, A. Datta, N. Thomas-Peter,

N. K. Langford, D. Kundys, et al., Science 339, 798 (2013).
[79] K. R. Motes, J. P. Dowling, and P. P. Rohde (2013), URL http://arxiv.org/pdf/1307.8238.pdf.
[80] K. Tsujino, D. Fukuda, G. Fujii, S. Inoue, M. Fujiwara, M. Takeoka, and M. Sasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 250503 (2011).
[81] F. E. Becerra, G. B. J. Fan, J. Goldhar, J. T. Kosloski, and A. Migdall, Nature Photonics 7, 147 (2013).
[82] F. E. Becerra, J. Fan, and A. Migdall, Nature Communications 4, 2028 (2013).
[83] A. Khrennikov, AIP Conference Proceedings 1424, 160 (2012).
[84] A. Fedrizzi, T. Herbst, A. Poppe, T. Jennewein, and A. Zeilinger, Opt. Express 15, 15377 (2007).
[85] M. D. C. Pereira, F. E. Becerra, B. L. Glebov, J. Fan, S. W. Nam, and A. Migdall, Opts. Lett. 38, 1609 (2013), ISSN

0146-9592.
[86] M. Giustina, A. Mech, S. Ramelow, B. Wittmann, J. Kofler, J. Beyer, A. Lita, B. Calkins, T. Gerrits, S. Nam, et al.,

Nature 497, 227 (2013).
[87] D. H. Smith, G. Gillett, M. P. de Almeida, C. Branciard, A. Fedrizzi, T. J. Weinhold, A. Lita, B. Calkins, T. Gerrits,

H. M. Wiseman, et al., Nat. Comms. 3 (2012), ISSN 2041-1723.
[88] B. G. Christensen, K. T. McCusker, J. B. Altepeter, B. Calkins, T. Gerrits, A. E. Lita, A. Miller, L. K. Shalm, Y. Zhang,

S. W. Nam, et al., arXiv:1306.5772v1 [quant-ph] (2013).
[89] G. Brida, I. P. Degiovanni, M. Genovese, A. Migdall, F. Piacentini, S. V. Polyakov, and P. Traina, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82,

034004 (2013).
[90] M. Bellare and P. Rogaway, in Proceedings of the First ACM Conference on Computer and Communications Security,

November 1993 (1993), pp. 62–73.
[91] J. Boyar, I. Damgard, and R. Peralta, Journal of Cryptology 13, 449 (2000).
[92] P. Bogetoft, D. L. Christensen, I. Damgard, M. Geisler, T. Jakobsen, M. Kroigaard, J. Da, Nielsen, J. B. Nielsen,

K. Nielsen, et al., in Financial Cryptography and Data Security, Lecture Notes in Computer Science (2009), vol. 5628,
pp. 325–343, 13th International Conference, FC 2009, Accra Beach, Barbados, February 23-26, 2009.

[93] M. I. Michael J. Fischer and R. Peralta (2010), URL www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/upload/PublicRandomnessService-2.

pdf?

[94] M. Iorga, L. Bassham, J. Kelsey, R. Peralta, and M. J. Fischer (2013), URL http://www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/nist_

beacon.cfm.
[95] U. Lieberwirth, J. Arden-Jacob, K. H. Drexhage, D. P. Herten, R. Muller, M. Neumann, A. Schulz, S. Siebert, G. Sagner,

S. Klingel, et al., Anal. Chem. 70, 4771 (1998).
[96] J.-P. Knemeyer, N. Marme, and M. Sauer, Anal. Chem. 72, 3717 (2000).
[97] D. N. Gavrilov, B. Gorbovitski, M. Gouzman, G. Gudkov, A. Stepoukhovitch, V. Ruskovoloshin, A. Tsuprik, G. Tyshko,

O. Bilenko, O. Kosobokova, et al., Electrophoresis 24, 1184 (2003).
[98] I. Rech, A. Restelli, S. Cova, M. Ghioni, M. Chiari, and M. Cretich, Sensors And Actuators B-Chemical 100, 158 (2004),

ISSN 0925-4005.
[99] T. Isoshima, Y. Isojima, K. Kikuchi, K. Nagai, and H. Nakagawa, Rev. Sci. Inst. 66, 2922 (1995).

[100] J.-P. Knemeyer, N. Marme, and M. Sauer, Science 283, 1676 (1999).
[101] A. Berglund, A. Doherty, and H. Mabuchi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002), ISSN 0031-9007.
[102] K. Suhling, P. French, and D. Phillips, Photochemical & Photobiological Sciences 4, 13 (2005), ISSN 1474-905X.
[103] T. McIlrath, R. Hudson, A. Aikin, and T. Wilkerson, Appl. Opt. 18, 316 (1979), ISSN 0003-6935.
[104] M. Viterbini, A. Adriani, and G. Didonfrancesco, Rev. Sci. Inst. 58, 1833 (1987), ISSN 0034-6748.
[105] S. Pellegrini, G. Buller, J. Smith, A. Wallace, and S. Cova, Measurement Science & Technology 11, 712 (2000), ISSN

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.043814
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.043814
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.083602
http://arxiv.org/pdf/1307.8238.pdf
www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/upload/PublicRandomnessService-2.pdf?
www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/upload/PublicRandomnessService-2.pdf?
http://www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/nist_beacon.cfm
http://www.nist.gov/itl/csd/ct/nist_beacon.cfm


12

0957-0233.
[106] S. Personick, Bell System Technical Journal 56, 355 (1977), ISSN 0005-8580.
[107] B. Levine, C. Bethea, and J. Campbell, Appl. Phys. Lett. 46, 333 (1985), ISSN 0003-6951.
[108] G. Ripamonti, M. Ghioni, and S. Vanoli, Electron. Lett. 26, 1569 (1990), ISSN 0013-5194.
[109] A. Lacaita, P. Francese, S. Cova, and G. Riparmonti, Opt. Lett. 18, 1110 (1993), ISSN 0146-9592.
[110] F. Scholder, J. Gautier, M. Wegmuller, and N. Gisin, Opt. Comm. 213, 57 (2002), ISSN 0030-4018.
[111] A. Wegmuller, F. Scholder, and N. Gisin, Journal Of Lightwave Technology 22, 390 (2004), ISSN 0733-8724.
[112] M. Legre, R. Thew, H. Zbinden, and N. Gisin, Opt. Express 15, 8237 (2007), ISSN 1094-4087.
[113] J. Kash, J. Tsang, D. Knebel, and D. Vallett, in ISTFA ‘98: Proceedings Of The 24TH International Symposium For

Testing And Failure Analysis (1998), pp. 483–488, ISBN 0-87170-669-5.
[114] J. Tsang, J. Kash, and D. Vallett, IBM Journal Of Research And Development 44, 583 (2000), ISSN 0018-8646.
[115] F. Stellari, F. Zappa, S. Cova, C. Porta, and J. Tsang, IEEE Transactions On Electron Devices 48, 2830 (2001), ISSN

0018-9383.
[116] N. Goldblatt, M. Leibowitz, and W. Lo, Microelectronics Reliability 41, 1507 (2001), ISSN 0026-2714.
[117] F. Stellari, A. Tosi, F. Zappa, and S. Cova, IEEE Transactions On Instrumentation And Measurement 53, 163 (2004),

ISSN 0018-9456.
[118] S. Polonsky and K. Jenkins, IEEE Electron Device Lett. 25, 208 (2004), ISSN 0741-3106.
[119] S. Soper, Q. Mattingly, and P. Vegunta, Analytical Chemistry 65, 740 (1993), ISSN 0003-2700.
[120] L.-Q. Li and L. Davis, Rev. Sci. Inst. 64, 1524 (1993).
[121] I. Rech, G. Luo, M. Ghioni, H. Yang, X. S. Xie, and S. Cova, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quant. Electron. 10, 788 (2004).
[122] M. Wahl, F. Koberling, M. Patting, H. Rahn, and R. Erdmann, Current Pharmaceutical Biotechnology 5, 299 (2004),

ISSN 1389-2010.
[123] M. Gosch, A. Serov, T. Anhut, T. Lasser, A. Rochas, P. Besse, R. Popovic, H. Blom, and R. Rigler, Journal Of Biomedical

Optics 9, 913 (2004), ISSN 1083-3668.
[124] X. Michalet, O. H. W. Siegmund, J. V. Vallerga, P. Jelinsky, J. E. Millaud, and S. Weiss, J. Mod. Opt. 54, 239 (2007),

ISSN 0950-0340.
[125] X. Michalet, R. A. Colyer, J. Antelman, O. H. W. Siegmund, A. Tremsin, J. V. Vallerga, and S. Weiss, Current Pharma-

ceutical Biotechnology 10, 543 (2009), ISSN 1389-2010.
[126] S. Felekyan, R. Khnemuth, V. Kudryavtsev, C. Sandhagen, W. Becker, and C. A. M. Seidel, Rev. Sci. Instr. 76, 083104

(2005).
[127] A. Pifferi, A. Torricelli, L. Spinelli, D. Contini, R. Cubeddu, F. Martelli, G. Zaccanti, A. Tosi, A. D. Mora, F. Zappa,

et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 138101 (2008).
[128] V. C. Spanoudaki, A. B. Mann, A. N. Otte, I. Konorov, I. Torres-Espallardo, S. Paul, and S. I. Ziegler, J. Inst. 2, 12002

(2007).
[129] D. Klyshko, Kvantovaya Elektronika 4, 1056 (1977), ISSN 0368-7147.
[130] A. Malygin, A. Penin, and A. Sergienko, JETP Lett. 33, 477 (1981), ISSN 0021-3640.
[131] A. Migdall, R. Datla, A. Sergienko, J. Orszak, and Y. Shih, Appl. Opt. 37, 3455 (1998), ISSN 0003-6935.
[132] A. Migdall, E. Dauler, A. Muller, and A. Sergienko, Analytica Chimica Acta 380, 311 (1999), ISSN 0003-2670.
[133] M. Ware and A. Migdall, J. Mod. Opt. 51, 1549 (2004).
[134] G. Brida, M. Genovese, M. Gramegna, M. Rastello, M. Chekhova, and L. Krivitsky, Journal Of The Optical Society Of

America B-Optical Physics 22, 488 (2005), ISSN 0740-3224.
[135] S. Castelletto, I. P. Degiovanni, V. Schettini, and A. Migdall, Metrologia 43, S56 (2006).
[136] G. Brida, M. Genovese, and M. Gramegna, Laser Phys. Lett. 3, 115 (2006), ISSN 1612-2011.
[137] http://jp.hamamatsu.com/resources/products/etd/ pdf/m-h7422e.pdf (2010).
[138] http://jp.hamamatsu.com/resources/products/etd/ pdf/NIR-PMT APPLI TPMO1040E02.pdf (2010).
[139] http://www.perkinelmer.com/Category/Category/cat1- /IDSMI TAXONOMY DELETIONS/cat2/IND SE CAT Sin-

gle Photon Counting Modules SPCM 001/key/10613 (2010).
[140] http://www.microphotondevices.com/media/pdf/PDM v3 3.pdf (2010).
[141] O. Thomas, Z. L. Yuan, J. F. Dynes, A. W. Sharpe, and A. J. Shields, Appl. Rev. Lett. 97, 031102 (2010).
[142] M. Akiba, K. Tsujino, and M. Sasaki, Opt. Lett. 35, 2621 (2010).
[143] M. Ghioni, G. Armellini, P. Maccagnani, I. Rech, M. K. Emsley, and M. S. Unlu, J. Mod. Opt. 56, 309 (2009), ISSN

0950-0340.
[144] D. A. Kalashnikov, S. H. Tan, M. V. Chekhova, and L. A. Krivitsky, Opt. Express 19, 9352 (2011).
[145] http://jp.hamamatsu.com/resources/products/ssd/pdf/s10362-11 series kapd1022e05.pdf (2009).
[146] R. A. LaRue, G. A. Davis, D. Pudvay, K. A. Costello, and V. W. Aebi, IEEE Elect. Dev. Lett. 20, 126 (1999).
[147] N. Bertone, R. Biasi, and B. Dion, SPIE Proceedings Semiconductor Photodetectors II 5726, 153 (2005).
[148] M. J. Fitch, B. C. Jacobs, T. B. Pittman, and J. D. Franson, Phys. Rev. A 68, 043814 (2003).
[149] M. Micuda, O. Haderka, and M. Jezek, Phys. Rev. A 78 (2008), ISSN 1050-2947.
[150] L. A. Jiang, E. A. Dauler, and J. T. Chang, Phys. Rev. A 75, 062325 (2007).
[151] G. Brida, I. P. Degiovanni, F. Piacentini, V. Schettini, S. V. Polyakov, and A. Migdall, Rev. Sci. Instr. 80, 116103 (2009).
[152] D. S. Bethune, W. P. Risk, and G. Pabst, J. of Mod. Opts. 51, 1359 (2004).
[153] C. Gobby, Z. L. Yuan, and A. J. Shields, Appl. Phys. Lett. 84, 3762 (2004).
[154] A. R. Dixon, Z. L. Yuan, J. F. Dynes, A. W. Sharpe, and A. J. Shields, Opt. Express 16, 18790 (2008).
[155] B. E. Kardynal, Z. L. Yuan, and A. J. Shields, Nature Phot. 2, 425 (2008).



13

[156] Z. Yuan, A. Sharpe, J. Dynes, A. Dixon, and A. Shields, Appl. Phys. Lett. 96, 071101 (2010).
[157] Y. Nambu, S. Takahashi, K. Yoshino, A. Tanaka, M. Fujiwara, M. Sasaki, A. Tajima, S. Yorozu, and A. Tomita, Opt.

Express 19, 2053120541 (2011).
[158] A. Restelli, J. Bienfang, and A. Migdall, in Advanced Photon Counting Techniques VII, edited by M. A. Itzler and J. C.

Campbell (2013), vol. 8727 of Proceedings Of The Society Of Photo-Optical Instrumentation Engineers (SPIE), p. 87270F.
[159] A. Yoshizawa, R. Kaji, and H. Tsuchida, Appl. Phys. Lett. 84, 3606 (2004).
[160] X. Jiang, M. A. Itzler, B. Nyman, and K. Slomkowski, Proc. of SPIE Quantum Sensing and Nanophotonic Devices VI

7320, 732011 (2009).
[161] P. Lightwave (2010), URL http://www.princetonlightwave.com/content/PNA-20XNFADDatasheet_rv2.pdf.
[162] K. Zhao, A. Zhang, Y. hwa Lo, and W. Farr, Appl. Phys. Lett. 91, 081107 (2007).
[163] M. Fujiwara and M. Sasaki, Appl. Opt. 46, 3069 (2007).
[164] H. Takesue, E. Diamanti, T. Honjo, C. Langrock, M. M. Fejer, K. Inoue, and Y. Yamamoto, New J. Phys. 7, 232 (2005).
[165] M. A. Albota and F. N. C. Wong, Opt. Lett. 29, 1449 (2004).
[166] A. P. Van Devender and P. G. Kwiat, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 24, 295 (2007).
[167] H. Xu, L. Ma, A. Mink, B. Hershman, and X. Tang, Opt. Express 15, 7247 (2007).
[168] S. Takeuchi, J. Kim, Y. Yamamoto, and H. H. Hogue, Appl. Phys. Lett. 74, 1063 (1999).
[169] B. Baek, K. McKay, M. Stevens, J. K. H. Hogue, and S. W. Nam, IEEE J. of Quant. Elect. 46, 991 (2010).
[170] P. G. Kwiat, A. M. Steinberg, R. Y. Chiao, P. H. Eberhard, and M. D. Petroff, Appl. Opt. 33, 1844 (1994).
[171] D. Rosenberg, J. W. Harrington, P. R. Rice, P. A. Hiskett, C. G. Peterson, R. J. Hughes, A. E. Lita, S. W. Nam, and

J. E. Nordholt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 010503 (2007).
[172] A. E. Lita, A. J. Miller, and S. W. Nam, Opt. Express 16, 3032 (2008).
[173] A. E. Lita, B. Calkins, L. A. Pellochoud, A. J. Miller, and S. Nam, AIP Conf. Proc. The Thirteenth International

Workshop On Low Temperature Detectors LTD13 1185, 351 (2009).
[174] D. Fukuda, G. Fujii, T. Numata, A. Yoshizawa, H. Tsuchida, H. Fujino, H. Ishii, T. Itatani, S. Inoue, and T. Zama,

Metrologia 46, S288 (2009).
[175] D. Fukuda, G. Fujii, T. Numata, A. Yoshizawa, H. Tsuchida, H. Fujino, H. Ishii, T. Itatani, S. Inoue, and T. Zama, Tenth

International Conference on Quantum Communication, Measurement and Computation (QCMC), Brisbane, Queensland,
Australia (2010).

[176] D. Fukuda, G. Fujii, T. Numata, K. Amemiya, A. Yoshizawa, H. Tsuchida, H. Fujino, H. Ishii, T. Itatani, S. Inoue, et al.,
Opt. Express 19, 870 (2011), ISSN 1094-4087.

[177] C. Pernice, W.H.P.and Schuck, O. Minaeva, M. Li, G. Goltsman, A. Sergienko, and H. Tang, Nat. Comm. 3, 10208
(2012).

[178] S. Miki, T. Yamashita, H. Terai, and Z. Wang, Opt. Express 21, 10208 (2013), URL http://www.opticsexpress.org/

abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-8-10208.
[179] F. Marsili, V. B. Verma, J. A. Stern, S. Harrington, A. E. Lita, T. Gerrits, I. Vayshenker, B. Baek, M. D. Shaw, R. P.

Mirin, et al., Nat. Phot. 7, 210 (2013).
[180] A. Divochiy, F. Marsili, D. Bitauld, A. Gaggero, R.Leoni, F. Mattioli, A. Korneev, V. Seleznev, N. Kaurova, O. Minaeva,

et al., Nature Phot. 2, 302 (2008).
[181] D. Rosenberg, A. J. Kerman, R. J. Molnar, and E. A. Dauler, Opt. Express 21, 1440 (2013), URL http://www.

opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-2-1440.
[182] S. Jahanmirinejad, G. Frucci, F. Mattioli, D. Sahin, A. Gaggero, R. Leoni, and A. Fiore, Appl. Phys. Lett. 101, 072602

(2012), URL http://link.aip.org/link/?APL/101/072602/1.
[183] A. Peacock, P. Verhoeve, N. Rando, A. van Dordrecht, B. G. Taylor, C. Erd, M. A. C. Perryman, R. Venn, J. Howlett,

D. J. Goldie, et al., Nature 381, 135 (1996).
[184] A. Peacock, P. Verhoeve, N. Rando, A. van Dordrecht, B. G. Taylor, C. Erd, M. A. C. Perryman, R. Venn, J. Howlett,

D. J. Goldie, et al., J. Appl. Phys. 81, 7641 (1997).
[185] T. Peacock, P. Verhoeve, N. Rando, C. Erd, M. Bavdaz, B. Taylor, and D. Perez, Astronomy & Astrophysics Supplement

Series 127, 497 (1998), ISSN 0365-0138.
[186] J. C. Blakesley, P. See, A. J. Shields, B. E. Kardyna, P. Atkinson, I. Farrer, and D. A. Ritchie, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94,

067401 (2005).
[187] M. A. Rowe, E. J. Gansen, M. Greene, R. H. Hadfield, T. E. Harvey, M. Y. Su, S. W. Nam, R. P. Mirin, and D. Rosenberg,

Appl. Phys. Lett. 89, 253505 (2006).
[188] E. J. Gansen, M. A. Rowe, M. B. Greene, D. Rosenberg, T. E. Harvey, M. Y. Su, R. H. Hadfield, S. W. Nam, and R. P.

Mirin, Nature Phot. 1, 585 (2007).
[189] M. A. Rowe, G. M. Salley, E. J. Gansen, S. M. Etzel, S. W. Nam, and R. P. Mirin, J. Appl. Phys. 107 (2010).
[190] H. Kosaka, D. S. Rao, H. D. Robinson, P. Bandaru, and K. M. E. Yablonovitch, Phys. Rev. B 67, 045104 (2003).
[191] R. Hadfield, Nature Phot. 3, 696 (2009).
[192] M. D. Eisaman, A. M. J. Fan, and S. V. Polyakov, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 82, 071101 (2011).
[193] P. G. Kwiat and R. Y. Chiao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 588 (1991).
[194] S. Fasel, O. Alibart, S. Tanzilli, P. Baldi, A. Beveratos, N. Gisin, and H. Zbinden, New J. Phys. 6, 163 (2004).
[195] Q. Wang, W. Chen, G. Xavier, M. Swillo, T. Zhang, S. Sauge, M. Tengner, Z.-F. Han, G.-C. Guo, and A. Karlsson, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 100, 090501 (2008).
[196] G. Harder, V. Ansari, B. Brecht, T. Dirmeier, C. Marquardt, and C. Silberhorn, Opt. Express 21, 13975 (2013).
[197] S. Takeuchi, R. Okamoto, and K. Sasaki, Appl. Opt. 43, 5708 (2004), ISSN 0003-6935.

http://www.princetonlightwave.com/ content/PNA-20X NFAD Datasheet_rv2.pdf
http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-8-10208
http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-8-10208
http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-2-1440
http://www.opticsexpress.org/abstract.cfm?URI=oe-21-2-1440
http://link.aip.org/link/?APL/101/072602/1


14

[198] G. Brida, I. P. Degiovanni, M. Genovese, A. Migdall, F. Piacentini, S. V. Polyakov, and I. R. Berchera, Opt. Express 19,
1484 (2011), ISSN 1094-4087.

[199] X.-S. Ma, S. Zotter, J. Kofler, T. Jennewein, and A. Zeilinger (2010), URL http://arxiv.org/PS_cache/arxiv/pdf/

1007/1007.4798v1.pdf.
[200] M. J. Collins, C. Xiong, I. H. Rey, T. D. Vo, J. He, S. Shahnia, C. Reardon, M. J. Steel, T. F. Krauss, A. S. Clark, et al.,

Nat. Comm. (2013), URL http://arxiv.org/pdf/1305.7278v1.pdf.
[201] S. D. Dyer, M. J. Stevens, B. Baek, and S. W. Nam, Opt. Express 16, 9966 (2008).
[202] B. J. Smith, P. Mahou, O. Cohen, J. S. Lundeen, and I. A. Walmsley, Opt. Express 17, 23589 (2009).
[203] A. Ling, J. Chen, J. Fan, and A. Migdall, Opt. Express 17, 21302 (2009).
[204] H. Takesue, Y. Tokura, H. Fukuda, T. Tsuchizawa, T. Watanabe, K. Yamada, and S.-i. Itabashi, Appl. Phys. Lett. 91

(2007), ISSN 0003-6951.
[205] T. B. Pittman, J. D. Franson, and B. C. Jacobs, New J. Phys. 9, 195 (2007).
[206] S. G. Lukishova, A. W. Schmid, A. J. McNamara, R. W. Boyd, and J. Carlos R. Stroud, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quant.

Electron. 9, 1512 (2003).
[207] R. Alleaume, F. Treussart, J.-M. Courty, and J.-F. Roch, New J. Phys. 6, 85 (2004).
[208] S. G. Lukishova, A. W. Schmidz, C. M. Supranowitzy, N. Lippa, A. J. Mcnamara, R. W. Boyd, and J. C. R. Stroud, J.

Mod. Opt. 51, 1535 (2004).
[209] A. Beveratos, R. Brouri, T. Gacoin, A. Villing, J.-P. Poizat, and P. Grangier, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 187901 (2002).
[210] S. Kako, C. Santori, K. Hoshino, S. Gotzinger, Y. Yamamato, and Y. Arakawa, Nature Materials 5, 887 (2006).
[211] X. Brokmann, E. Giacobino, M. Dahan, and J. Hermier, Appl. Phys. Lett. 85, 712 (2004), ISSN 0003-6951.
[212] A. J. Bennett, D. C. Unitt, P. Atkinson, D. A. Ritchie, and A. J. Shields, Opt. Express 13, 50 (2005).
[213] J. Claudon, J. Bleuse, N. S. Malik, M. Bazin, P. Jaffrennou, N. Gregersen, C. Sauvan, P. Lalanne, and J.-M. Gerard,

Nat. Photon. 4, 174 (2010).
[214] J. McKeever, A. Boca, A. D. Boozer, R. Miller, J. R. Buck, A. Kuzmich, and H. J. Kimble, Science 303, 1992 (2004).
[215] P. G. Evans, R. S. Bennink, W. P. Grice, T. S. Humble, and J. Schaake, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 253601 (2010).

http://arxiv.org/PS_cache/arxiv/pdf/1007/1007.4798v1.pdf
http://arxiv.org/PS_cache/arxiv/pdf/1007/1007.4798v1.pdf
http://arxiv.org/pdf/1305.7278v1.pdf

	Physics of Light– a historical perspective
	Quantum Light
	What is non-classical light?
	What is a photon?

	The development of single-photon technologies
	Some Applications of Single-Photon Technology
	This book
	Single-photon detectors
	Single-photon sources

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References

