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Universal entangler with photon pairs in arbitrary states
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We present a practical setup that transforms a single photon pair in arbitrary state to an approx-
imate Bell state. The setup involves linear optical circuits processing the individual photons and
quantum non-demolition (QND) measurements working with weak Kerr nonlinearity. The success
probability in the performance is linearly proportional to the fidelity of the input photon pair.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bell states or the maximally entangled qubits shared
by two distant parties, say Alice and Bob, are important
resources in quantum communication and quantum cryp-
tography [1]. Since photons are relatively convenient to
manipulate with the current technologies, Alice opts for
a pair of photons in a polarization Bell state to teleport
a qubit to Bob in the distance. She pumps a piece of
properly arranged S-barium borate (BBO) crystal with
a beam of laser and generates a non-maximally entan-
gled state a|HH) + b|VV) (H and V respectively stand
for horizontal and vertical polarization) in a spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC) process. Although
the photon pair can be locally transformed to a Bell state
with a certain probability, Alice has to send half of it
through an unknown noisy channel to Bob. The pho-
ton pair thus evolves in a decoherence process described
by a completely positive map [2]. After the process, the
correlation between the polarization of the photons will
be damaged or even completely destroyed, and Alice and
Bob will be left with a photon pair in unknown mixed
state, which is disentangled if the photon went through
an entanglement-breaking channel [3].

The main approach to restoring the entanglement is to
apply entanglement purification protocols [4]. A simple
method of purification is to filter a lowly entangled pair
to higher fidelity by local operations |5], and has been
experimentally investigated with various types of polar-
ization photon pairs [6]. However, the success probability
of the procedure will decrease as one improves on the fi-
delity of the output, since the fidelity of a single copy of
a full rank state can not be generally increased by any
local operation [7]. All proposed purification protocols
beyond local filtering are, therefore, the procedures of
extracting entangled pairs with higher fidelity out of a
larger number of less-entangled pairs through local op-
erations and classical communications (LOCC). Like an
original proposal of Bennett, et al. [8], the experiments
of entanglement purification or concentration thus far [9]
require two identical input photon pairs in one operation
step. Moreover, the complete information about the raw
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input state should be available and, only then, could one
determine if its remnant entanglement or initial fidelity
is above the distillation lower bound specified by a par-
ticular purification protocol. Under these restrictions, it
is impossible to purify a single photon pair in unknown
mixed state with all previously proposed methods.

To overcome the above limitation of entanglement pu-
rification protocols, we apply a method involving non-
linear Kerr effect to restore the lost entanglement of a
decohered photon pair by establishing the quantum cor-
relation between its individual photons. Such quantum
correlation is carried from one photon to another by laser
beams in coherent states (similar to the approach pro-
posed in Ref. [10]). Coherent states, a type of continu-
ous variable (CV) states, undergo different decoherence
processes from single photons in a noisy channel [11]. In
their transmission, the dominant decoherence effect is the
amplitude damping due to photon losses (see, e.g., [12]).
We realize the transformation from any mixed-state pho-
ton pair to an approximate Bell state by comparing two
coherent beams transmitted through an amplitude damp-
ing channel (e.g., lossy optical fiber), together with pro-
cessing the individual photons by two linear optical cir-
cuits.

II. NOTATION

In what follows, we adopt a notation of operator-vector
duality |13] for a bipartite quantum state. This notation
provides a natural correspondence between a bipartite
pure state |A) and its coefficient matrix A. One example
of such correspondence is in the following expression for
the Bell states in a which-path space (the indexes 1 and
2 represent two paths on both Alice and Bob’s sides):
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We divide them into the even parity set with A} = Bgg
or By and the odd parity set with A_ = Big or By;. The
states corresponding to Ay and A_ are transformed from
the polarization Bell states |®%) = 1/v2(|[HH) £+ |[VV))
and |U*) = 1/V2(|HV) + |VH)), respectively. With
the notation, the action of two local operations A and B
from Alice and Bob, respectively, is given as follows (T
represents the matrix transpose):

A® B|A) = |AABT). (3)

III. UNITARY TRANSFORMATIONS

To restore the entanglement of a polarization photon
pair mixed with noise, we first convert it to a which-
path space by polarization beam splitters (PBS). Then
the input photon pair in arbitrary mixed state takes the
form

pin = o1|A1)(A1] 4+ 02| A2) (Aa| + o3| As) (As]
+ o4|Aa)(Ayl, (4)

where the pure state components [Ag) = >, . kk,ij|Bij)
and the non-negative coefficients oy, (k ranges from 1 to
4, and i, j are 0 and 1) could be unknown to the sharing
parties Alice and Bob. Any pure state component |A) (a
linear combination of Bell states) in a general input can
be embedded in a larger space with the local operations
performed in the extended space [14]. For example, if
Alice and Bob respectively perform the identical rotation

1 I 1
n=p( 1) )
in the extended spaces, they will obtain a 4 x 4 bipartite
state |3) with the coefficient matrix

E:Ul(gg)U{f:%(_AA _AA>. (6)

Fig. 1 illustrates how to implement the above trans-
formation with linear optical circuit. All components of
the processed photons could be first transformed to, e.g.,
horizontal polarization H with half wave plates (HWP or
A/2 in Fig. 1). In the later steps, we will only show the
necessary transformations on the coefficient matrix A,
since any unitary transformation on a single photon in
which-path space corresponds to a linear optical circuit
[15).

The second local unitary transformation to apply is

n=(1%)=(07) (%)

in which

Under the joint operation Us of Alice and Bob, the bi-
partite state |X) is transformed to another state |Z) with
the coefficient matrix
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For the Bell states of different parity, three of the sub-
matrices in Eq. (9) (up to the coefficients) are calculated

as follows:
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A, here are diagonal with the entries A\; = 1/v/2 and
A2 = +1/v/2, while A_ off-diagonal with the entries \; =
1/v/2 and Ay = £1/1/2.
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IV. NON-UNITARY TRANSFORMATION

Next, we will project a general input p;, onto a sub-
space spanned by only two of the Bell states. One more
local operation performed by Alice and Bob is

1 1
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Vo \I I 0 I WI ﬁj
which is the product of a projection and a rotation. K
can be realized by a unitary operation in a further ex-
tended space of 8 dimension |16]. Only two 50/50 beam
splitters, two totally reflecting mirrors and the proper
phase shifters are required to construct its circuit. The

transitional bipartite state |Z) is transformed by the non-
unitary map to |A"), with its coefficient matrix being

- 1/0 0
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Substituting the results of Eq. (10) into the non-zero
block of A’, we see that those corresponding to the input
of A = By and Bj; will vanish. The output, |[A") =
(dgyl,,de,)A’(dTByl,,ELE_Q,)T|O>, is on the tracks 1’ and
2/ shown in Fig. 2. If [A) = |By;), we will realize the
following non-unitary transformations for the Bell states
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after we convert such outputs back to the polarization
space by using HWP and PBS again. Each pure state
component of a general input p;,, is therefore transformed
to the subspace spanned by {|®~),|¥T)}.



V. COHERENT STATES COMPARISON

Now we use an example of the even parity Bell states
mixture, x1|®T)(PF |+ x2|®~)(P |, to illustrate the gen-
eral result. After being processed by circuit A and B
shown in Fig. 2, the total output from the mixture will
be

pot. = I} 0+ xz (5087) + i) + 62}

< (GU@n=itw + @), (14)

where |{2;) is the cross terms between the ports R4, Rp
and K4, Kp, and |[Q3) the output components from the
ports R4 and Rp. The desired components are pro-
jected out of poy: by comparing the coherent beams of
two quantum non-demolition measurement (QND) mod-
ules in Fig. 3, which are coupled to track K4 or Kp.
Under the action of a 50/50 beam splitter in each mod-
ule, the unnormalized state involving the components on
tracks K 4, Kp and the coherent beams in both modules
of Alice and Bob will be
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The first coherent beam (with the index 1 in the above
equation) in each module is detected by a photodiode,
and a response indicates the presence of a photon on
track K4 or K. The success probability of the coherent
states comparison is Psyee = 1 — exp (—1|a — ae®|?)
[17]. With a small phase shift § ~ 107>, for example, it
is sufficient to use a coherent light with the amplitude
la| ~2v/5 x 10° (af ~ 24/5) for achieving a close to unit
success probability.

After that, we continue to couple the photonic compo-
nents detected by Bob to two more coherent beams |a)
as shown in Fig. 2, evolving the state of the total system
to

1) = (H)a+ilV)a) |
® (|H)slac®)1la)s +iV)pla)iac?)s) . (16)

The two coherent beams are transmitted to Alice, while
the state of the processed single photon of Bob could be
stored in a kind of quantum memory. Alice also interacts
the received coherent beams with her processed photon as
shown in Fig. 2, and then transforms the total state with
two phase shifters to (we neglect the unwanted pure state
components due to decoherence, which can be reduced to
vanishing percentage by choosing the proper parameters
a and 0)

o) = (|JHH) — |[VV))|a )1]|a)2 + i|VH>|O/ew>1|a’e*i9>2

+ i|HV) /e ®)1|a’e?)s,

where |a/) is with a reduced amplitude of |a) due to
the loss in transmission. We should amplify the two be-
ing transmitted coherent beams by applying a displace-
ment D(3), where 8 = |B8]e!(5+™) | to compensate for the
losses if the distance between Alice and Bob is too large.
The displacement of a coherent beam can be realized by
injection-locked nonlinear amplifier (see, e.g., [18]). The
linear optical implementation of this displacement opera-
tion can be found in, e.g., [19]. Then, the phase shift 6 at
Alice’s location could become a different value. Finally,
the total state is transformed by a 50/50 beam splitter
to the following:
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We use only simple photodiodes that are unable to re-
solve photon numbers to separate the even and the odd
parity sectors of the above state. The second coher-
ent state here could be compared with another state
|%o/(ew + e7%))3 prepared by Alice. Under the action

of one more 50/50 beam splitter, it will be transformed
to |30/ (1 =€)+ 3a/(1 —e~))5 in the even parity sec-
tor, but the vacuum state |0)2 in the odd parity sector.
Therefore, we have such detection pattern for the result-
ing state: if a photodiode responds to the first coherent
beam, we will obtain a mixture of the odd parity Bell
states |[¥T) and |¥~); and if the second coherent beam
is detected, any input will be purified to |®7).

VI. EXAMPLES

Given an input photon pair in any bipartite state, the
setup will transform it to an exact Bell state by the cor-
responding probability, if the photon absorption losses of
the being transmitted coherent beams are negligible. As
a typical example, a Werner state, F|®~)(®~| + £ 14,
can be transformed to |®~) with a success probability
(F +1)/8. The setup works for the whole range of its
initial fidelity 0 < F' < 1.

Another interesting case is the mixture of an even and
an odd parity Bell states. A photon pair in the state
F|®T)(®t| + (1 — F)|UT)(¥*]|, which could be asymp-
totically purified with linear optics only under the con-
dition F > 1/2 [20], can be directly separated to |®*)
with a success probability F' if we use a simplified setup
(without the photon pairs being processed by the circuit

(17) A and B in Fig. 2).



VII. ERROR ELIMINATION

The photon absorption loss is the dominant decoher-
ence effect for the transmitted coherent beams. It will
lead the final output to a mixture of Bell states [10].
Such loss over a segment of optical fiber is modeled by
a beam splitter of reflectivity n which discards a portion
of the beam to the environment |12]. Under this deco-
herence effect, the state involving Bob’s photon and two
coherent beams in Eq. (I8 will evolve to

1+ 2 1— 2
PB1,2 = %|¢1>B,1,2<¢1| + %@2)&12@% (19)

where
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— i[V)BlVI—nae)1y/T=na)s  (20)

and |y| = [(y/nae?|/Ma)|. We can effectively elimi-
nate the undesired component |®2)p 12 by choosing the
proper parameters of the transmitted coherent beams
such that |y|? ~ 1. For example, |a| can be set in the
order of 103 if the phase 6 induced by the weak Kerr me-
dia is in the order 1075, Then, the fidelity of the state in
Eq. @0) will be larger than 1 — 10~* upon the first nec-
essary amplification in transmission channel. After the
transmission, the two coherent beams should be ampli-
fied to the amplitude satisfying o6 ~ 2v/5, so that their
comparison can be realized in a near deterministic way.

To guarantee the perfect coherent states comparison
at the final step, we can also transmit the two coher-
ent beams through the same channel. Then the possible
extra phase ¢ gained by the two coherent beams in trans-
mission (the effect of an unknown phase shifter) will be

identical. If the coherent beams are in pulse mode, for
instance, we will fulfill such requirement by sending them
within a very short period of time in optical fiber [21].
On the other hand, if the amplification enroute is neces-
sary, we should determine the phase ¢ by measuring the
quadratures of the test beams prepared in the states |a)
and |ae®).

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have illustrated a simple setup that transforms a
photon pair mixed with noise to an approximate Bell
state, even if the entanglement of the pair is totally lost
in an unknown noisy channel. The system entangles an
arbitrary photon pair as fast as one-way classical com-
munication. A close to ideal fidelity and a much higher
success probability than those of the entanglement pu-
rification protocols can be achieved by the setup. Since
the input photon pair is never damaged throughout the
process, it will be directly sent back to the linear opti-
cal circuits for the second round operation in case that
a failure event is indicated by the photodiodes response
pattern. Through the interaction between coherent light
and matter qubits [22], it is possible to realize the purifi-
cation of entangled spin-half particles in the mixtures of
different parity Bell states by a corresponding extension
of the setup. The setup could be found various applica-
tions in quantum communication and quantum compu-
tation.
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Caption of Fig.1: Linear optical implementation of the
local unitary operation U;. As a part of the linear optical
circuits A or B in Fig. 2, two 50/50 beam splitters trans-
form the input 2 x 2 bipartite state to a 4 x 4 bipartite
state. Then the output on the tracks from 1 to 4 will be
processed further.

Caption of Fig.2: Two linear optical circuits A and
B process the input photon pair from the ports Al and
B1. Out of the ports K4 and Kp, any output will be
the linear combination of only |®~) and |¥T). At Bob’s
location, the first coherent beam interacts with the H
component of his photon in Kerr medium, while the sec-
ond with the V' component. Transmitted to Alice, the
beams are coupled to her photon in the opposite way,
and are transformed by two phase shifters to different

forms in the even parity and the odd parity sector of the
photon pair state as in Eq. (17). The comparison of the
two beams by a 50/50 beam splitter and a photodiode
D will discriminate the difference, and a purified photon
pair will be obtained over the ports A2 and B2. The
unmeasured coherent state C can be compared with an-
other locally prepared state to confirm the generation of
the state |®7).

Caption of Fig.3: One of the probe coherent beams
|a) of the QND module is coupled to the photonic com-
ponents on K4 or Kp through Kerr medium, picking
up a phase shift 6 if the photon is present. The 50/50
beam splitter transforms two coherent states |a)1|5)2 to
|°‘—\;§5)1|°‘—7§)2 (with the proper phase shifters). A re-
sponse of the photodiode D indicates that the two beams
la); and |3)o are different with |a—¢—§>1 #10);.
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