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We propose a setup that transforms a single copy of a photon pair in arbitrary mixed state to
an exact Bell state. The setup involves linear optical circuits processing the individual photons
and quantum non-demolition (QND) measurements working with cross Kerr nonlinearity. With
the realistic photon detectors, the system can reach a high success probability of 0.5 per try. The
applications of the setup include a heralded entangled pair source of high quality and the restoration
of the entanglement of photon pairs mixed with noise. The elimination of the decoherence effects
in its operation is also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Polarization entangled photon pair sources have wide
applications in quantum cryptography, teleportation,
dense coding, and quantum computation because of the
practical simplicity in manipulating these photonic states
with the current technologies [1, 2]. The generation of
such photonic states therefore attracts extensive research
in the recent years. The primary method of experimen-
tally generating entangled photon pairs at the present
time is the spontaneous parametric down conversion in
χ(2) crystals [3, 4] (here we only cite the seminal works).
For the practical applications, however, an ideal entan-
gled pair source should be event-ready and highly effi-
cient, and the individual photons of the pairs should be
correlated only in their polarizations as the maximally
entangled states

|Φ±〉 =
1√
2
(|HH〉A,B ± |V V 〉A,B),

|Ψ±〉 =
1√
2
(|HV 〉A,B ± |V H〉A,B), (1)

where H and V represent the horizontal and the verti-
cal polarization, respectively, and the indexes A and B
denotes the sharing parties of the entanglement. In long-
distance quantum communications based on coherent in-
teraction between single photons and atomic ensembles
[5, 6], biphoton sources of narrow-bandwidth should be
needed to increase the transmission distance. The trans-
mission and storage of entangled photon pairs also de-
mand the solutions to coupling the entangled photons
into the standard optical fibers [7, 8, 9]. A polarization
entangled pair source satisfying the above-mentioned re-
quirements and flexibility is desirable in quantum infor-
mation technology.
In transporting entangled photon pairs, one will also

face the problem of their decoherence in a noisy channel
[10]. Under the decoherence effects the correlation be-
tween the polarization of the photons could be damaged
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or even completely destroyed, and the photon pairs could
degenerate into the unknown mixed states if we have no
knowledge about the noisy channel. The available ap-
proach to restoring the entanglement in noisy photon pair
is entanglement purification [11]. The simplest purifica-
tion method is to filter a photon pair to higher fidelity
by local operations [12, 13], and has been experimentally
investigated with various types of polarization biphoton
states [14, 15]. However, the success probability of the
procedure will decrease as one improves on the fidelity of
the output, since the fidelity of a single copy of a full rank
state can not be generally increased by any local opera-
tion [17, 18]. All proposed purification protocols beyond
local filtering are, therefore, the procedures of extracting
entangled pairs with higher fidelity out of a larger num-
ber of less-entangled pairs through local operations and
classical communications (LOCC). Like an original pro-
posal of Bennett, et al. [19], the previous entanglement
purification or concentration experiments [20, 21, 22, 23]
require two identical input photon pairs for operation.
Moreover, the complete information about the raw input
state should be available and, only then, could one de-
termine if its remnant entanglement or initial fidelity is
above the distillation lower bound specified by a purifi-
cation protocol. Under these restrictions, it is impossible
to purify a single copy of photon pair in unknown mixed
state with any LOCC entanglement purification protocol.
In the present work we propose a method to realize

the maximally entangled states in Eq. (1) with an input
photon pair in arbitrary mixed state

ρin = σ1|Λ1〉〈Λ1|+ σ2|Λ2〉〈Λ2|+ σ3|Λ3〉〈Λ3|+ σ4|Λ4〉〈Λ4|.(2)

Here σi are the eigenvalues of ρin and |Λi〉, the pure
state components as its eigenvectors, are the linear com-
binations of |Φ±〉 and |Ψ±〉. If ρin is the tensor prod-
uct of the states of two independent single photons, this
setup will naturally work as an entangler. Single photon
sources have been close to practical applications recently
(for an overview on the single photon sources based on
parametric down-conversion in χ(2) media, see [24]). A
bright source of heralded narrow-band single photons was
experimentally realized using a double-resonant optical
parametric oscillator (OPO) [25]. Also with electromag-

http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.4216v3
mailto:bhe98@earthlink.net


2

netic induced transparency (EIT) technique, it is possi-
ble to generate single photons with narrow bandwidth
which is actually the same as that of the control laser
(typically about 1 MHz). To entangle single photons ef-
ficiently will, therefore, provide a feasible approach to
realizing the good-quality entangled polarization bipho-
ton sources, if we only correlate the polarizations of the
individual photons from two single photon sources. In
our system, we transmit the correlation of two individual
photons by laser beams in coherent states, which interact
with the single photon through cross phase modulation
(XPM) processes in Kerr media. Continuous variable
(CV) states, such as coherent state, undergo the differ-
ent decoherence from those on single photons [26], and
the dominant decoherence effect on the coherent beams
transmitted through the standard optical fiber is sim-
ply amplitude damping due to loss [27]. Using the pro-
posed entangling setup to process the coherent beams
sent through lossy optical fiber, we can also restore the
entanglement of a single copy of a photon pair distributed
through the same optical fiber without determining its
state, since the σi and |Λi〉 in Eq. (2) can be unknown
to operation.
The rest of the article is organized as follows: in Sec.

II we explain the notation we use for the transformations
of biphoton states; and in Sec. III, IV and V, the de-
tailed procedures of transforming an arbitrary biphoton
state in Eq. (2) to the exact Bell states in Eq. (1) are
presented; the decoherence effect on the coherent beams
transmitting the quantum correlation between the indi-
vidual photons is discussed in Sec. VI; finally, we con-
clude with a brief summary.

II. NOTATION

In what follows, we adopt a notation of operator-vector
duality [28, 29, 30, 31] for a bipartite quantum state.
This notation provides a natural correspondence between
a pure state |Λ〉 (or the pure state components |Λi〉 in Eq.
(2)) and its coefficient matrix Λ (or Λi). The general
input in Eq. (2) is represented in the Bell state basis
{|Φ±〉, |Ψ±〉}, and these basis vectors can be rewritten as

|Bij〉 = (â†A,1, â
†
A,2) Bij

(

â†B,1

â†B,2

)

|0〉, (3)

with their coefficient matrices Bij being defined as fol-
lows:

B00 =
1√
2

(

1 0
0 1

)

, B01 =
1√
2

(

1 0
0 −1

)

,

B10 =
1√
2

(

0 1
1 0

)

, B11 =
1√
2

(

0 1
−1 0

)

. (4)

Here we have converted the basis vectors to a which-path
space over the tracks 1 and 2 for later use; if we don’t
perform the step with two polarization beam splitters

(PBS), the indexes {i, j} will be still the polarization
basis {|H〉, |V 〉}. We divide these coefficient matrices
into the even parity set with Λ = B00 or B01, which
correspond to |Φ±〉, and the odd parity set with Λ = B10

or B11, which correspond to |Ψ±〉. The coefficient matrix
Λ of a general 2×2 dimensional pure state |Λ〉 is the linear
combination of Bij .
With this notation, the local operations A and B re-

spectively from two sharing parties of the entanglement
is given as (T represents the matrix transpose):

A⊗B|Λ〉 = |AΛBT 〉. (5)

If the entangled state is of a photon pair, the unitary
and the non-unitary transformations of A and B on the
individual single photons can be realized following the
procedures in [32] and [33], respectively, and A and B can
also be implemented one after another since A⊗B|Λ〉 =
(A⊗ I)(I ⊗B)|Λ〉.

III. UNITARY TRANSFORMATIONS IN THE

EXTENDED SPACE

We now apply the notation introduced in the last sec-
tion to study the transformations of the general input
state in Eq. (2). It is sufficient to look at the trans-
formation of its basis vectors in Eq. (3) and Eq. (4),
since any pure state component of the general input is
their linear combination. First, we transform an input
state in polarization space to a which-path space with
two PBS at both location A and B. Without loss of gen-
erality, all photonic components after the conversion can
be temporarily transformed to H polarization with half
wave plate (HWP) or λ/2 in Fig. 1. Then, the local op-
erations on a pure state |Λ〉 in the which-path space can
be performed in its extended space [31]. If both of the
sharing parties apply the identical 4× 4 local rotation

U1 =
1√
2

(

I I
−I I

)

(6)

in the extended space of |Λ〉, for example, they will realize
a bipartite state |Σ〉 with the following 4 × 4 coefficient
matrix from Eq. (5) (we represent a zero submatrix with
0):

Σ = U1

(

Λ 0
0 0

)

UT
1 =

1

2

(

Λ −Λ
−Λ Λ

)

. (7)

Here we embed the 2 × 2 coefficient matrix Λ in the ex-
tended space in the transformation. As an example, such
local operations on a Bell state |Λ〉 = |B00〉, the coeffi-
cient matrix of which is defined in Eq. (4), will lead to a
4× 4 bipartite state

|Σ〉 =
1

2
√
2
(â†A,1â

†
B,1 + â†A,2â

†
B,2)|0〉

− 1

2
√
2
(â†A,1â

†
B,3 + â†A,2â

†
B,4)|0〉
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− 1

2
√
2
(â†A,3â

†
B,1 + â†A,4â

†
B,2)|0〉

+
1

2
√
2
(â†A,3â

†
B,3 + â†A,4â

†
B,4)|0〉, (8)

where the indexes ranging from 1 to 4 represent four dif-
ferent tracks. The linear optical implementation of U1 is
illustrated in Fig. 1. Since any unitary transformation
operating on a single photon in which-path space corre-
sponds to a linear optical circuit [32], in the later steps,
we will only show the necessary transformations on the
coefficient matrix Λ of a pure state component in an in-
put without demonstrating their corresponding circuits.
The second pair of local unitary transformations we

apply is

U2 =

(

0 iV
I 0

)

=

(

iV 0
0 I

)(

0 I
I 0

)

, (9)

with the submatrix

V =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

. (10)

The operation U2 can be implemented by three totally
reflecting mirrors and the appropriate phase shifters. Un-
der the joint local action of U2, a bipartite state with the
following coefficient matrix will be obtained from |Σ〉:

Ξ = U2 Σ UT
2 =

1

2

(

A B
C D

)

, (11)

where A = −V ΛV T , B = −iV Λ, C = −iΛV T and D =
Λ. If Λ = Bij , we will obtain the submatrices for the

different parity sets as follows:

A = −
(

λ2 0
0 λ1

)

, B = −i

(

0 λ2

−λ1 0

)

,

C = −i

(

0 −λ1

λ2 0

)

, (12)

where Λ of the even parity set are diagonal with the en-
tries λ1 = 1/

√
2 and λ2 = ±1/

√
2;

A =

(

0 λ2

λ1 0

)

, B = −i

(

λ2 0
0 −λ1

)

,

C = −i

(

λ1 0
0 −λ2

)

, (13)

where Λ of the odd parity set are off-diagonal with the
entries λ1 = 1/

√
2 and λ2 = ±1/

√
2.

Now, we continue to apply the third pair of local uni-
tary operations UT

1 to obtain a bipartite state |Λ′〉 with
Λ′ = UT

1 ΞU1. We embed the state |Λ′〉 into a further ex-
tended space of 8 × 8 dimension, and perform one more
pair of local unitary operations K constructed with the
projection operators,

P1 =

(

0 0
0 I

)

, P2 =

(

I 0
0 0

)

, (14)

where P1 +P2 = I4, the identity operator in four dimen-
sional space. Such unitary operations K are realized in
the extended space as follows:

Ω = K

(

Λ′ 0
0 0

)

KT =

(

P1 P2

P2 −P1

)(

Λ′ 0
0 0

)(

P1 P2

P2 −P1

)

=
1

4

(

P1Λ
′P1 P1Λ

′P2

P2Λ
′P1 P2Λ

′P2

)

=
1

4







0 0 0 0
0 A+B + C +D A+ C −B −D 0
0 A− C +B −D A−B − C +D 0
0 0 0 0






. (15)

If we substitute the results in Eqs. (12) and (13) into
the non-zero block A + B + C + D, we will obtain the
following transformations for the coefficient matrices of
the Bell states:

Λ = B00 → 0, Λ = B01 → 1/2(B01 + iB10),

Λ = B11 → 0, Λ = B10 → 1/2(B10 − iB01). (16)

After we convert the states back to polarization space as
in Fig. 2, we will correspondingly realize the non-unitary

transformations of the Bell states,

|Φ+〉 → 0, |Φ−〉 → 1

2
(|Φ−〉+ i|Ψ+〉),

|Ψ−〉 → 0, |Ψ+〉 → 1

2
(|Ψ+〉 − i|Φ−〉), (17)

over the tracks KA and KB. Only two Bell states sur-
vive in the transformations. Similar relations will be ob-
tained from the other three non-zero blocks. We find
that, in the non-zero parts of P1Λ

′P1 and P2Λ
′P2 blocks,

the pure state components of an input ρin are mapped
to a subspace spanned by {|B01〉, |B10〉} or {|Φ−〉, |Ψ+〉}
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but, in the non-zero sub-matrices of two other blocks,
they will be mapped to that spanned by {|B00〉, |B11〉}
or {|Φ+〉, |Ψ−〉} instead. These non-zero matrix blocks
respectively correspond to the output components on
tracks {KA,KB}, {RA, RB}, {KA, RB} and {RA,KB}
in Fig. 2. Therefore, if one projects out the components
corresponding only to one of the blocks, the resulting
state from a general input ρin will be in a subspace with
only two Bell states (one even parity but the other odd
parity) as the basis vectors.

IV. REALIZATION OF PROJECTION WITH

QND MODULES

To project out the output on tracks KA and KB, for
example, we use two quantum non-demolition detection
(QND) modules shown in Fig. 3. In the modules, one
of the coherent beams |α〉 couples to the photonic com-
ponents on the track KA or KB through a cross phase
modulation (XPM) process in Kerr medium, which is de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian

Hkerr = h̄χâ†pâpâ
†
sâs. (18)

âp and âs here correspond to the probe and signal modes,
respectively, and χ is the coupling constant determined
by the medium property. Through an ideal XPM process,
a coherent beam and a single photon Fock state |1〉 evolve
within the interaction time t as follows:

UK |α〉|1〉 = |αeiθ〉|1〉, (19)

where UK = exp (iHkerrt) and θ = χt. After the in-
teraction the coherent beam |αeiθ〉 is compared with the

second beam |α〉 which is untouched. The success prob-
ability of comparing two coherent beams is [34]

Ps = 1− exp (−1

2
|α− αeiθ|2). (20)

For the sufficient large |αθ| ≫ 1, we can project out the
desired photonic components almost with certainty.

We here illustrate the general result with an example
of input photon pair in the state |HH〉 = 1/

√
2(|Φ+〉 +

|Φ−〉), and it is straightforward to generalize the result to
the state in Eq. (2) by considering the transformations of
the Bell state basis vectors in each pure state component.
After a sequence of unitary transformations discussed in
the last section, the total output will be an 8×8 bipartite
state in the which-path space. With Eq. (17) we obtain
its unnormalized output on tracks KA and KB as

|Ω〉KA,KB
= 1/4(|H〉A + i|V 〉A)(|H〉B + i|V 〉B). (21)

Before the detection by the QND modules, the normal-
ized state of the total system including the output pho-
tonic components on all different tracks and the coherent
beams in the QND modules is

|Ψ〉tot = (|Ω〉KA,KB
+ |Ω〉RA,RB

+ |Ω〉RA,KB
+ |Ω〉KA,RB

)

× |α〉KA,1|α〉KA,2|α〉KB ,1|α〉KB ,2.

(22)
Under the action of the Kerr nonlinearities and a 50/50
beam splitter in both QND modules, this state will evolve
as follows:

|Ψ〉tot → 1

4
(|H〉A + i|V 〉A)⊗ | 1√

2
α(eiθ − 1)〉KA,1 | 1√

2
α(eiθ + 1)〉KA,2 ⊗ (|H〉B + i|V 〉B)

⊗ | 1√
2
α(eiθ − 1)〉KB ,1 | 1√

2
α(eiθ + 1)〉KB ,2

+ |Ω〉RA,RB
⊗ |0〉KA,1|

√
2α〉KA,2 |0〉KB ,1|

√
2α〉KB ,2 + |Ω〉RA,KB

⊗ |0〉KA,1|
√
2α〉KA,2

⊗ | 1√
2
α(eiθ − 1)〉KB ,1 | 1√

2
α(eiθ + 1)〉KB ,2

+ |Ω〉KA,RB
⊗ | 1√

2
α(eiθ − 1)〉KA,1 | 1√

2
α(eiθ + 1)〉KA,2 |0〉KB ,1|

√
2α〉KB ,2. (23)

If one detects the first coherent beam of the QND mod-
ules at both location A and B with a simple photodi-
ode, the desired output |Ω〉KA,KB

will be immediately
projected out with the responses of the two photodiodes
together. This operation is equivalent to applying the
projection

P ′
1 =

(

I 0
0 0

)

(24)

at both location A and B on the total output with the
coefficient matrix in Eq. (15):
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ΩKA,KB
=

1

4

(

I 0
0 0

)(

A+B + C +D A+ C −B −D
A− C +B −D A−B − C +D

)(

I 0
0 0

)

=
1

4

(

A+B + C +D 0
0 0

)

. (25)

Since P ′
1 + P ′

2 = I4 and [P ′
1, P

′
2] = 0, P ′

1 can be simulta-
neously implemented with another projection P ′

2 realized
with two more QND modules at both locations, with one
of them getting the measurement result 1. Therefore, two
QND modules responding to either KA or RA at location
A, together with the other two QND modules responding
to either KB or RB at location B, will project out the
outputs over four groups of ports {KA,KB}, {RA, RB},
{KA, RB} and {RA,KB}, respectively. In the actual op-
erations, we send the result of which QND module re-
sponds at one location to another, where it is matched
to another QND measurement result to determine the
pair of output ports for setting up an entangled state.

V. SEPARATION OF DIFFERENT PARITY

SECTORS OF PHOTON PAIRS

We demonstrate how to extract one Bell state with the
example of the input state |HH〉 again. From this input
state, we obtain the output |Ω〉KA,KB

in Eq. (21) over
ports KA and KB. As illustrated in Fig. 2, we con-
tinue to interact two identical coherent beams |α〉 with
photon B through two Kerr nonlinearities inducing Uk,i

(i = 1, 2), evolving the state of the total system to (with
the global coefficient neglected)

Uk,1Uk,2|Ω〉KA,KB
= (|H〉A + i|V 〉A){Uk,1(|H〉B|α〉1) Uk,2|α〉2 + iUk,2(|V 〉B |α〉2) Uk,1|α〉1}
= (|H〉A + i|V 〉A)(|H〉B |αeiθ〉1|α〉2 + i|V 〉B|α〉1|αeiθ〉2)
= |Ψ1〉tot. (26)

The first coherent beam here is only coupled to the H
component of photon B while the second is only coupled
to the V component. After the interaction, the modes
of photon B are stored in any type of quantum memory,
and the coherent beams are sent to location A, where we
use Kerr nonlinearities inducing the same phase shift to
couple them with photon A in the inverse way as that
at location B, with the first beam being coupled to the
V component of photon A and the second to its H com-
ponent. Then, two phase shifters of −θ are applied to
adjust the state to

|Ψ2〉tot = (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|α〉1|α〉2
+ i|V H〉|αeiθ〉1|αe−iθ〉2 + i|HV 〉|αe−iθ〉1|αeiθ〉2

(27)

The comparison of the two coherent beam is performed
by a 50/50 beam splitter and a photon detector D as
illustrated in Fig. 2. The final state before the detection
is

|Ψ3〉tot = (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|0〉1|
√
2α〉2

+ i|HV 〉| − i
√
2 α sin θ〉1 |

√
2 α cos θ〉2

+ i|V H〉 |i
√
2 α sin θ〉1 |

√
2 α cos θ〉2.

(28)

Suppose that we have an ideal Fock state projector,

I = |0〉〈0|+ |1〉〈1|+ · · ·+ |n〉〈n|+ · · · , (29)

the Bell states can be obtained by the photon number
projection on the first coherent beam. If the photon
number n = 0, the resulting state will be |Φ−〉; if the

photon number n 6= 0, we will obtain 1/
√
2(e−i π

2
n|HV 〉+

ei
π

2
n|V H〉), which can be transformed to |Ψ+〉 with two

phase shifters. There is the ideal efficiency of 100% for re-
alizing the Bell states over tracks {KA,KB}, {RA, RB},
{KA, RB} and {RA,KB} in Fig. 2.

In reality, we could only be provided with the photo-
diodes to detect the coherent beams without resolving
their photon numbers, so the total success probability
will be lowered to 0.5 per try. We can also compare
the second coherent state, which is |

√
2α〉2 in the even

parity sector and |
√
2 α cos θ〉2 in the odd parity sector,

with a prepared state |
√
2 α cos θ〉3 at location A. Then

we have such detection pattern for the generated states:
if the second coherent beam is responded by a photodi-
ode, we will realize the even parity Bell states |Φ±〉 with
the success probability 50%; if the first coherent beam is
detected, on the other hand, what we obtain will be a
mixture of the odd parity Bell states |Ψ±〉 by the other
50% probability. The entangled photon pair generation
rate of the system could be limited by the dead time
of the photodiodes in the QND modules in Fig. 2, but
the detection inefficiency (such as that in detecting sin-
gle photons) can be overcome by using sufficiently bright
coherent beams. Since the photon pairs are correlated
only in their polarizations by the setup, the wavelengths



6

and the bandwidths of the generated entangled pairs are
just determined by the single photon sources.
As an extension of the setup in Fig. 2, we can also gen-

erate graph states [35] from a set of independent photons
at various locations. This type of multi-party entangled
states is an important resource in quantum computation
[36]. By our scheme, the maximal entanglement can be
created between any pair of photons independent of their
initial states. These entangled links can be connected to
a network of arbitrary shape and size.

VI. ELIMINATION OF DECOHERENCE

EFFECTS

In the previous discussion we assume that the coher-
ent beams are lossless in the transmission and the XPM
processes. However, the losses of the coherent beams are
not negligible if the distance between location A and B
is large and the coherent beams are transmitted through
the standard optical fiber. One such example we will
discuss is the application of the system to restore the
entanglement of a photon pair distributed over a noisy
channel. To a dissipative nonlinear Kerr medium such
loss should also be considered in an XPM process [37].
The dissipative evolution of a state ρ in an environment
with the loss rate ζ is described by the master equation

dρ

dt
=

ζ

2
(2âρâ† − â†âρ− ρâ†â), (30)

where â represents the optical mode. The state ρ of the
total system could therefore decohere in operation.
First, we look at the Kerr media that are suitable to re-

alizing the XPM processes in our system. A normal Kerr
crystal based on χ(3) nonlinearity could be too weak to
work in a practical situation [38]. The satisfactory per-
formance of the similar parity gate working with the nor-
mal cross Kerr nonlinearity, such as that in [39], could
also be spoiled by phase noise [40]. Beyond the normal
Kerr nonlinearities, the possible candidates for realizing
the XPM process described by Eq. (19) are the atomic
systems working under EIT conditions. Although the
dissipation in an EIT Kerr medium is considerable too,
we only need to generate a very small phase shift θ in
Eq. (26). This small phase shift, e.g., θ ∼ 10−7, can be
the smallest realizable value for the phase shifter of −θ
(in Fig. 2) by the current optical technology, and reduces
the concurrent losses of single photon and coherent beam
in the EIT media to a very low level. By using the suffi-
ciently bright coherent beams |α〉 we can still realize the
high efficiency of the proposed entangler. This is one of
the advantages of our setup.
On the other hand, if we apply the system to purify

the noisy entangled photon pairs distributed through the
standard optical fiber, such small dissipation of the co-
herent beams, which arises from the XPM processes, can
be included in the dissipation due to their transmission
in the same fiber. We can extend the effective length of

the optical fiber to add into this part of losses. Under the
effect described by Eq. (30), the dissipation of the coher-
ent beams over an optical fiber with the length L can be
modeled by a beam splitter of transmission η = e−ζL,
which discards a portion of the beam to the environment
[27]. After the transmission, the state involving photon
B and two coherent beams in Eq. (26) will be decohered
to

ρB,1,2 =
1 + |χ|2

2
|Φ1〉B,1,2〈Φ1|+ 1− |χ|2

2
|Φ2〉B,1,2〈Φ2|, (31)

where

|Φ1〉B,1,2 = |H〉B|
√
ηα〉1|

√
ηαeiθ〉2

+ i|V 〉B|
√
ηαeiθ〉1|

√
ηα〉2,

|Φ2〉B,1,2 = |H〉B|
√
ηα〉1|

√
ηαeiθ〉2

− i|V 〉B|
√
ηαeiθ〉1

√
ηα〉2 (32)

and |χ| = |〈√1− ηαeiθ|√1− ηα〉|. The entangled state
generated by the setup will be therefore the mixture of
the even or the odd parity Bell states. To eliminate the
undesired component |Φ2〉B,1,2, we choose the proper pa-
rameters for the transmitted coherent beams such that
|χ|2 ∼ 1. For example, if |α| is set to the order of 103 and
θ is in the order 10−5, the proportion of |Φ1〉B,1,2 com-
ponent in Eq. (31) will be larger than 1 − 10−4. Under
the operations discussed in the last section, the dominant
component of the state |Φ1〉B,1,2 and that of photon A
evolve as

(|H〉A + i|V 〉A)|Φ1〉B,1,2

→ (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|0〉1|
√

2η α〉2
+ i|VH〉|i

√

2η α sin θ〉1 |
√

2η α cos θ〉2
+ i|HV 〉 | − i

√

2η α sin θ〉1 |
√

2η α cos θ〉2.
(33)

Due to the setting of |χ|2 ∼ 1 for eliminating |Φ2〉B,1,2

component, the overlap of the coherent state |0,√2ηα〉1,2
with the pair of the states in the odd parity sector,
| ± i

√
2ηα sin θ,

√
2ηα cos θ〉1,2, will be large, limiting the

overall efficiency of separating the different parity sec-
tors to the half of the upperbound success probability
[41, 42, 43] for unambiguously discriminating such co-
herent states:

Ppur =
1

2
(1 − |〈0|i

√

2η α sin θ〉〈
√

2η α|
√

2η α cos θ〉|).
(34)

This feature is different from that of the locally operated
entangler discussed in the last section, where the overlap
of the coherent states in the above equation can be low-
ered to a vanishing quantity by increasing the amplitude
|α| of the coherent beams.
We compare the setup’s purification efficiency with

that of a LOCC scheme by the example of the raw photon
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pair in the state F |Φ+〉〈Φ+|+(1−F )|Ψ+〉〈Ψ+|. This mix-
ture of the different parity Bell states can be asymptoti-
cally purified to Bell state by the linear optical realization
[44, 45] or the cross Kerr nonlinearity realization [46] of
LOCC purification protocol. By the scheme in [44], for
instance, there should be at least 8 copies of the input
state to realize the purification to the fidelity F ′ = 0.96, if
the initial fidelity of the state is F = 0.6, and the overall
success probability of the purification with these 8 copies
is about 0.017. If there is only one such copy available
and we have to purify it with our entangler, its final fi-
delity will be determined by the coherent beam amplitude
|α|, XPM phase shift θ and the transmission of the opti-
cal fiber, which are independent of its initial state. The
fiber transmission of the coherent beams is about 0.67
for the distance between two locations L = 10 km and
the attenuation length of the coherent beam Latt = 25
km. Then the corresponding success probability of puri-
fying the single copy to the final fidelity F ′ = 0.96 will be
approximately 0.077. The disadvantage of this method
compared with the LOCC schemes is that its efficiency
will drop quickly if the distance between two locations is
going larger. Within the attenuation length Latt of the
coherent beams (with η not being too small in Eq. (34)),
the setup could practically perform the purification of the
noisy entangled photons separated by the distance L.

VII. CONCLUSION

In summary, we illustrate a setup that transforms a
photon pair in arbitrary mixed state to an exact Bell

state. By employing the permutation symmetry of the
four Bell states in Eqs. (3) and (4), we could realize
such transformation with linear optics and Kerr nonlin-
earity that generates a very small XPM phase shift at
the single photon level. Provided with the single photon
sources of high repetition rate, this setup can be used as a
good-quality photon pair entangler with its entanglement
generation rate as large as the half of the single photon
source repetition rate in principle. Because the entangled
photons are only correlated in polarization, such source
also enjoys much more flexibility than the other types of
entangled pair sources. Another application of the setup
is to restore the entanglement of the photon pairs dis-
tributed over a noisy channel. To guarantee the high
fidelity of the purified photon pairs, we will have a pu-
rification efficiency limited by the upperbound of that for
the unambiguous discrimination of two coherent states.
Given a single copy of a photon pair in unknown mixed
state, however, it is a feasible method to purify the pair
to the higher fidelity. This universal entangler is real-
izable with the current technology if we find the proper
XPM process that stably generates a small phase shift θ.
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Caption of Fig.1: Linear optical implementation of the
local unitary operation U1. As a part of the linear optical
circuits A or B in Fig. 2, two 50/50 beam splitters trans-
form the input 2 × 2 bipartite state to a 4 × 4 bipartite
state. Then the output on the tracks from 1 to 4 will be
processed further.

Caption of Fig.2: Layout of the entangler. The wavy
line represents the correlation between the individual

photons input from port A1 and B1. Since the input
pair can be in any state of Eq. (2), we here use a general
input state, in which the photons could be entangled to
some extent. The photons can be totally uncorrelated
from the independent single photon sources as well. Two
linear optical circuits A and B process the input photon
pairs. Over tracks KA and KB, for example, the output
projected out by two QND module is the linear combina-
tion of only |Φ−〉 and |Ψ+〉. At location B, one coherent
beam interacts with the H component of the processed
photon in Kerr medium, while the second with its V com-
ponent. Transmitted to location A, the beams are cou-
pled to the detected photon in the opposite way, and are
transformed by two phase shifters of −θ to the different
forms in the even and the odd parity sector of the pho-
ton pair state as in Eq. (28). Whether or not one of the
coherent beams after a 50/50 beam splitter is responded
by photodiode D, together with the detection of the pho-
tons by the QND modules, determines the photon pair
state over A2 and B2. The unmeasured coherent beam
C can be compared with another locally prepared beam
to confirm the generation of the state |Φ−〉. |Φ−〉 and
|Φ+〉 are realized over the tracks {KA,KB}, {RA, RB}
and {KA, RB}, {RA,KB}, respectively.

Caption of Fig.3: Configuration of the QND modules
in Fig. 2. One of the probe coherent beams |α〉 of the
QND module is coupled to the photonic components on
one of the output tracks through Kerr medium, picking
up a phase shift θ if the photon is present. The 50/50
beam splitter transforms two coherent states |α〉1|β〉2 to

|α−β√
2
〉1|α+β√

2
〉2 (with the proper phase shifters). A re-

sponse of the photodiode D indicates that the two beams
|α〉1 and |β〉2 are different with |α−β√

2
〉1 6= |0〉1.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0602096


50/50 PBS

2

λ

H

H

V

1

2

3

4
M

M

M

50/50



Noisy Channel
Circuit A Circuit B

PBS PBS
PBS PBS

2

λ
2

λ
2/λ 2/λ

M

MM

M

H

H

H

H

H

H H

H

V V

V V

θ−

Delay

50/50

QND QND

Noisy Channel

A1 B1

A2 B2

α

50/50

M

α2α

θ

RA
RB

1

2

1´

2´

1´

2´

1

2

D

KA KB

θθ
θ−

θ
C



θM

α2

α

α

50/50

50/50

Single Photon State


