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Creation of perfect long-distance quantum communication channel
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The generation of entangled states of high fidelity over long distances is an extremely difficult
task in quantum communications. All previously proposed approaches to distributing long-distance
entanglement, for example, the quantum repeater protocols, are beyond the technologies in the near
future. We present a realizable system that directly sets up an entangled pair of close to unit fidelity
with Bell state between the remote locations. Only one photon pair in arbitrary state is used as
the resource. The setup achieves a high success probability of 50% per try in the realistic situation.
The time for realizing the entanglement is reduced to that of one-way classical communication
between two distant locations. The method we propose significantly simplifies the implementation
of long-distance quantum communications.

The realization of quantum communication and quan-
tum cryptography relies on setting up entanglement of
high fidelity between two far-away physical systems. In
practice, photons are primarily used for the carrier of
entanglement [1]. If one tries to establish entanglement
by sending photons directly to a remote place, however,
the range of communication will be limited by their ab-
sorption losses in the transmission channel. The previ-
ous solutions, including the quantum repeaters [2, 3, 4]
and the quantum networks with percolation strategies
[5, 6], require the resources (qubits or other quantum
states connected in numerous entangled pairs over short
distances) increasing with the communication distance to
build up a communication channel. For example, in the
quantum repeater realization of Duan, et al. [7], which
has dominated the direction of developmental research in
recent years [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] and also has its ingre-
dients experimentally demonstrated [14, 15, 16], a large
number of entanglement generation and swapping proce-
dures are performed through the coupling of photons and
collective atomic excitation modes. The errors and inef-
ficiencies in all these operations cause the memory time
for the processed quantum states to grow polynomially
with the communication distance. A recent theoretical
analysis [13] shows that the minimum average time for
distributing an entangled pair over 1200 km is about a
half minute, far beyond the capacity of quantum mem-
ory in the near future. The other type of implementa-
tion for quantum repeaters, hybrid or qubus repeaters
[17, 18, 19], improve on operation efficiency but generate
entangled pairs with the lower fidelity, which necessitate
much more time to purify.

In this work we propose a completely new conception
that directly sets up entanglement approaching the exact
Bell state between two far-away locations. We reduce the
quantum memory time to that of one-way classical com-
munication from one place to another (e.g. the time is
only a few milliseconds for the distance of 1200 km). This
linearly increasing generation time with the distance has
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reached the limit of the causality between two spatially
separated events, i.e., there will be no further improve-
ment on the time of creating an entangled pair directly
between two points. Moreover, the constant resources
required by the scheme are minimal and flexible. Only
one photon pair (two qubits) in arbitrary state is used to
generate a close to Bell state between two distant loca-
tions.

We start with the purification of the photon sources
used in our scheme. The output of a realistic single-
photon source in a certain mode is a mixture of single
photon Fock state |1〉 and vacuum |0〉, ρ = p|1〉〈1|+(1−
p)|0〉〈0|, where p is the efficiency of the source (see, e.g.,
[20]). To sift the vacuum component out of the mix-
ture, we apply a quantum non-demolition (QND) mea-
surement module illustrated in Fig. 1. In the module,
one of the laser beams in coherent state |α0〉 interacts
with ρ through a weak Kerr nonlinear medium, picking
up a small phase shift θ ≪ 1 to |α0e

iθ〉 if the single
photon is present. The two coherent states after the in-
teraction are compared with a 50/50 beam splitter and a
simple photodiode. Any response of the photodiode in-
dicates that the coherent states are different as |α0〉 and
|α0e

iθ〉, projecting the mixture ρ to a pure state of single
photon. The success probability of the coherent states
comparison is Psucc = 1− exp (− 1

2 |α0 − α0e
iθ|2) [21]. It

will be ideal to achieve the deterministic purification of
the photon sources if α0θ ≫ 1. Although it is possible to
realize a considerably large phase shift with electromag-
netically induced transparency (EIT) Kerr nonlinearity
[22], for all coherent states comparison procedures in our
scheme, we relax the requirement for the nonlinearity to
that of generating the smallest phase shift (θ ∼ 10−7)
to be resolved by the present technology. For the phase
shift of this order we will apply the coherent beams with
|α0| ∼ 108 to obtain a near deterministic result.

Next, we respectively process two purified single pho-
tons at two different locations A and B with a linear
optical circuit. The purpose of the procedure is to trans-
form a photon pair in arbitrary bipartite state ρin (much
more general than the product of those for two single pho-
ton sources with the vacuum components removed) to a
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subspace spanned by only two Bell states. Here we rep-
resent the state of input photon pair in the Bell state ba-
sis {|Φ±〉 = 1/

√
2(|HH〉 ± |V V 〉), |Ψ±〉 = 1/

√
2(|HV 〉 ±

|V H〉)}, with H and V respectively representing horizon-
tal and vertical polarizations. The states |Φ±〉 are called
even parity and |Ψ±〉 odd parity, respectively. A simple

case of the input is |HH〉 = 1/
√
2(|Φ+〉+ |Φ−〉), i.e., we

horizontally polarize both of the purified photons, which
are input from the terminals A1 and B1 in Fig. 2. Then,
with two polarization beam splitters (PBS), we convert
any input to a which-path space with the following trans-
formed basis:

|Φ±〉 → 1√
2
(â†A,1â

†
B,1 ± â†A,2â

†
B,2)|0〉,

|Ψ±〉 → 1√
2
(â†A,1â

†
B,2 ± â†A,2â

†
B,1)|0〉. (1)

The polarization of the photon components on both path
1 and 2 can be transformed to H with half wave plates
(HWP or λ/2 in Fig. 2) for the time being. An in-
put state in the which-path space is then embedded in a
larger space with the local operations performed in the
extended space (see Appendix A).
There is a symmetry in the entangled states of Eq.

(1): in each class transformed from |Φ±〉 and |Ψ±〉, re-
spectively, one of the states is invariant under the permu-
tation of the index 1 and 2 while the other changes the
sign. With this symmetry, we design the linear optical
circuits A and B in Fig. 2 (see Appendix A). Under the
processing of the two circuits, any pure state component
in a general input ρin will be mapped to the superposition
of four bipartite states over the pairs of tracks {KA,KB},
{RA, RB}, {KA, RB} and {RA,KB}, respectively. Over
the tracks KA and KB (or RA and RB), the output is
the linear combination of only |Φ−〉 and |Ψ+〉; over the
other two groups of tracks {KA, RB} and {RA,KB}, on
the other hand, it is spanned by the other fixed set of
Bell states {|Φ+〉, |Ψ−〉}. Only 50/50 beam splitters, to-
tally reflecting mirrors and the proper phase shifters are
required to construct the circuit A and B, which imple-
ment the necessary maps of single photon states [23, 24].
If we project any of the four pieces of bipartite states out
of the total output, the resulting state from a general ρin
will be in a subspace spanned by only two Bell states,
one even parity but the other odd parity. Such projec-
tion can be done by four QND modules shown in Fig. 1
(see Appendix B). For example, by detecting the compo-
nents on KA and KB merged from the tracks 1′ and 2′

(at both locations) with HWP and PBS, we will realize
the following non-unitary maps of the basis vectors:

|Φ+〉 → 0, |Φ−〉 → 1

2
(|Φ−〉+ i|Ψ+〉),

|Ψ−〉 → 0, |Ψ+〉 → 1

2
(|Ψ+〉 − i|Φ−〉). (2)

The input |HH〉, e.g., will be correspondingly trans-

formed to 1/(2
√
2)(|Φ−〉 + i|Ψ+〉), which is separable as

(|H〉A+i|V 〉A)(|H〉B+i|V 〉B) with the common constant
neglected.
With this example, we demonstrate how to extract a

Bell state by separating the even and the odd parity sec-
tors of the output from any of the pure state components
in an input ρin. As illustrated in Fig. 2, we continue to
interact two identical coherent beams |α〉 with the de-
tected photon on track KB (in Fig. 2 we draw the inter-
action points before the second PBS to save the space for
two more PBS decomposing and merging the polarization
components again) through two weak Kerr nonlinearities,
evolving the state of the total system to

|Ψ1〉tot = (|H〉A + i|V 〉A)(|H〉B|αeiθ1〉1|α〉2
+ i|V 〉B |α〉1|αeiθ1〉2). (3)

Due to the losses and the amplifications of the coherent
beams in transmission we will discuss later, the parame-
ters α and θ1 could become α′ and θn after their arrival at
location A. There we use Kerr nonlinearities inducing θn
to couple them with the detected photon as also shown
in Fig. 2. Then two phase shifters of −θn are applied
to adjust the state to (we neglect the undesired compo-
nent from decoherence that can be reduced to vanishing
percentage and the indexes A, B)

|Ψ2〉tot = (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|α′〉1|α′〉2
+ i|V H〉|α′eiθn〉1|α′e−iθn〉2
+ i|HV 〉|α′e−iθn〉1|α′eiθn〉2. (4)

The comparison of the transmitted coherent states is per-
formed by a 50/50 beam splitter and a photon detector
D as illustrated in Fig. 2. In the even parity sector
of |Ψ2〉tot, the first coherent state is transformed by the
50/50 beam splitter to a vacuum state |0〉1; and in the
odd parity sector, two states of the coherent light will
be possible: |1/

√
2(α′eiθn − α′e−iθn)〉1 with |V H〉 and

|1/
√
2(α′e−iθn − α′eiθn)〉1 with |HV 〉 (see Appendix C).

Ideally, the target state could be projected out by
measuring the photon number of this coherent beam.
If the photon number n = 0, the resulting state will
be |Φ−〉; if the photon number n 6= 0, we will ob-

tain 1/
√
2(e−iπ

2
n|HV 〉+ ei

π

2
n|V H〉), which can be trans-

formed to |Ψ+〉 with two phase shifters. In a realistic sit-
uation, however, one should only use simple photodiodes
that are unable to resolve photon numbers but respond
to any coherent beam with a sufficient brightness. Then
we will realize |Φ−〉 with a success probability 25% over
the tracks {KA,KB} or {RA, RB}, and achieve another
25% success probability of creating |Φ+〉 over {KA, RB}
or {RA,KB}. We could also compare the second coher-

ent state, which is |
√
2α′〉2 in the even parity sector and

|1/
√
2(α′eiθn + α′e−iθn)〉2 in the odd parity sector, with

a prepared state |1/
√
2(α′eiθn +α′e−iθn)〉3 at location A,

and their difference indicated by a response of photodi-
ode confirms the generation of an even parity Bell state.
If the first coherent beam is responded by photodiode,
on the other hand, what we obtain will be a mixture of
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the odd parity Bell states |Ψ+〉 and |Ψ−〉 by the other
50% probability. A generated photon pair in this mixed
state can be directly sent back to the circuit A and B for
the second run, since an input in any state can be used
for our raw material. The detection of sufficiently bright
coherent beams also avoids the inefficiency and the dark-
count error in detecting single photons. The time spent
for setting up a Bell state is only the period of coherent
beams’ transmission from location B to A, since that of
the local operations is negligible.
If the coherent beams are transmitted through lossy

optical fiber, we need to compensate their photon ab-
sorption losses on the way. Over a segment of fiber with
the loss rate γL, the dissipative evolution of a being trans-
mitted optical field in Gaussian state ρ is described by
the master equation

dρ

dt
=

γ

2
(2âρâ† − â†âρ− ρâ†â), (5)

where â corresponds to the transmitted mode and γ =
cγL. The process is equivalent to a beam splitter of re-
flectivity η = 1 − e−γLL (see, e.g., [25]; L is the trans-
mission distance), which discards the beam to environ-
ment with the distance. A simple way to overcome such
loss is to displace the being transmitted coherent state
|α1〉 = |√1− η α〉 by another coherent state |β〉 with a
large |β| (the star represents the complex conjugate):

D(β)|α1〉 = exp (
α∗
1β − α1β

∗

2
)|α1 + β〉. (6)

Such addition of coherent states is implementable with
injection-locked nonlinear amplifier (see, e.g., Ref. [26]
for an overview covering the topic). The linear optical
implementation of this displacement operation can be
found in, e.g., [27]. In the case that the Kerr nonlineari-
ties at location B induce a phase shift θ1 for the coherent

beams, we apply D(β1) with β1 = |β1|ei(
θ1

2
+π) to the be-

ing transmitted |α1〉 and |α1e
iθ1〉. The coherent beams

thus keep the equal amplitudes after the operation. With
two symmetric terms of coherent states in Eq. (3), the
extra phases as indicated in Eq. (6) are factorized out.
After each amplification in the same fashion, the relative
phases θi (i = 1, · · · , n) can be determined by measuring
the averages of the quadratures Xϕ = (âe−iϕ + â†eiϕ)/2
of the test beams initially prepared in the states |α〉 and
|αeiθ1〉 at location B. Given the sufficient phase shifts
θi ≥ 10−7, the pump beams |βi〉 of the amplifiers can be
precisely adjusted with linear optical technology to guar-
antee the exact displacements D(βi). Finally, we only
need to match the phase θn with those induced by the
Kerr media and the phase shifters at location A.
The photon absorption losses also give rise to the pri-

mary decoherence effect in transmitting the coherent
beams. Under the effect the initial state involving photon
B and the coherent beams in Eq. (3) will be decohered
to [28]

ρB,1,2 =
1 + |χ|2

2
|Φ1〉B,1,2〈Φ1|+ 1− |χ|2

2
|Φ2〉B,1,2〈Φ2|, (7)

where

|Φ1〉B,1,2 = |H〉B |
√

1− ηα,
√

1− ηαeiθ1〉1,2
+ i|V 〉B|

√

1− ηαeiθ1 ,
√

1− ηα〉1,2,
|Φ2〉B,1,2 = |H〉B |

√

1− ηα,
√

1− ηαeiθ1〉1,2
− i|V 〉B|

√

1− ηαeiθ1 ,
√

1− ηα〉1,2 (8)

and |χ| = |〈√ηαeiθ1 |√ηα〉|. The relative phase shift
θi relayed by this mixed state will lead to a mixture
of the even or the odd parity Bell states in the end.
To eliminate the undesired component |Φ2〉B,1,2 effec-
tively, we set the proper parameters such that |χ|2 =
exp (−η|αi−αie

iθi |2) ∼ 1. With θi ∼ 10−7, for instance,
we choose the coherent beams carrying the average pho-
ton number 108 (|αi| ∼ 104), and then |χ|2 will be larger
than 1− 10−6. Using 103 times of amplification enroute
for this case realizes the fidelity 99.9% with Bell state.
After the beams are sent to location A, we should amplify
them to the intensity |αn| ∼ 108 before their comparison.
Moreover, we can eliminate the possible deviation of θi in
two beams, which could arise from their picking up the
different extra phases in transmission, by transmitting
them together as shown in Fig. 2. We let two initially
identical beams respectively undergo the same physical
processes throughout running the setup. With the sym-
metric structure in the design, all causal effects on the
phases of two coherent beams, as well as on those of the
different single photon components, will be identical if
we also adopt a multi-mode approach (see, e.g., [29]) for
these signals. This fact guarantees the ideal fidelity of
the generated entanglement.

During the transmission of the coherent beams, we
could store the states of single photons in atomic ensem-
bles by local teleportation with an effective entangled
pair of photonic and atomic qubits [15], 1/

√
2(|HL〉 +

|V R〉), where L and R are the collective excitation modes
of atoms. Fig. 3 demonstrates the creation of the entan-
glement between the distant atomic ensembles through
a Bell-state measurement (BSM) on midway. Unlike the
quantum repeater protocols [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13] which
connect the entanglements of atomic ensembles with their
emitted single photons being transmitted over a distance,
the entanglement swapping in our scheme is realized with
the measurement on a locally generated photon pair, so
the interference instability is greatly reduced.

If we properly handle two coherent beams in running
this kind of setup, a single photon will be entangled to
a far-away system in a close to exact Bell state as we
compare the transmitted coherent states. This process,
which lasts for the time of one-way classical communica-
tion between distant locations, will be repeated until a
successful event is heralded by a specific response pattern
of the photodiodes. All operations involved are within
the available technologies demonstrated in other applica-
tions. As the setups of this type become practical, the
requirement to long-distance quantum communications
will be only a quantum memory with a storage time for
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quantum states in the order of the time for one-way clas-
sical communication.
This work is supported in part by the Petroleum Re-

search Fund and PSC-CUNY award. B.H. thanks C. F.
Wildfeuer and J. P. Dowling for material about Kerr non-
linearity.

Appendix

A. Processing arbitrary input photon pair in

extended spaces

In what follows, we demonstrate how to transform the
state ρin of a photon pair (represented in the Bell state
basis {|Φ+〉, |Φ−〉, |Ψ+〉, |Ψ−〉}) to a subspace spanned by
a subset {|Φ−〉, |Ψ+〉} or {|Φ+〉, |Ψ−〉} of the four Bell
states. This procedure establishes the fact that an in-
put photon pair in any state ρin (pure or mixed) can be
used as the raw material in our scheme. First we use
two polarization beam splitters (PBS) to convert the in-
put state in polarization space to a which-path space of
two different tracks 1 and 2. The four basis vectors are
therefore transformed as follows:

|Φ+〉 → |B00〉 = (â†A,1, â
†
A,2) B00

(

â†B,1

â†B,2

)

|0〉,

|Φ−〉 → |B01〉 = (â†A,1, â
†
A,2) B01

(

â†B,1

â†B,2

)

|0〉,

|Ψ+〉 → |B10〉 = (â†A,1, â
†
A,2) B10

(

â†B,1

â†B,2

)

|0〉,

|Ψ−〉 → |B11〉 = (â†A,1, â
†
A,2) B11

(

â†B,1

â†B,2

)

|0〉, (1)

where the four Bell matrices are defined as

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

)

. (2)

We divide these four which-path entangled states into
two groups: the states of B00 and B01 belong to the even
parity set, while those of B10 and B11 to the odd parity
set. A general input state with these Bell states as the
basis is a rank-four matrix

ρin = σ1|Λ1〉〈Λ1|+ σ2|Λ2〉〈Λ2|+ σ3|Λ3〉〈Λ3|
+ σ4|Λ4〉〈Λ4|, (3)

where the normalized pure state components |Λk〉 =
∑

i,j κk,ij |Bij〉 are the eigenvectors of ρin, and σk the
eigenvalues of ρin.
For the further transformations on the input states, we

adopt a notation of operator-vector duality [30]. This no-
tation provides a natural correspondence between a pure

state component |Λ〉 in the general input state ρin and
its coefficient matrix Λ, just as the relation between |Bij〉
and Bij in Eq. (1). With this notation, two local oper-
ations A and B from the sharing parties of the bipartite
state |Λ〉 are expressed as follows (T represents the ma-
trix transpose):

A⊗B|Λ〉 = |AΛBT 〉. (4)

The unitary and the non-unitary transformations of A
and B can be realized following the procedures in [23]
and [24], respectively.
The coefficient matrix Λ can be embedded in a larger

space with the local operations performed in the ex-
tended space [31]. If we apply two identical local ro-
tations

U1 =
1√
2

(

I I
−I I

)

(5)

in the extended space at both locations A and B, for
example, there will be a bipartite state |Σ〉 with the fol-
lowing coefficient matrix obtained in the extended space
of double dimension (we represent a zero submatrix with
0):

Σ = U1

(

Λ 0
0 0

)

UT
1 =

1

2

(

Λ −Λ
−Λ Λ

)

. (6)

As an example of Λ = B00 in Eq. (2), we will thus obtain
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〉

− 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〉,

(7)

where the indexes ranging from 1 to 4 represent four dif-
ferent tracks. The linear optical implementation of U1 is
illustrated in Fig. 4. Since any unitary transformation
operating on a single photon in which-path space corre-
sponds to a linear optical circuit [23], 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

)

, (8)

in which

V =

(

0 1
−1 0

)

. (9)



5

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 of the
following coefficient matrix will be obtained from |Σ〉:

Ξ = U2 Σ UT
2 =

1

2

(

A B
C D

)

, (10)

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

)

, (11)

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

)

, (12)

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

)

, (13)

where P1 + P2 = I4, the identity in four dimensional
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






. (14)

If we substitute the results in Eqs. (11) and (12) 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). (15)

Only two Bell states survive in the transformations. Sim-
ilar relations will be obtained 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+〉} but, in the non-zero sub-
matrices of other two 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 only corresponding 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.

B. Projecting out desired photonic components

with QND modules

The comparison of coherent states can be realized in a
near deterministic way [21], so we apply coherent states
comparison to project out the desired components in the
processed photon pairs and separate the even and the
odd parity sectors in them. Here we illustrate the general
result with an example of input photon pair in the state
|HH〉 = 1/

√
2(|Φ+〉+ |Φ−〉). After a sequence of unitary

transformations in the extended space, which have been
discussed in the last section, the total output will be an
8 × 8 bipartite state in a which-path space. To project
out the output on tracks KA and KB, for example, we
use two quantum non-demolition (QND) shown in Fig. 1.
The first coherent beam |α〉KA,1 of QND module A and
|α〉KB ,1 of module B are coupled only to the components
on KA or KB through a Kerr medium inducing a phase
shift θ. Before the interactions, the normalized state of
the total system including the output photon pair and
the coherent beams 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, (16)
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where |Ω〉KA,KB
= 1/4(|H〉A + i|V 〉A)(|H〉B + i|V 〉B) is

the output we intend to realize. Under the action of the
Kerr nonlinearities and a 50/50 beam splitter in both

QND modules, the total state will evolve in the following
way:

|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. (17)

If one detects the first coherent beam of the QND mod-
ules at both location A and B with a simple photodiode,
the desired output will be immediately projected out with

the responses of the two photodiodes together. This op-
eration is equivalent to applying the projection P ′

1,

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

)

, (18)

at both location A and B on the total output correspond-
ing to Eq. (14). Since P ′

1 + P ′
2 = I4 and [P ′

1, P
′
2] = 0, P ′

1

can be simultaneously implemented with another projec-
tion P ′

2 realized with two more QND modules at both lo-
cations, with one of them having 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 be used to project out the outputs over four groups
of ports {KA,KB}, {RA, RB}, {KA, RB} and {RA,KB},
respectively. In the actual operations, we send the result
of which QND module responds at one location to an-
other, where it is matched to another QND measurement
result to determine the pair of output ports for setting
up an entangled state.

C. Separation of different parity sectors with

coherent states comparison

The projected-out photonic components at location B
are coupled to two more coherent beams |α〉 as shown in
Fig. 2. Now we denote the induced phase shift as θ1 to
distinguish it from those after further processing. Due
to the losses of photons, the amplitudes of the coherent
beams will shrink with the distance as they are being

transmitted in lossy optical fiber. At a certain point, we
need to amplify them by implementing a displacement
D(β1), forwarding the state vector involving photon B
and the coherent beams to (the common coefficient is
neglected)

|Ψ〉B = |H〉BD(β1)|α1e
iθ1〉1 ⊗D(β1)|α1〉2

+ i|V 〉BD(β1)|α1〉1 ⊗D(β1)|α1e
iθ1〉2

= |H〉B|α2〉1|α2e
iθ2〉2 + i|V 〉B||α2e

iθ2〉1|α2〉2, (19)

where α1 is proportional to α with a reduced modu-

lus, and β1 = |β1|ei(
θ1

2
+π). The parameters of the co-

herent states after the displacement are, respectively,
α2 = β1+α1e

iθ1 and α2e
iθ2 = β1+α1, keeping the same

modulus. Through n times of amplification in this way
until the beams are transmitted to location A, the state
of the total system will be (we neglect the unwanted pure
state component arising from the decoherence in trans-
mission, which can be effectively eliminated by choosing
the proper parameters αi and θi)

|Ψ1〉tot = (|H〉A + i|V 〉A)(|H〉B |α′eiθn〉1|α′〉2
+ i|V 〉B|α′〉1|α′eiθn〉2), (20)

where α′ and θn can be the appropriate values deter-
mined by the whole process.
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The beams at location A will be coupled with photon
A through Kerr media inducing a phase shift θn. After
being adjusted by two phase shifters of −θn, the resulting

state |Ψ2〉tot will be transformed by a 50/50 beam splitter
as follows:

|Ψ2〉tot = (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|α′〉1|α′〉2 + i|V H〉|α′eiθn〉1|α′e−iθn〉2 + i|HV 〉|α′e−iθn〉1|α′eiθn〉2
→ (|HH〉 − |V V 〉)|0〉1|

√
2α′〉2

+ i|V H〉| 1√
2
(α′eiθn − α′e−iθn)〉1 | 1√

2
(α′eiθn + α′e−iθn)〉2

+ i|HV 〉 | 1√
2
(α′e−iθn − α′eiθn)〉1 | 1√

2
(α′eiθn + α′e−iθn)〉2. (21)

The photon number measurement on the first coherent
state could determine which Bell state is created by our
setup. The second coherent state can be compared with
another state | 1√

2
(α′eiθn+α′e−iθn)〉3 prepared at location

A for a confirmation of the generation of an even parity
Bell state. Under the action of another 50/50 beam split-
ter, the second coherent state in the even parity sector
will be transformed to | 12α′(1− eiθn) + 1

2α
′(1− e−iθn)〉2,

while it is mapped to the vacuum state |0〉2 in the odd
parity sector. With a sufficient brightness of the beams,
we can discriminate the different coherent states by a
close to unit probability.

D. Generation of graph states

As an extension of the scheme, we can also generate
graph states or cluster states from a group of independent
photons at various locations. This type of multi-party

entangled states are important in quantum computation
[32], and the entanglements of up to six particles have
been experimentally realized so far [33, 34, 35]. By our
method, all entangled edges in a graph state should be
connected simultaneously, because the separate photons
at each vertex can be processed by a linear circuit only
once. Under any further operation by circuit, the con-
nected graph could be damaged. One exception is the
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) states, which can
gradually grow to large size by means of coherent states
comparison. For example, after we generate a two-photon
state 1/

√
2(|HH〉+ |V V 〉), we let two identical coherent

beams |α〉 be coupled with any one of the photons as in
Fig. 2. Then we send the beams to interact with another
photon in the state 1/

√
2(|H〉+|V 〉) and finally compared

their states. A GHZ state 1/
√
2(|HHH〉+|V V V 〉) will be

thus created with a 50% success probability. The overall
efficiency of generating a graph state of n edges is (1/2)n

per try.
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Mod. Phys. 77, 633 (2005).
[23] M. Reck, A. Zeilinger, H. J. Bernstein & P. Bertani, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 73, 58 (1994).
[24] B. He, J. Bergou & Z.-Y. Wang, Phys. Rev. A 76, 042326

(2007).
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Caption of Fig.1: Configuration of QND mod-

ule. (a) The interaction of one of the coherent beams
|α0〉 (red line) with a signal photon state (blue line) in
Kerr medium generates an extra phase θ on the coherent
beam. The 50/50 beam splitter transforms two coherent
states |α0〉1|β0〉2, where |β0〉2 could be either |α0〉2 or

|α0e
iθ〉2, to |α0−β0√

2
〉1|α0+β0√

2
〉2 (together with the proper

phase shifters). A response of the photodiode D indi-
cates that the two beams |α0〉1 and |β0〉2 are different

with |α0−β0√
2

〉1 6= |0〉1. (b) Inside the Kerr medium, the

single photon and the coherent beam with the different
polarizations are transmitted together. Their interaction
time can be adjusted so that we will obtain a designed θ
value.

Caption of Fig.2: Layout of setup. The pairs of input
photons are converted to a which-path space by two PBS,
and the circuit A and B generate the outputs over four
groups of tracks, {KA,KB}, {RA, RB}, {KA, RB} and
{RA,KB}, each pure state component of which, in turn,
is the linear combination of only two fixed Bell states.
The detection result of the QND modules at location B
(we only show the one coupled to KB) is sent to location
A. If the two beams having interacted with the photon at
location B are in pulse modes, we can send them within a
very short time (controlled by optical switch) through the
same channel to eliminate the deviation of their possible
extra phases gained in transmission. For the beams in
CW modes, we can simply let them have the different
polarizations while transmitting them together, so that
they will be separated at the destinations. The beams
are amplified from D(β1) to D(βn) along the channel. At
location B, the first coherent beams interacts with the H
component of the processed photon while the second is
coupled to the V component. After they are transmitted
to location A, the beams will be coupled to the processed
photon in the opposite way. The comparison of the two
coherent beams, which is implemented by a 50/50 beam
splitter and the photodiode D, determines the creation
of a close to Bell state over the terminals A2 and B2.

Caption of Fig.3: Entangling distant atomic en-

sembles through BSM. Here the coherent beams are
assumed to be transmitted through free space without
losses. At location A and B, the state of the processed
single photon is teleported to atomic ensembles (only one
as the representation is shown) for longer storage time.
The coherent beams from both location A and B are
transmitted to the location C, where they respectively en-
tangle a locally processed photon with the atomic ensem-
bles at location A or B. The photon pair at location C is
then measured in the Bell basis {|Φ+〉, |Φ−〉, |Ψ+〉, |Ψ−〉},
and the atomic ensembles at location A and B will thus
be connected to an entangled pair through entanglement
swapping.

Caption of Fig.4: Transformation of input bi-

partite state to larger space. As a detailed part of
the linear optical circuits A or B in Fig. 2, two 50/50
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beam splitters (BS) transform the input 2 × 2 bipartite
state to a 4 × 4 bipartite state. The polarization of all
photon components are converted to H by an HWP or
λ/2. Then the output on the tracks from 1 to 4 will be
processed in the other part of circuit A or B. During the

later processing, the photonic components on all tracks
keep the H polarization until two of them are converted
to V polarization before being merged by PBS (shown in
Fig. 2).
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