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Controlled quantum walk forms the basis for various quantum algorithm and quantum simulation
schemes. Though theoretical proposals are also available to realize universal quantum computation
using quantum walks, no experimental demonstration of universal set of gates has been reported.
Here we report the experimental realize of universal set of quantum gates using photonic quantum
walk. Taking cue from the discrete-time quantum walk formalism, we encode multiple qubits using
polarization and paths degree of freedom for photon and demonstrate realization of universal set of
gates with 100% success probability and high fidelity, as characterised by quantum state tomogra-
phy. For a 3-qubit system we encode first qubit with H and V−polarization of photon and path
information for the second and third qubit, closely resembling a Mach-Zehnder interference setup.
To generate a 6-qubit system and demonstrate 6-qubit GHZ state, entangled photon pairs are used
as source to two 3-qubit systems. We also provide insights into the mapping of quantum circuits to
quantum walk operations on photons and way to resourcefully scale. This work marks a significant
progress towards using photonic quantum walk for quantum computing. It also provides a frame-
work for photonic quantum computing using lesser number of photons in combination with path
degree of freedom to increase the success rate of multi-qubit gate operations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computers hold the potential to solve prob-
lems that are too complex for classical computers. They
are also poised to efficiently mimic-understand various
complex, inaccessible quantum systems in nature by
harnessing and controlling quantum mechanical princi-
ples namely, superposition, interference and entangle-
ment. While we’re yet to construct a practical quantum
computer of a sufficient size, numerous quantum algo-
rithms have been developed and demonstrated in various
quantum computing platform that is being developed [1–
9]. Multiple schemes for realizing qubits and to per-
form quantum operations have been developed for each
quantum computing platform. Among them, photonic
platform are being developed using multiple approaches
where discrete-variable, continuous-variable, measure-
ment based and fusion based approach are prominent to
note [10–12]. Though photons are robust against noise
compared to other systems, they have their own dis-
advantages. For example, in discrete-variable approach
the multi-qubit gate operations are probabilistic in na-
ture due to natural restriction in photon-photon inter-
action, reducing the success probability of a computa-
tional task [13–15]. Any improvement to increase multi-
qubit gate operations will help in boosting the potential
of discrete-variable approach for photonic quantum com-
putation.
Quantum walks, which have both continuous-time
and discrete-time variants, have played a fundamen-
tal role in development of quantum algorithms [16–18]
and schemes for quantum simulations [19–29]. One-
dimensional discrete-time quantum walks have been em-
ployed to engineer various high-dimensional quantum
states, showcasing their versatility [30, 31]. These walks

can be experimentally implemented, such as in linear op-
tical systems controlling polarization-path and other de-
gree of freedom of single photon states [32–38]. They also
provide the basis for implementing quantum gates [39–
43]. This implies that the universal quantum com-
putation can be realized using quantum walk opera-
tions. While quantum computing model has been de-
veloped using both, continuous-time and discrete-time
quantum walk, our model, based on discrete-time quan-
tum walk [42, 43], offers a more tangible and logical foun-
dation for photonic quantum computing architecture. It
maps position-based states to qubit states and in addi-
tion to that polarization state is also a qubit state. This
helps in implementing polarization controlled operations,
thus conducts quantum computations by emulating gates
through unitary evolution. This approach provides a
physical and structured framework for photonic quantum
computation, which is instrumental for building quantum
processors.

One of the main criteria for a system to be considered
for universal quantum computation is its ability to im-
plement a universal set of quantum gates. The uni-
versal gate set typically includes single-qubit gates like
phase (P) and Hadamard (H) gates, along with the two-
qubit controlled-NOT (CNOT) gate. The focus of this
work is to harness the power of single-particle photonic
discrete-time quantum walk to experimentally demon-
strate a three-qubit universal quantum computation and
configure a six-qubit system using entangled photon pairs
in combination of three-qubit systems. For experimental
demonstration of gates operation on 3-qubit system we
use heralded single photons from spontaneous parametric
down conversion (SPDC) process and control its propa-
gation on four path degree of freedom. To demonstrate
a 6-qubit system two 3-qubit system units are combined
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using an entangled photon source. At a three qubit level
involving only single photon and its interference along
paths, all multi-qubit gate operations are definite and
not probabilistic in nature making it a robust scheme.
We report high fidelity of all universal quantum gate op-
erations as characterised by quantum state tomography
involving about 28 gate operations including quantum
state preparation on a 3-qubit system. At 6-qubit level
controlling the entanglement between the two-photons,
each 3-qubit systems can be engineered to demonstrate
control on the composite 6-qubit system and we use 6-
qubit system and generate GHZ state. This work pro-
vides a scalable framework for photonic quantum com-
puting using lesser number of photons in combination
with path degree of freedom to increase the success rate
of multi-qubit gate operations.

II. PHOTONIC QUANTUM WALK AND
UNIVERSAL QUANTUM GATES

The dynamics of a one-dimensional discrete-time quan-
tum walk is defined on a configuration of Hilbert space
composing of an internal degree of freedom of a parti-
cle and position space, Hw = HC ⊗ HS [44, 45]. For a
photonic quantum walk, coin space can be configured to
be spanned by the horizontal and vertical polarization
states of the photon HC = span{|H⟩ , |V ⟩} and the de-
scription of the position space corresponds to the various
paths a photon can take, and its dimensionality depends
on the specific requirements of the problem. Typically,
on an one-dimensional position space it is denoted as
HS = span{|−x⟩ , , ......., |−1⟩ , |0⟩ , |1⟩ , ..., |x⟩} represent-
ing a range of possible positions or paths that the photon
can occupy.
The standard evolution of each step in this quantum walk
is defined using two sequential operations. First, is the
unitary quantum coin operation, a non-orthogonal uni-
tary operator that solely acts on the coin space and it
is followed by the conditional position shift operation. A
general coin operation would be a U(2) matrix consisting
of 4 parameters,

C(τ, η, ζ, θ) = eiτ
[
eiη cos(θ) eiζ sin(θ)

−e−iζ sin(θ) e−iη cos(θ)

]
(1)

and shift-operation takes the form,

S =
∑
x

(|H⟩⟨H| ⊗ |x− 1⟩⟨x|+ |V ⟩⟨V | ⊗ |x+ 1⟩⟨x|).

After t-step of evolution the polarization-path state of
the photon would be,

|Ψ⟩P−P = [S(C(θ))⊗ I]t(α|H⟩+ β|V ⟩)⊗ |x⟩. (2)

We can experimentally achieve full polarization control
of a single photon using a combination of Quarter-Half-
Quarter waveplates (Q-H-Q), if we neglect the global

phase of C(τ, η, ζ, θ), i.e. τ [46]. The encoding of its
path is accomplished by applying a beamsplitter (BS)
or a polarizing beam splitter (PBS) at each step. The
choice between using a PBS or a BS depends on the spe-
cific operational requirements. In different setting var-
ious realization of photonic quantum walk has already
been experimentally demonstrated.
The universal set of quantum gates for quantum com-
putation consists of two single-qubit gates: the Phase
gate (P ) and the Hadamard gate (H), along with one
two-qubit gate, the controlled-NOT gate (CNOT ). In
mathematical form, it can be represented as follows,

U =

[
1 0
0 eiπ/4

]
,
1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

]
,

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0


 .

These three gates, along with the single-qubit Pauli gates
form a universal gate set. This means that we can
achieve optimal accuracy for any operation according to
our needs simply by applying these gates.
For the quantum computation model using discrete-time
quantum walk a general form of shift operators and quan-
tum coin operator is defined in Ref. [42, 43]. The shift
operations are configured to enable control on the shift
of the particle to either left or to the right along with
retaining in the same path (position) conditioned on the
coin-state of the particle. In consolidated form it looks
like,

Sk± =
∑
l∈Z

[
|k⟩ ⟨k| ⊗ |l ± 1 mod m⟩ ⟨l|+

µ∑
i̸=j

|i⟩ ⟨i| ⊗ |l⟩ ⟨l|
]
,

(3)
where µ is internal degree of freedom and S0

+ or S0
− dic-

tates the particle to the right or left if the coin-state is |0⟩
representing the polarization state of photon |H⟩, respec-
tively. Similarly, S1

+ and S1
− will act for |1⟩ representing

the polorization state of photon |V ⟩, this type of shift
operation can be achieved using a combination of half-
waveplates (HWP) and PBS. The mod m comes for a
closed graph dynamics of the quantum walk. The col-
lection of operators {S0

±, S
1
±, C(τ, η, ζ, θ), I} constitutes

a versatile set of operators representing the quantum
walk. Moreover, this set of operators can be effectively
employed to realize the universal set of quantum-gates
within the discrete-time quantum walk framework.

III. ENCODING QUBITS AND UNIVERSAL
GATE IMPLEMENTATION

Encoding the qubit in the basis of polarization degree of
freedom of photon and path degree of freedom for the
photon forms the basis for photonic quantum computing
presented here. For example, using polarization state of
a photon and four path basis, one can define a 3-qubit
system where one qubit will be the polarization degree
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of freedom of photon and other two qubits will be de-
fined on the position basis. Although it is possible to
extend the number of available paths for photons and in-
crease the realisable number of qubits, it does not scale
resourcefully. Here we will present the encoding to qubits
in polarization and path basis first and address the scal-
ability after that.

Polarization information as qubit : A general po-
larization state of a photon can be spanned by the two
basis states, {|H⟩ , |V ⟩}, where H and V represents, hori-
zontal and vertical polarization, respectively. Finally the
general qubit |ψ⟩ can be written as

|ψ⟩ = cos

(
θ

2

)
|H⟩+ eiϕ sin

(
θ

2

)
|V ⟩ . (4)

Here θ ∈ [0, π] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) varying these parameters
we can generate all the possible polarization states i.e.
it helps us to map any point on the Bloch-Sphere. Ex-
perimentally, we can achieve all polarization pure states
using a combination of Quarter-Half-Quarter (Q-H-Q)
waveplates introduced in the path of a single photon
source. Moreover, we can use any combination of these
three waveplates, i.e., Q-Q-H or H-Q-Q, to prepare any
arbitrary superposition.
HWP and Quarter-Wave Plates (QWP) are character-
ized by matrix structures derived from Jones Calculus,
represented as follows:

H(x) =

(
cos 2x sin 2x
sin 2x − cos 2x

)

Q(x) = e−iπ/4
(

cos2 x+ i sin2 x (1− i) sinx cosx
(1− i) sinx cosx i cos2 x+ sin2 x

)
.

(5)
Pauli matrices {σx, σy, σz} don’t belong to SU(2) be-
cause their determinant is -1. In contrast, HWP and
QWP have determinant values of -1 and +1, respectively,
based on their matrix structures. Then the determinant
of Q-H-Q will be -1.
The set of Pauli matrices along with identity(I2),
{I2, σx, σy, σz}, form a basis for unitary matrices in the
(2 × 2) space. By choosing the proper angles of Q-H-Q
we can get all the Pauli matrices, enabling all the single-
qubit operations on polarization qubits. It is written as
follows,

• X: (0, π4 , 0), σx:=

[
0 1
1 0

]

• Y: (π2 ,−
π
4 , 0), σy:=

[
0 −i
i 0

]

• Z: (0, π, π2 ), σz:=

[
1 0
0 −1

]

• S(π/2): (π4 ,
7π
8 ,

5π
4 ) := eiπ/4

[
1 0
0 eiπ/2

]

BS BS
Single-Photon

Input

FIG. 1: The schematic depicts how we can utilize the
Mach-Zehnder Interferometer to form a basis for path

qubit states. Apart from that it illustrates the
Hadamard operation on the path qubit twice for the

balanced case scenario. In other words, the operation at
the first BS can be conceptualized as a unitary

operation U = I2 ⊗H, and similarly, the operation at
the second BS is the same. High visibility of

interference, ensures the good fidelity of the two
simultaneous Hadamard operations on the path.

• P(π/4): ( 3π4 ,
3π
16 ,

3π
4 ) := −e−iπ/8

[
1 0
0 eiπ/4

]
This describes how we can achieve all sorts of single-qubit
operations via Q-H-Q on polarization qubit.

HW
P

PBS

Polarization-Path
Entangled-State

Incident
Beam

Reflected
Beam

Transmitted
Beam

FIG. 2: The left figure illustrates the operation of a
PBS, while the right figure demonstrates the generation

of the Bell state |ϕ+⟩ = |00⟩+|11⟩√
2

in polarization and

path degree of freedom. When an HWP is set at 22.5◦,

it transforms the photon state from |H⟩ to |H⟩+|V ⟩√
2

.

After passing through a PBS, the resulting state

becomes |ψ⟩P−P = |H⟩|0⟩+|V ⟩|1⟩√
2

.

Path information as qubit : Path encoding becomes
most comprehensible through the lens of a Mach-Zender
interferometer designed for a single photon. This setup
involves the photon initially encountering a beam split-
ter, at which point it can choose between two feasible
paths, denoted as |0⟩ (the lower path) and |1⟩ (the upper
path). By introducing a phase delay in the |1⟩ path using
a slide, the system takes on the configuration depicted in
the Fig. 1. Upon recombination of the two path compo-
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Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

State-Preparation

Fiber
Joiner

Fiber
Joiner

PBS

PBS

CNOT(Pol. as control,
Path as target)

Hadamard on
Path-qubit

Q
-H
-Q

Q-H-Q

Phase-Gate
on Polarization

HW
P

HW
P

Hadamard on
Polarization-qubit

Phase-Gate
Path-qubit

HW
P

CNOT(Path as Control)

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f) (g)

FIG. 3: Illustration of all the two-qubit gate operations necessary for achieving universal quantum computing using
the discrete-time single-particle quantum walk approach. (a) It demonstrates how a general 2-qubit state can be
generated using beam-splitters and Q-H-Qs.(b)-(g) depict the specific gates realization with appropriate label.

nents at another beam splitter, the final state material-

izes as |ψ⟩ = (1+eiδϕ)
2 |0⟩+ (1−eiδϕ)

2 |1⟩. This culminates in
the emergence of an interference pattern that transforms
as ϕ varies.
Remarkably, from the standpoint of information encod-
ing, manipulating δϕ permits the attainment of all fun-
damental states |+⟩ , |−⟩ , |L⟩ , |R⟩. This intriguing fea-
ture underscores the versatility of path encoding and its
potential for information manipulation within the quan-
tum domain. In our context, path encoding initially dis-
regards polarization information. However, for a com-
prehensive description of polarization-path encoding, we
must consider the polarization of each path, resulting
in a Hilbert space denoted as HP−P = HPol. ⊗ HPath,
encompassing a total of four modes of a single pho-
ton (2-polarization, 2-path), effectively representing the
polarization-path quantum state. The general 2-qubit
state can be expressed as:

|Ψ⟩Gen = α |H⟩ |0⟩+ β |H⟩ |1⟩+ γ |V ⟩ |0⟩+ δ |V ⟩ |1⟩ (6)

where {α, β, γ, δ} ∈ C and |α|2 + |β|2 + |γ|2 + |δ|2 = 1.
Method of preparation of these type of state is detailed
in the supplementary material. The computational

basis takes the form - |H⟩ |0⟩ = |00⟩, |H⟩ |1⟩ = |01⟩,
|V ⟩ |0⟩ = |10⟩ and |V ⟩ |1⟩ = |11⟩. To prepare 2-
qubit maximally entangled states (i.e., Bell states) in
polarization-path encoding, we can use a PBS instead
of a BS. A concise description of PBS is illustrated in
Fig. 2, the input state of light in polarization and path is
- |ψ⟩in = (α |H⟩+ β |V ⟩) |0⟩, where the |0⟩ represent the
path in which the photon is, then the output state would
be |ψ⟩out = α |H⟩ |0⟩ + β |V ⟩ |1⟩, so now it becomes a
polarization-path entangled state.

1- and 2-qubit gate implementation : The 2-qubit
system we will present here is a composition of polar-
ization degree of freedom of photon as qubit 1 and path
degree of freedom for photons to travel as qubit 2. Opti-
cal scheme for 2-qubit state preparation and implemen-
tation of universal gates are illustrated in Fig. 3. Imple-
mentation of gates is a composition of a path-dependent
quantum coin operation realized using Q-H-Q or other
combination of waveplates and conditioned shift oper-
ator using PBS or BS. We can note that for realizing
Hadamard operation on path encoded qubit needs a sin-
gle photon interference setup whereas realizing CNOT
gates are relatively easier.
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operations
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FIG. 4: Table provides a comprehensive description of a full 3-qubit representation of single-particle photonic
quantum walk, alongside a comparison with the circuit model representation. In our scenario, the polarization of the

single photon serves as the first qubit, while the four-path degree of freedom serves as the other two qubits.

For a 2-qubit realization, heralded single-photons of
810nm obtained from spontaneous parametric down con-
version (SPDC) using PPKTP crystal was used. The
quantum state tomography scheme used to reconstruct

the density matrix is detailed in the supplementary ma-
terial, involving additional path interference and po-
larization manipulation using Q-H-Q. For experimen-
tal purposes, we have also demonstrated the visibility
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TABLE I: Fidelity of 2-qubit gate operation

Gate H⊗ I2 T⊗ I2 C-NOT1,2 I2 ⊗H I2 ⊗ T C-NOT2,1

Fidelity 0.97 0.92 0.89 0.95 0.91 0.96

pattern of the interferometer. To experimentally ob-
tain the gate fidalities, initial state was first prepared to
|Ψ⟩in = 1√

2
[|00⟩+ |11⟩] and the gate operations were im-

plemented. Starting from state preparation to quantum
state tomography, around 10 gate operations were exe-
cuted. The experimentally obtained gate fidalities from
quantum state tomography are given in Table I.

IV. 3- AND 6-QUBIT SYSTEM

For 3-qubit system, polarization degree of freedom of
photon represents qubit 1 and four path degree of free-
dom for photons represent qubit 2 and qubit 3. The
universal gate operation on 3-qubit system in a standard
circuit model and its equivalent optical scheme in the
polarization-path encloded 3-qubit system is illustrated
in Fig. 4. One can note that realizing Hadamard opera-
tion on path encoded qubit involves interfereometry and
realizing CNOT gate which is usually difficult in other
setup are easily realizable by swapping the paths in this
scheme.

QHQ

Polarizer

IF
Filter

IF
Filter

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Q
-H
-Q

Polarization
Entangled Photons

3-Qubit-unit

3-Qubit-unit

Fiber
Controller

Fiber
Controller

Compensation
Crystal

Compensation
Crystal

Laser
@ 405 nm

PPKTP
Type-II

FIG. 5: The first part of the experimental setup involves generation of entangled photons from SPDC process using
type II PPKTP crystal. Subsequently, the two photons are fiber-coupled using a fiber controller before being

directed to two separate 3-qubit units, shown to the right. Utilizing the entanglement, we can connect the distinct
3-qubit units and perform the necessary gates as required on each 3-qubit unit..

TABLE II: Fidelity of 3-qubit gate operation

Gate I2 ⊗ C-NOT3,2 I2 ⊗ C-NOT3,1 I2 ⊗ C-NOT2,3 I2 ⊗ C-NOT2,1 C-NOT1,2 ⊗ I2 C-NOT1,3 ⊗ I2
Fidelity 0.98 0.93 0.99 0.94 0.86 0.88

To calculate the fidelities of the gate operations, start-
ing from the 3-qubit general state preparation to per-
forming quantum state tomography, maximum of 28 gate
operations were executed. The experimentally obtained
gate fidelities are given in Table II. Since the fidelities of

Hadamard operations are same as given in Table I, only
CNOT operations for different combination of qubits are
given. We can note that the fidelity of CNOT gate be-
tween two path qubits is very high when compared to
CNOT between the polarization and path qubits. This
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is because to use of only swapping of path between path
qubits to implement CNOT gate. This allows for efficient
handling multi-qubit operations using path basis.

One of the method to realize 6-qubit system is illustrated
in Fig. 5. A 6-qubit system is sourced by the, entangled
photon pair given by |Ψ⟩ = 1/

√
2(|H⟩ |V ⟩−|V ⟩ |H⟩) gen-

erated from the SPDC process. Each photon from the en-
tangled pair are used as an input to two separate 3-qubit
systems. Various operations on the 6-qubit system can
be configured first by controlling entanglement between
the two photons and these two photons are sourced to
the two 3-qubit systems where gate operations are per-
formed as discussed for 3-qubit system earlier. For ex-
ample, we can easily convert entangled state to the state
|Ψ′⟩ = 1/

√
2(|H⟩ |H⟩ − |V ⟩ |V ⟩) using HWP in one of

the the arm (signal arm). By placing a PBS in the two
separate 3 qubit units we can generate the 6-qubit GHZ
state

|Ψ⟩GHZ =
1√
2
(|0⟩⊗6 − |1⟩⊗6

).

Though all the 6 qubits in the system are not com-
pletely connected to one another, through entangled pho-
ton pairs they can be connected and engineered to control
a 6-qubit system.

Scaling : Number of qubits can be scaled by using mul-
tiple four path basis in a tensor network configuration of
2-qubits and entangling them with a single photon as as
given in the mathematical model of the scheme [42, 43].
However, single photon in multiple network of two-qubit
position basis will results in loss of fidelity. As demon-
strated for 6-qubit here, further scaling with a combi-
nation of six-qubit systems can be explored by further
entangled in other degree’s of freedom of photons. How-
ever, involving more photons will make the connection
between the each units of smaller qubits probabilistic
but overall efficiency will be better than the standard
approach of using single photon in dual rail encoding to

represent each qubits.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have reported the experimental demon-
stration of realizing universal set of quantum gates using
photonic quantum walk. In the scheme, multiple qubits
were encoded using polarization and paths degree of free-
dom for and universal quantum gates were implemented
with 100% success probability, and high fidelity. The fi-
delity was characterised by quantum state tomography.
For a 2-qubit and 3-qubit system, the first qubit was
encoded with polarization state of photon and path in-
formation was used for encoding other qubits. For the
6-qubit system an entangled photon pairs from SPDC
process was used to source two 3-qubit units and re-
alize full 6-qubit GHZ state. In the scheme only one
photon is involved to realize 2-qubit and 3-qubit system.
Not invoking photon-photon interaction has resulted in
very high fidelity of gate operations. This also makes
all the gates operation a definite realizaiton. Fidelities
directly accounts for experimental inaccuraries involved
in the process. We have demonstrated that some of the
two-qubit gates, CNOT between path qubits, are easily
realizable in the scheme compared to other approaches.
The high fidealities obtained after implementing 10 and
28 gates operation on 2-qubit and 3-qubit systems inl-
cuding state preparation and quantum state tomography
are very promising. This indicates a promising progress
towards using photonic quantum walk for quantum com-
puting and provide a general framework for photonic
quantum computing using lesser number of photons in
combination with path and other degree of freedom of
photons.
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Supplemental Materials: Experimental realization of universal quantum gates and six-qubit state
using photonic quantum walk

A. Quantum State Tomography & Measurement

In this section we will describe the measurement part, how quantum state tomography is done via various projective
measurements on a different basis. It will help us to reconstruct the density matrix. So, we need to define the
different bases and know that we need 22N projective measurement to get the entire density matrix, where N is the
number of qubits.

The number of qubits is 2, so we need 16 measurements. At first, the new basis states are

|0′⟩ , |1′⟩ = |0⟩ ± |1⟩√
2

≡ |D⟩ , |A⟩ |0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩ = |0⟩ ± i |1⟩√
2

≡ |L⟩ , |R⟩ (7)

Here, |D⟩, |A⟩ represents diagonal and anti-diagonal states and |L⟩, | |R⟩ represents left circular and right circular
polarization of light. Similarly, we have to define 3 sets of basis states in qubit involving path information of the
photon, here |0⟩ and |1⟩ represent to path in the state preparation.
Now, the Pauli-matrices are Hermitian, and together with the identity matrix 1 (sometimes considered as the zeroth
Pauli matrix σ0), the Pauli matrices form a basis for the vector space of 2× 2 Hermitian matrices. This means that
any 2× 2 Hermitian matrix can be written uniquely as a linear combination of Pauli matrices.

It implies any Hermitian can be represented by a linear combination of these 4 matrices then we also represent the 1
qubit density matrix using these operators. Also, we know that

σ̂0 =

[
1 0
0 1

]
= |H⟩⟨H|+ |V ⟩⟨V | ; σ̂1 =

[
0 1
1 0

]
= |D⟩⟨D| − |A⟩⟨A|

σ̂2 =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
= |R⟩⟨R| − |L⟩⟨L| ; σ̂3 =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
= |H⟩⟨H| − |V ⟩⟨V |

(8)

Finally, we can write the density matrix as -

ρ̂ =
1

2

3∑
i=0

Siσ̂i ; Si ≡ Tr{σ̂iρ} (9)

Si are know are as the Stokes parameters. For pure states, we have
∑3
i=0 S

2
i = 1 ; for mixed states,

∑2
i=0 S

2
i < 1 and

for the completely mixed state,
∑3
i=0 S

2
i = 0. Upon imposing normalization, S0 will always be 1. These values are

essentially the results of various orthogonal projective measurements:

S0 = P|H⟩ + P|V ⟩ ; S1 = P|D⟩ − P|A⟩

S2 = P|R⟩ − P|L⟩ ; S3 = P|H⟩ − P|V ⟩
(10)

Similarly, we can map this situation to an N-qubit case, i.e. an N-qubit density matrix can be written as -

ρ̂N =
1

2N

3∑
i1,i2,...iN=0

Si1,i2,...iN σ̂i1 ⊗ σ̂i2 ...⊗ σ̂iN (11)

Normalization condition leaves S0,0,...,0 = 1; that leaves us to calculate 22N − 1 projective measurement to be done
to reconstruct the density matrix.

Si1,i2,...,iN = Tr ({σ̂i1 ⊗ σ̂i2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ σ̂iN } · ρ̂N ) (12)

More easily, we can write these ”General Stokes Parameter” as -

Si1,i2,...,iN = (P|ψi1 ⟩ ± P|ψ⊥
i1

⟩)⊗ (P|ψi2 ⟩ ± P|ψ⊥
i2

⟩)⊗ ...⊗ (P|ψiN
⟩ ± P|ψ⊥

iN
⟩) (13)
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all i1, i2...iN runs from {0, 1, 2, 3}, the {+} sign appears for 0, and {−} appears for 1,2,3
Clearly, for a 2-qubit case, we need 15 measurements. A general 2 qubit density matrix would be -

ρ̂2 =
1

4

3∑
i1,i2=0

Si1,i2 σ̂i1 ⊗ σ̂i2 (14)

For a 2-qubit setup, we will require 4 detectors to make simultaneous measurements. Choosing the measurement basis
for each qubit leads to a particular setting and the detection pattern can be mapped to a particular measurement
outcome. Each setting can give 4 possible measurement outcomes, leading to determining 4 of those probability values.
We need 36 such probability values: P|ψ1⟩|ψ2⟩where |ψ1⟩, |ψ2⟩ ∈ {|H⟩, |V ⟩, |D⟩, |A⟩, |R⟩, |L⟩}. Thus, 9 measurement
settings are required instead of 15.
The Stokes parameters for a 2-qubit system polarisation state are -

S00 = 1, S20 = PLH + PLV − PRH − PRV ,

S01 = PHD − PHA + PV D − PV A, S21 = PRD − PRA − PLD + PLA,

S02 = PHL − PHR + PV L − PV R, S22 = PLD − PLA − PRD + PRA,

S03 = PHH − PHV + PV H − PV V , S23 = PLH − PLV − PRH + PRV ,

S10 = PDH + PDV − PAH − PAV , S30 = PHH + PHV − PV H − PV V ,

S11 = PDD − PDA − PAD + PAA, S31 = PHD − PHA − PV D + PV A,

S12 = PDL − PDR − PAL + PAR, S32 = PHL − PHR − PV L + PV R,

S13 = PDH − PDV − PAH + PAV , S33 = PHH − PHV − PV H + PV V .

Since, in our setup, 1st qubit is represented by the polarization of the photon, and the path information represents
the 2nd qubit, for that purpose we have to change our notation, for example - PHH would be P00 it implies 0 and 1

belongs to computational basis, |0′⟩ = |0⟩+|1⟩√
2

and |1′⟩ = |0⟩−|1⟩√
2

, finally |0′′⟩ = |0⟩+i|1⟩√
2

and |1′′⟩ = |0⟩−i|1⟩√
2

the entire

list is -

PHH = P00 , PHV = P01 , PHD = P00′ , PHA = P01′ , PHL = P00′′ , PHR = P01′′

PV H = P10 , PV V = P11 , PV D = P10′ , PV A = P11′ , PV L = P10′′ , PV R = P11′′

PDH = P0′0 , PDV = P0′1 , PDD = P0′0′ , PDA = P0′1′ , PDL = P0′0′′ , PDR = P0′1′′

PAH = P1′0 , PAV = P1′1 , PAD = P1′0′ , PAA = P1′1′ , PAL = P1′0′′ , PAR = P1′1′′

PLH = P0′′0 , PLV = P0′′1 , PLD = P0′′0′ , PLA = P0′′1′ , PLL = P0′′0′′ , PLR = P0′′1′′

PRH = P1′′0 , PRV = P1′′1 , PRD = P1′′0′ , PRA = P1′′1′ , PRL = P1′′0′′ , PRR = P1′′1′′

We will now represent the state in different bases, examine the coefficients that emerge, and subsequently apply our
setup and interference effects to calculate the projective measurements as probabilities. We will do this by changing
the polarization state and interference effects.
Rather than delving into the orthogonal basis of each qubit during tomography, we will adjust the polarization
amplitudes of both the individual paths and their interference to attain the necessary coefficients. This section
elucidates how these various measurements are conducted -
The state is already written in the basis

{(|0⟩ , |1⟩); (|0⟩ , |1⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ = α |0⟩ |0⟩+ β |0⟩ |1⟩+ γ |1⟩ |0⟩+ δ |1⟩ |1⟩

it provides the projection values {P00, P01, P10, P11} And for all the other basis the state and the projection operators
are enlisted -

1.

{(|0⟩ , |1⟩); (|0′⟩ , |1′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α+ β√

2

)
|0⟩ |0′⟩+

(
α− β√

2

)
|0⟩ |1′⟩+

(
γ + δ√

2

)
|1⟩ |0′⟩+

(
γ − δ√

2

)
|1⟩ |1′⟩

it provides the projection values {P00′ , P01′ , P10′ , P11′}

2.

{(|0⟩ , |1⟩); (|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α− iβ√

2

)
|0⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
α+ iβ√

2

)
|0⟩ |1′′⟩+

(
γ − iδ√

2

)
|1⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
γ + iδ√

2

)
|1⟩ |1′′⟩

it provides the projection values {P00′′ , P01′′ , P10′′ , P11′′}
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3.

{(|0′⟩ , |1′⟩); (|0⟩ , |1⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α+ γ√

2

)
|0′⟩ |0⟩+

(
β + δ√

2

)
|0′⟩ |1⟩+

(
α− γ√

2

)
|1′⟩ |0⟩+

(
β − δ√

2

)
|1′⟩ |1⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′0, P0′1, P1′0, P1′1}

4.

{(|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩); (|0⟩ , |1⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α− iγ√

2

)
|0′′⟩ |0⟩+

(
β − iδ√

2

)
|0′′⟩ |1⟩+

(
α+ iγ√

2

)
|1′′⟩ |0⟩+

(
β + iδ√

2

)
|1′′⟩ |1⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′′0, P0′′1, P1′′0, P1′′1}

5.

{(|0′⟩ , |1′⟩); (|0′⟩ , |1′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α+ β + γ + δ

2

)
|0′⟩ |0′⟩+

(
α− β + γ − δ

2

)
|0′⟩ |1′⟩

+

(
α+ β − γ − δ

2

)
|1′⟩ |0′⟩+

(
α− β − γ + δ

2

)
|1′⟩ |1′⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′0′ , P0′1′ , P1′0′ , P1′1′}

6.

{(|0′⟩ , |1′⟩); (|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α− iβ + γ − iδ

2

)
|0′⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
α+ iβ + γ + iδ

2

)
|0′⟩ |1′′⟩

+

(
α− iβ − γ + iδ

2

)
|1′⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
α+ iβ − γ − iδ

2

)
|1′⟩ |1′′⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′0′′ , P0′1′′ , P1′0′′ , P1′1′′}

7.

{(|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩); (|0′⟩ , |1′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α+ β + iγ + iδ

2

)
|0′′⟩ |0′⟩+

(
α− β + iγ − iδ

2

)
|0′′⟩ |1′⟩

+

(
α+ β − iγ − iδ

2

)
|1′′⟩ |0′⟩+

(
α− β − iγ + iδ

2

)
|1′′⟩ |1′⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′′0′ , P0′′1′ , P1′′0′ , P1′′1′}

8.

{(|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩); (|0′′⟩ , |1′′⟩)} ⇒ |ψ⟩ =
(
α+ iβ + iγ − δ

2

)
|0′′⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
α− iβ + iγ + δ

2

)
|0′′⟩ |1′′⟩

+

(
α+ iβ − iγ + δ

2

)
|1′′⟩ |0′′⟩+

(
α− iβ − iγ − δ

2

)
|1′′⟩ |1′′⟩

it provides the projection values {P0′′0′′ , P0′′1′′ , P1′′0′′ , P1′′1′′}

Once we get all the values of the projection we can get all the ”Stokes Parameters(Si1,i2)” from the above-mentioned
tomography approach. All the setup for tomography is mentioned in the Fig. 6 . Then we get our density matrix
of the prepared state experimentally ρext, and if we have prepared a state of our knowledge then we have actual
the density matrix of our state i.e. ρth. Finally, we can check the Fidelity of ρext and ρth to check how good our
experimental data is -

F (ρ, σ) =

(
Tr

(√√
ρσ

√
ρ

))2

The approach we have utilized for 2-qubit general state tomography requires the 3-path interference of a single photon.
Experimental setup of the tomography is detailed in the Fig 7.
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General Two-Qubit Tomography

FIG. 6: This figure outlines all the projection measurements necessary for reconstructing the density matrix of the
2-qubit system, along with the coefficients resulting from interference, are specified too. Additionally, it includes all

the angles of the Q-H-Qs.

-Polarization
Maintaining Fiber

Gate
Operation

- PBS

- BS

- Fiber
Coupler

- Piezo-Stage

- Detectors

FIG. 7: Full - 2 qubit tomography setup
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Theory Experiment(Real) Experiment(Imaginary) Fidelity

After 2 
Hadamard 
Operation

F=0.9425

F=0.9655

F=0.8902

FIG. 8: Tomography of the relevant 2-qubit states and the fidelity mentioned in the table. More tomography figures
for all gate operations are available upon request.
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