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Highly correlated biphoton states are powerful resources in quantum optics, both for fundamental
tests of the theory and practical applications. In particular, high-dimensional spatial correlation
has been used in several quantum information processing and sensing tasks, for instance, in ghost
imaging experiments along with several quantum key distribution protocols. Here, we introduce
a technique that exploits spatial correlations, whereby one can nonlocally access the result of an
arbitrary unitary operator on an arbitrary input state without the need to perform any operation
themselves. The method is experimentally validated on a set of spatially periodic unitary operations
in one-dimensional and two-dimensional spaces. Our findings pave the way for efficiently distributing
quantum simulations and computations in future instances of quantum networks where users with
limited resources can nonlocally access the results of complex unitary transformations via a centrally
located quantum processor.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement [1, 2], one of the central
concepts of quantum mechanics, has led to fundamental
modifications to our understanding of the physical
world [3, 4], along with exciting technological
developments in computation [5], metrology [6, 7],
and communication [8, 9]. One of the most widely
used techniques to generate entangled photon pairs
exploits a nonlinear process known as spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC) [10], whereby the
emitted photons can be highly correlated in polarization,
frequency, and spatial degrees of freedom [11]. Down-
converted photon pairs have been employed as a source
of polarization entanglement for fundamental tests of
nonlocality [12], in quantum teleportation [13], and
communication protocols [9]. The high-dimensional
correlation in the position degree of freedom (and
the corresponding anti-correlation in the momentum
space) can be exploited in several quantum imaging
experiments [14], such as quantum ghost imaging [15]
and biphoton holography [16, 17].

In this paper, we show how the high degree of spatial
correlations between photon pairs can be exploited
to obtain a protocol to transfer the output of a
unitary operation performed on one of the photons
(signal) to the second (idler). Experimentally, the
optical transformation is implemented via a Spatial
Light Modulator (SLM) encoding several phase masks.
In combination with a multimode fiber, a similar
setup has recently been adopted as a programmable
photonic circuit processing spatial modes [18], with
the outcome of the transformed photon revealed via
projective measurements performed on the correlated
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one. In our experiment, the masks are generated as
superpositions of sinusoidal gratings that mimic the
result of lattice dynamics on optical modes that carry
a quantized amount of transverse momentum, recently
introduced for the simulation of discrete-time quantum
walk dynamics [19, 20]. Our method is validated on a
set of unitary operations coupling single input modes
into multiple output modes, in both one-dimensional
(1D) and two-dimensional (2D) configurations. In the
1D realization, a practical method for engineering the
simulation transfer for different state preparations is also
illustrated.

The versatility and robustness of the protocol suggest
its employment in a photonic quantum network where
computational capabilities are centralized. In such a
framework, we envision a party with access to a quantum
simulator that can perform the required operations, while
remote clients without direct access to the platform can
securely retrieve the simulation output. This approach
paves the way for alternative implementations of blind
quantum computation [21], as well as for distributing
quantum simulations across different nodes of quantum
networks [22], ultimately enabling resource-efficient and
scalable quantum computing solutions.

THEORY

The biphoton wavefunction generated from Type-I
degenerate SPDC from thin crystals can be expressed
as

|ψ⟩ = C
ˆ

dk |k⟩s |−k⟩i , (1)

where k is the transverse momentum, C a normalization
factor, and s and i refer to signal and idler photon,
respectively. Equation (1) expresses the momentum
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conservation for the SPDC process and assumes a plane-
wave pump.

We aim to define a scheme to transfer the result of
a unitary transformation Û , acting only on the signal
photon, to the idler photon. In the following, we show
that this can be achieved by successive application of a
different unitary operation and a projective measurement
on the signal. The action of Û on a momentum state |k⟩
is defined as

Û |k⟩ =
ˆ

dk′ U(k′,k)
∣∣k′〉 . (2)

Our protocol for successfully transferring this
operation from the signal to the idler photons relies on
applying a different unitary Û ′

s to the signal photon,
followed by a suitable projection. This allows us to
access the result of the unitary operator on any input
state on the idler side, without performing any operation
on the idler photons. The construction of Û ′

s and the
required projective measurement are explained in further
detail below. Upon applying the unitary Û ′

s to the signal
photon, the biphoton state is transformed to

|ψ′⟩ = Û ′
s ⊗ Î |ψ⟩ (3)

=

¨
dk′dkU ′

s(k
′,k) |−k⟩i

∣∣k′〉
s
,

where Î is the identity operator in the idler basis. If a
projection Πk′

0
on

∣∣k′
0

〉
s

is performed, the state of the
idler photon is transformed according to

|ϕ⟩i =

ˆ
dk′

(ˆ
dkU ′

s(k
′,k) |−k⟩i

)〈
k′
0

∣∣k′⟩s (4)

=

ˆ
dkU ′

s(k
′
0,−k) |k⟩i .

By comparing the final result with Eq. (2), one obtains
that the target unitary operator Û ′

s can be constructed
as

U ′
s(k

′,k) = U(−k,k′), (5)

and the result for a localized input state |k⟩ can be
accessed simply by projecting on

∣∣k′
0

〉
= |k⟩.

For the more general case of transferring the result of
a unitary operation on an arbitrary initial state, one can
still apply a carefully chosen unitary operator Û ′ to the
signal photon, followed by a projection on a suitable state
|χ⟩s. The generalization is demonstrated in the following.
A general input state can be written as

|ϕ0⟩i =
ˆ

dk′ C(k′)
∣∣k′〉

i
, (6)

where C(k′) is the coefficient of the momentum mode∣∣k′〉
i
. The result of the unitary operator on such an initial

state can be written as

Û |ϕ0⟩ =

ˆ
dk

(ˆ
dk′C(k′)U(k,k′)

)
|k⟩ . (7)

II. Measurement

       State Preparation
(action of the BBO crystal)        Transfer Protocol

  I. Unitary
      Action

FIG. 1. Quantum circuit of the nonlocal transfer.
The first part of the circuit represents the state preparation,
which involves the application of a d-dimensional Hadamard
operator, followed by a d-dimensional control X gate with
an action |j⟩ |k⟩ → |k⟩ |(j + k)Mod d⟩ followed by the d-
dimensional Anti-Identity operator which creates the state∑

k |k⟩ |−k⟩. In our experiment, the action of the pump on the
BBO crystal already prepares the desired state. The second
part consists of the unitary action Ûs on the signal photon,
followed by a projective measurement Π. Upon successful
projection, the desired unitary action Û on the desired state
|ϕ0⟩ is obtained on the idler photon.

Let us also define the general state for projection |χ⟩s as

|χ⟩s =
ˆ
dpA(p) |p⟩s . (8)

As in Eqs. (3) and (4), upon the application of the unitary
Û ′
s to the signal photon and a projection on |χ⟩, the idler

state transforms as

|ϕ⟩i =

ˆ
dk′

(ˆ
dkU ′

s(k
′,k) |−k⟩i

)
⟨χ|k′⟩s

=

ˆ
dk

(ˆ
dk′A∗(k′)U ′

s(k
′,−k)

)
|k⟩i .

By comparing the final result with Eq. (7), and fixing
Û ′
s as in Eq. (5), we obtain the coefficients A(p) for the

required projection:

A(k′) =

(
C(k′)U(k,k′)

U ′
s(k

′,−k)

)∗

(9)

= C(k′)∗.

Thus, if the idler party needs to simulate the action of
Û on an arbitrary input state |ϕ0⟩ but has no access to
any computational resource, the signal party can perform
Û ′
s, as prescribed by Eq. (5), followed by a projection on

the state |χ⟩s, whose coefficients are given by Eq. (9). In
this way, the resource for the unitary operation remains
centralized, but the results can be distributed across
multiple parties in a network, effectively trading off
high-dimensional correlations. We show the conceptual
picture of the protocol in the form of a quantum circuit
in Fig. 1.

For the purpose of experimental demonstration, we
implement unitary transformations in the form of phase
masks with an SLM. The chosen unitaries correspond
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FIG. 2. Experimental setup. (a) A 405 nm laser illuminates a 1-mm type-I BBO crystal generating degenerate down-
converted photon pairs. The idler and signal photons are separated by a 50:50 beamsplitter (BS). The phase profile of the
signal photon is modified by a Spatial Light Modulator (SLM), placed in the image plane of the crystal. The signal and
idler photons are imaged onto different regions of a time-tagging TPX3CAM camera (TPX3), placed in the far field of the
holograms. By performing a suitable postselection of the events in the signal image, the result of the unitary operation can be
transferred to the idler photons. (b) Holograms for phases, ϕ1(x) = 1.3 sin(∆k⊥x) + 1.5 cos(2∆k⊥x), ϕ2(x) = 1.9 sin(∆k⊥x),
ϕ3(x) = cos(∆k⊥x), and ϕ4(x) = cos(∆k⊥x) + ∆k⊥x, shown in grayscale color, corresponding to 1D unitary operations. The
transferred far-field distribution recorded on the idler photon is shown in panel (c) for a 2D unitary as an example. BBO: Beta
Barium Borate crystal; BS: Beamsplitter; SLM: Spatial Light Modulator; L1, L2, and L3: Lenses; M:Mirror.

to the simulation of lattice dynamics on optical modes
carrying a quantized amount of transverse momentum,
generated from the superpositions of sinusoidal gratings.
Such operators act on the transverse momentum degree
of freedom of the signal photon, adding quantized
amounts of transverse momentum, ∆k⊥ = 2π/Λ, where
Λ is a characteristic distance. The action of Û on a
momentum state can therefore be expressed as

Û |k⟩s =
∑
m

um,k |mk⟩s , (10)

where |mk⟩ = |k + km⟩, with km = m∆k⊥ and m an
integer number. If translation invariance is assumed,
then um,k = um. The resulting biphoton state can be
written as

|ψ′⟩ =
∑
m

ˆ
dk um |mk⟩s |−k⟩i . (11)

If a projection is performed onto a specific signal state,
say |k0⟩s, the obtained state on the idler side is

|ψ⟩i =
∑
m

um |km − k0⟩i . (12)

RESULTS

The experimental setup is sketched in Fig. 2. It
consists of a 1-mm thick Type-I BBO (β-Barium Borate)
crystal pumped by a 405 nm pulsed laser. Down-
converted signal and idler photons are generated and
then separated into two paths. Two lenses in a
4f configuration are used to image the crystal plane
onto the SLM plane on the signal side. A half-
wave plate (not shown in the figure) is used to rotate
the signal input polarization in order to maximize the
conversion efficiency from the SLM. A phase hologram
ϕ(x) corresponding to a particular unitary process is
displayed on the SLM. The action of such a hologram
on the signal photon can be expressed in the position
basis as

|k⟩s →
ˆ

dx ei(ϕ(x)+kx) |x⟩s . (13)

Equation (13) corresponds to the unitary action of the
operator Û visualized in the position space (cf. Eq. (10)).
The holograms are generated as superpositions of
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(b)

(a)

FIG. 3. One-dimensional nonlocal transfer. (a) Experimental probabilities for the momentum modes of the idler photon
upon nonlocal transfer of different 1D lattice unitary operations, compared with theoretical predictions. From left to right:
ϕ1(x) = 1.3 sin(∆k⊥x) + 1.5 cos(2∆k⊥x), ϕ2(x) = 1.9 sin(∆k⊥x), ϕ3(x) = cos(∆k⊥x), and ϕ4(x) = cos(∆k⊥x) + ∆k⊥x.
(b) One-dimensional nonlocal transfer with arbitrary input states. Theoretical and experimental probabilities for the momentum
modes of the idler photon upon nonlocal transfer of the same unitaries acting on the initial state |ψ0⟩ = (|0⟩+ i |1⟩)/

√
2.

sinusoidal gratings featuring spatial frequencies that
are multiples of the transverse momentum unit 2π/Λ.
In our experiment, we set Λ = 1mm/7 ≃ 0.15mm.
Afterward, both the signal and idler photons are
redirected to two different regions of a time-stamping
camera (TPX3CAM) [23, 24]. The camera is placed in
the far field of the non-linear crystal, which allows us to
access the transverse momentum space of the signal and
the idler photons. The camera allows us to observe space-
resolved coincidence images between the signal and the
idler photons. In this way, upon postselection of a specific
signal state, |k0⟩s, the excited spectrum of momentum
modes can be revealed in the far field of the idler photon,

|ψ⟩i =
∑
km

um |km − k0⟩i , (14)

where each coefficient um corresponds to the m-th
element of the phase function in the Fourier basis:

um =

ˆ
dx eiϕ(x)e−ikmx. (15)

This scheme is used to implement a nonlocal transfer of
the output of different unitary operations in both 1D and
2D configurations.

A. One-dimensional simulation

The experimental results obtained for different 1D
unitary operators are shown in Fig. 3(a). The projection
on the signal state |k0 = 0⟩s is chosen for reference.
As discussed above, upon suitable postselection of the
signal events, the idler far-field distribution is discretized,

and a normalized spectrum of momentum modes P (m)
is extracted. The latter can be interpreted as the
probability of occupation of the lattice sites spanned by
the optical modes introduced in Eq. (10). A comparison
with the theoretical predictions, extracted from Eq. (15),
is also provided. The agreement with the experimental
observations is quantified by the similarity estimator s =
(
∑

m

√
Pexp(m)Pth(m))2, where Pexp(m) and Pth(m) are

the experimental and theoretical far-field distributions,
respectively. For all realizations, the similarity value
exceeds 90%, which showcases the accuracy of our
method and its robustness to experimental imperfections,
such as a residual misalignment of the input polarization
state with respect to the SLM optic axis. Another
issue limiting the performance of our apparatus is the
low resolution of the SLM employed in the experiment,
(600× 792) pixels. Poissonian statistics is assumed for
computing error bars, which are always smaller than data
points. Specifically, the holograms prepared in the 1D
experiment are ϕ1(x) = 1.3 sin(∆k⊥x) + 1.5 cos(2∆k⊥x),
ϕ2(x) = 1.9 sin(∆k⊥x), ϕ3(x) = cos(∆k⊥x), and ϕ4(x) =
cos(∆k⊥x) + ∆k⊥x. Note that the transformation
induced by ϕ4(x) is equivalent to ϕ3(x) with an additional
initial one-site displacement. The corresponding
similarities are s = 95.7%, 93.9%, 90.6%, and 91.2%.

The 1D implementation also allows us to implement
the transfer of a unitary action on an arbitrary input
state. Assume that the idler party requests computing
the output of the unitary Û on a general input state

|ψ0⟩ =
∑
ℓ

dℓ |kℓ⟩ , (16)

where dℓ are complex coefficients obeying the
normalization condition

∑
ℓ |dℓ|2 = 1. Accordingly,
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Th Exp
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s = 84.5 %

s = 93.8 % Exp

FIG. 4. Two-dimensional nonlocal transfer. Theoretical
and experimental probabilities for the momentum modes
of the idler photon upon nonlocal transfer of different 2D
lattice unitaries. (a) ϕ1(x, y) = 2.8 sin (∆k⊥x) cos (∆k⊥y)
and (b) ϕ2(x, y) = 1.4 sin (∆k⊥x) + 1.4 sin (∆k⊥y).

the target state

|ψ⟩i =
∑
n

∑
ℓ

undℓ |kℓ + kn⟩i (17)

is expected to be transferred from the signal end. To
accomplish this, the signal photon is sent through a
different operator V̂:

|ψ⟩ =
∑
m

ˆ
dk vm |k + km⟩s |−k⟩i , (18)

where vm are the elements of the spatial transformation
associated with V̂ in the Fourier basis. Upon projection
on a signal state, say |k0 = 0⟩s, the resulting idler state
reads

|ψ⟩i =
∑
m

vm |km⟩i . (19)

Therefore, the specific operator V̂ to apply on the signal
photon can be determined by equating Eq. (17) and
Eq. (19), which yields

vm =
∑
ℓ

dℓum−ℓ. (20)

The last equation reveals that the required operation is
not a mere phase transformation. To effectively realize

this transformation with a phase-only SLM, we employ
the technique introduced in Ref. [25], which enables
the manipulation of both phase and amplitude of the
field with a single phase-only hologram at the cost of
introducing additional losses. In particular, the Fourier
transform of the desired field is found in correspondence
with the first diffraction order. For this reason, the
required phase-amplitude transformation, extracted from
Eq. (20), is applied along x, and a blazing function
Mod(2π/Λy, 2π) is added along the y direction, with
Λy = Λ/50 = 0.02mm. The spatial period Λy is chosen
to be small enough to ensure a clear separation between
the first diffraction order and the unmodulated light in
the Fourier plane.

As a representative example, we apply this technique
to transfer the outcomes of the same transformations
considered before when applied to the delocalized input
state |ψ0⟩ = (|0⟩+ i |1⟩) /

√
2. The experimental results

are shown in Fig. 3(b). Good agreement with the
theoretical distribution is observed, with an average
similarity of 88.1%. This demonstrates the possibility
of transferring also unitary operations that, in our
optical encoding, do not correspond to simple phase
transformations.

B. Two-dimensional simulation

The same concept is also tested in a 2D setting, where
Eqs. (14) and (15) are generalized as follows:

|ψ⟩i =
∑
kmx

∑
kmy

umx,my
|kmx − k0x, kmy − k0y⟩i ; (21a)

umx,my =

¨
dx dy eiϕ(x,y)e−ikmxxe−ikmyy. (21b)

The experimental results obtained for the 2D
implementation are shown in Fig. 4, obtained upon
postselection of the signal state |k0x, k0y⟩s = |0, 0⟩s.
In particular, two different simulations are
considered, ϕ1(x, y) = 2.8 sin (∆k⊥x) cos (∆k⊥y)
and ϕ2(x, y) = 1.4 sin (∆k⊥x) + 1.4 sin (∆k⊥y). The
recorded similarities are s = 84.5%, and 93.8%,
respectively. Notably, in the 2D case, the number of
active modes grows faster than in the 1D implementation,
thus allowing us to access large-scale simulations with
fewer computational resources.

C. Phase retrieval

Since we use a phase device to implement our scheme,
the unitaries we consider experimentally are of the form
U(x, y) = eiϕ(x,y). As an additional check of the quality
of the transferred results, the phase transformations
implementing the unitary action can be experimentally
retrieved from two intensity distributions recorded in
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(c) (d)

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. Phase reconstruction of one-dimensional
unitary operations. Experimental phase reconstructions
of the 1D lattice unitaries. (a) ϕ1(x) = 1.3 sin(∆k⊥x) +
1.5 cos(2∆k⊥x), (b) ϕ2(x) = 1.9 sin(∆k⊥x), (c) ϕ3(x) =
cos(∆k⊥x), and (d) ϕ4(x) = cos(∆k⊥x) + ∆k⊥x.

(a)

(b) Exp

Th Exp

Th

FIG. 6. Phase reconstruction of two-
dimensional unitary operations. Experimental
phase reconstructions of the 2D lattice unitaries.
(a) ϕ1(x, y) = 2.8 sin (∆k⊥x) cos (∆k⊥y) and (b) ϕ2(x, y) =
1.4 sin (∆k⊥x) + 1.4 sin (∆k⊥y).

conjugate planes. In our case, we employ a hybrid
Gerchberg-Saxton (GS) algorithm [26], which uses the
near-field signal and far-field idler images (see Eq. (13)
and Eq. (14), respectively), assuming perfect uniformity
of the signal transverse profile. This provides a non-
interferometric approach to phase reconstructions. The
reconstructed phase modulations are plotted in Fig. 5 and
Fig. 6 for the 1D and 2D implementations, respectively,

where the comparison with the expected profile is also
provided. For all reconstructions, a qualitatively good
agreement is observed with the theoretical predictions,
with some larger deviations in the 2D case that can
be mainly ascribed to the low spatial resolution of the
SLM and the camera, as well as aberrations in phase and
amplitude of the pump beam, in addition to the intrinsic
limitations of the GS algorithm.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We demonstrated the nonlocal transfer of unitary
operations between correlated photons in high
dimensions. In our scheme, the party with access
to the computational resource can transfer the desired
output to remote clients upon a suitable projective
measurement. This operation is accomplished at
the expense of high-dimensional spatial correlations.
The technique has been experimentally validated in
both 1D and 2D configurations in the case of phase
transformations.

Our setup efficiently processes a large number
of co-propagating optical modes, which suggests
potential use in future entanglement-based quantum key
distribution [27] and quantum simulation protocols [28].
With high-dimensional correlations being the only
physical requirement, the same apparatus can also be
applied to transfer operations in the orbital angular
momentum space [29]. By replacing the phase holograms
with birefringent patterned optical elements, such as
liquid-crystal [20] or dielectric metasurfaces [30], our
technique could be refined to transfer more complex
operations coupling polarization and spatial degrees of
freedom. Moreover, by adding a controlled amount of
losses on a subset of modes, the extension to non-unitary
transformations could also be explored [31]. Further
exciting prospects involve the generalization of similar
concepts to a larger number of input photons, typical in
Boson sampling implementations [32, 33].
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