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Postselected multiphoton entanglement through Bell-multiport beam splitters
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One of the main obstacles for the efficient implementation of linear optics quantum computing is
the generation of multiphoton entanglement using only single photons as a resource. Here we show
that a wide range of highly-entangled photon states is obtained when passing photons simultaneously
through a Bell-multiport beam splitter under the condition of the collection of one photon per output
port. Some multiphoton states can be prepared more easily than others. For example, the success
rate of the proposed W-state preparation scheme decreases non monotonically with the photon
number.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 42.50.Dv

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement spurs a great deal of interest in quan-
tum information processing [1, 2], quantum cryptogra-
phy [3, 4] and fundamental tests of quantum mechanics
[5]. For many practical purposes, the polarisation states
of photons provide the most favoured qubits as they pos-
sess very long lifetimes and an ease in distribution. How-
ever, it is impossible to create a direct interaction be-
tween photons and because of this they are difficult to
entangle. One way to overcome this problem is to cre-
ate photon polarisation entanglement via pair creation
within the same source as in atomic cascade [6] and para-
metric down-conversion experiments [7]. Other schemes
employ the features of the combined level structure of
an atom-cavity system or distant single photon sources
[8, 9, 10].

It is also possible to prepare a highly entangled N -
photon state using only independently generated single
photons, with no entanglement in the initial state, by
overlapping them within their coherence time inside a
linear optics setup and performing postselective measure-
ments on the N output ports. For example in 1988, Shih
and Alley experimentally verified the generation of max-
imally entangled photon pairs after passing two photons
simultaneously through a 50:50 beam splitter and detect-
ing them in different output ports [11, 12].

In this paper we study the possibility of generating
multiphoton entanglement by passing N photons simul-
taneously through a symmetric N × N Bell-multiport
beam splitter (see Figure 1). As in the 2-photon case
[11], we consider the state preparation as successful un-
der the condition of the collection of one photon per out-
put port. Using this approach has the feature that this
case can easily be distinguished from cases with several
photons at the same output port, even in the absence of
detectors with photon number resolution. In addition,
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FIG. 1: Experimental setup for the generation of multiphoton
entanglement by passing N photons simultaneously through
an N×N Bell-multiport beam splitter. The state preparation
is considered successful under the condition of the collection
of one photon per output.

the final state contains only spatially separated photons
which can easily be processed further.

Studies, similar to the one we present here, have al-
ready been performed in the past. In Ref. [13], Żukowski
et al. showed that the N ×N Bell multiport can be used
to analyse entanglement between twoN -dimensional sub-
systems. Here we are interested in the generation of en-
tanglement between the 2-dimensional polarisation states
of N photons. Also a variety of different linear op-
tics setups has been considered for the generation of
photon entanglement via postselection and interference
(see e.g. Refs. [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19]). Some authors
propose to create photon path entanglement [19]; oth-
ers aim at the generation of polarisation entanglement
[14, 15, 16, 17, 18].

In the following we consider only non-entangled input
states and assume that each input port i of the N × N
Bell-multiport is entered by a single photon with polari-
sation |λi〉. The preparation of the initial state does not
require precise control over the relative phases between
the states of the incoming photons, since the phase of
each photon contributes at most to a global phase with
no physical consequences. Furthermore, we consider Bell-
multiport beam splitters since they can be implemented
efficiently by combining single beam splitters into a linear
optics network with N input and N output ports [13, 20].

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0406047v1
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The photon state, that is actually prepared in the setup
in case of a successful photon redistribution, depends on
the input state. Even if the input is a product state, it
is very likely that the final state of the system is highly
entangled. The reason for this is that during the tran-
sition through the linear optics network, the which way

information, i.e. the information about the origin of each
photon, might be erased. In general, there are several
possibilities to obtain an output state with exactly one
photon per output port. All of these possibilities con-
tribute coherently to the final state.
This paper is organised as follows. In Section II we in-

troduce the notation for the description of photon scat-
tering through a linear optics setup. Section III shows
that a wide range of highly entangled states can be ob-
tained for N = 4, including the W-state, the GHZ-state
and a double singlet state. Afterwards we discuss the
generation of W -states for arbitrary photon numbers N
and calculate the corresponding success rates. Finally we
conclude our results in Section V.

II. PHOTON SCATTERING THROUGH A

LINEAR OPTICS SETUP

Let us first introduce the notation for the description of
the transition of a given photon state through an N ×N
multiport beam splitter. We assume that each input
port i is entered by one independently generated photon
prepared in the superpostion |λi〉 = αi+|+〉i + αi−|−〉i.
Here |±〉 is a state with one “+” or “−” polarised pho-
ton, respectively, and αi± are complex coefficients with

|αi+|2 + |αi−|2 = 1. If b†iλ denotes the creation operator
for a photon with polarisation λ in input port i, the input
state of the system can be written as

|φin〉 =
N
∏

i=1

(

∑

λ=+,−
αiλ b

†
iλ

)

|0in〉 (1)

with |0in〉.
Let us now introduce the unitary N × N -multiport

transformation operator, the scattering matrix S, that
connects a given input state to the output state of the
system such that

|φout〉 = S |φin〉 . (2)

Using Eq. (1) and the relation S†S = II yields

|φout〉 = S
(

∑

λ=+,−
α1λ b

†
1λ

)

S†S
(

∑

λ=+,−
α2λ b

†
2λ

)

· . . . · S†S
(

∑

λ=+,−
αNλ b

†
Nλ

)

S†S |0in〉

=
N
∏

i=1

(

∑

λ=+,−
αiλ S b†iλ S

†
)

|0out〉 , (3)

where |0out〉 = S |0in〉 is the vacuum state of the output
ports.

In the following, the matrix elements Uji of the unitary
transformation matrix U give the amplitude for the redi-
rection of a photon in input i to output j. If the multiport
beam splitter does not contain any elements that change
the polarisation of the incoming photons, the transition
matrix U does not depend on λ. Denoting the creation
operator for a single photon with polarisation λ in output

port j by c†jλ therefore yields

S b†iλ S
† =

∑

j

Uji c
†
jλ . (4)

Inserting this into Eq. (2) we can now calculate the out-
put state of the N ×N multiport given the initial state
(1) and obtain

|φout〉 =
N
∏

i=1

[

N
∑

j=1

Uji

(

∑

λ=+,−
αiλ c

†
jλ

)

]

|0out〉 . (5)

This equation describes the independent redirection of all
photons to the potential output ports. Conservation of
the norm of the state vector is provided by the unitarity
of the transition matrix U .
Let us now determine the final state of the system un-

der the condition of the collection of one photon per out-
put port. To calculate this state we apply the correspond-
ing projector to the output state (5). Each term of the
projected output state can be characterised by a certain
permutation of the N input photons to the output ports
of the multiport beam splitter and |φpro〉 equals, up to
normalisation,

|φpro〉 =
∑

σ

[

N
∏

i=1

Uσ(i)i

(

∑

λ=+,−
αiλc

†
σ(i)λ

)

]

|0out〉 . (6)

Here σ are the N ! possible permutations of the N items
{1, 2, ..., N}. Note that the norm of the state (6)
squared,

Psuc = ‖ |φpro〉 ‖2 , (7)

gives the success rate of the scheme.

A. The Bell-multiport beam splitter

In this paper, we are interested in the generation of
highly entangled photon states of high symmetry, an ex-
ample being W-states. This suggests to consider sym-
metric multiports, which redirect each incoming photon
with equal probability to all output ports. A special ex-
ample, whose transformation matrix

Uji = 1√
N
ω
(j−1)(i−1)
N (8)

is also known as a discrete fourier transform matrix and
which has been widely considered in the literature [13,
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20, 21], is the N ×N Bell-multiport beam splitter. Here
ωN denotes the N -th root of unity,

ωN ≡ exp (2iπ/N) . (9)

Proceeding as in Section II.D of Ref. [13], it can easily be
verified that U is unitary as well as symmetric. Especially
for N = 2, the transition matrix (8) describes a single
50:50 beam splitter.

III. THE GENERATION OF 4-PHOTON STATES

Before we discuss a more general case, let us investi-
gate the possibility to prepare highly entangled 4-photon
states using only four single photons and a 4 × 4 Bell-
multiport. In this case, the transition matrix (8) becomes

U = 1
2







1 1 1 1
1 ω4 ω2

4 ω3
4

1 ω2
4 ω4

4 ω6
4

1 ω3
4 ω6

4 ω9
4






= 1

2







1 1 1 1
1 i −1 −i
1 −1 1 −1
1 −i −1 i






. (10)

Discussing this specific example allows us to see the rich-
ness of the problem as well as it motivates possible gen-
eralisations to the case of arbitrary photon numbers.

A. Impossible output states

Let us first have a look at the trivial case where every
input port of the multiport is fed by one photon with the
same polarisation, say polarisation “+”, so that

|φin〉 = b†1+b
†
2+b

†
3+b

†
4+ |0in〉 . (11)

Using Eqs. (6) and (10), we find that the collection of
one photon per output port prepares the system in the
state

|φpro〉 =
∑

σ

[

4
∏

i=1

Uσ(i)i c
†
i+

]

|0out〉 = 0 . (12)

This implies that the probability for a successful state
preparation, given the input state (11), equals zero. In
general, it is impossible to prepare a 4-photon state
where all photons have the same polarisation, and
therefore also any superposition containing the states

c†1+c
†
2+c

†
3+c

†
4+ |0out〉 or c†1−c

†
2−c

†
3−c

†
4− |0out〉. This is due

to destructive interference of photons within the linear
optics setup.

B. The 4-photon W-state

We now focus our attention on the case where the first
photon has polarisation “+” while all the other photons
have polarisation “−” and

|φW
in 〉 = b†1+b

†
2−b

†
3−b

†
4− |0in〉 . (13)

Using again Eqs. (6) and (10), we find that the condi-
tional output state (6) is now given by

|φW
pro〉 =

4
∑

j=1

Uj1 c
†
j+

∑

σj

[

4
∏

i=2

Uσj(i)i c
†
σj(i)−

]

|0out〉 ,

(14)

where the σj are the 3! permutations that map the list
{2, 3, 4} onto the list {1, ..., (j − 1), (j + 1), ..., 4}. Let
us introduce the notation where |jout〉 is the state with
one “+” polarised photon in output port j and one “−”
polarised photon everywhere else,

|jout〉 ≡ c†N− . . . c†(j+1)−c
†
j+c

†
(j−1)− . . . c†1− |0out〉 . (15)

Then the output state (14) can then be written as

|φW
pro〉 =

4
∑

j=1

βj |jout〉 , (16)

where βj are complex probability amplitudes. In addi-
tion, we introduce the short hand notation Ured(j) which
denotes a matrix obtained by deleting the first column
and the j-th row of the matrix U . This allows us to write
the amplitude βj as

βj = Uj1

∑

σj

4
∏

i=2

Uσj(i)i = Uj1 perm
(

UT
red(j)

)

. (17)

The output state (16) equals a W-state, if the coefficients
βj are all of the same size and differ from each other at
most by a phase factor [22].
To proof that this is the case, we denote the UT

red(j)
by Cj and find [23]

C1 = 1
2





ω4 ω2
4 ω3

4

ω2
4 ω4

4 ω6
4

ω3
4 ω6

4 ω9
4



 , C2 = 1
2





1 ω2
4 ω3

4

1 ω4
4 ω6

4

1 ω6
4 ω9

4



 ,

C3 = 1
2





1 ω4 ω3
4

1 ω2
4 ω6

4

1 ω3
4 ω9

4



 , C4 = 1
2





1 ω4 ω2
4

1 ω2
4 ω4

4

1 ω3
4 ω6

4



 . (18)

The coefficients βj differ at most by a phase factor, if
|perm (Cj)| is for all j the same. This applies if the ma-
trices Cj can all be transformed into C1 by multiplying
the different rows of each matrix with suitable phase fac-
tors and changing the order of their columns. To show
this we define the vector

v = (ω4, ω
2
4 , ω

3
4)

T (19)

and multiply each column of the matrix C1 exactly (j−1)
times with v. Such a multiplication amounts physically
to the multiplication of the final state of the correspond-
ing output port with the overall phase factor ω4, ω

2
4 or
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ω3
4 , respectively, and transforms the matrices Cj into the

matrices Fj with

F1 = C1 , F2 = 1
2





ω2
4 ω3

4 1
ω4
4 ω6

4 1
ω6
4 ω9

4 1



 ,

F3 = 1
2





ω3
4 1 ω4

ω6
4 1 ω2

4

ω9
4 1 ω3

4



 , F4 = 1
2





1 ω4 ω2
4

1 ω2
4 ω4

4

1 ω3
4 ω6

4



 . (20)

Using cyclic symmetry of the permanent, we see imme-
diately that perm (Cj) = perm(Fj). This means that the
norm of the coefficients βj in Eq. (16) is for all j the
same. Furthermore, using the above argument based on
the multiplication of phase factors to the output ports,
we find that

βj = β1

(

3
∏

k=0

ωk
4

)j−1

. (21)

After normalisation [24], the output state (14) indeed
becomes the W-state

|φ̂W
pro〉 = 1

2

[

c†1+c
†
2−c

†
3−c

†
4− − c†1−c

†
2+c

†
3−c

†
4−

+c†1−c
†
2−c

†
3+c

†
4− − c†1−c

†
2−c

†
3−c

†
4+

]

|0out〉 .
(22)

Analogously one can show that the output for a state,
where the first photon is“−” and all other input photons
have polarisation “+”, is

|φ̂W ′

pro〉 = 1
2

[

c†1−c
†
2+c

†
3+c

†
4+ − c†1+c

†
2−c

†
3+c

†
4+

+c†1+c
†
2+c

†
3−c

†
4+ − c†1+c

†
2+c

†
3+c

†
4−
]

|0out〉 .
(23)

Both of these states, (22) and (23), can be generated with
probability

Psuc =
1
16 . (24)

By further implementing a Pauli σz operation (polarisa-
tion dependent sign flip) on either the first and the third
or on the second and the fourth output, the usual form
of a W -state (with equal coefficients) [22] is obtained.

C. The 4-photon GHZ-state

Besides generating W-states, the proposed setup can
generate a 4-photon GHZ-state. This is achieved if two
“+” polarised photons enter the input ports 1 and 3 and
“−” polarised photons are fed into the input ports 2 and
4 thus that

|φGHZ
in 〉 = b†1+b

†
2−b

†
3+b

†
4− |0in〉 . (25)

Calculating again the output state under the condition
of the detection of one photon per output port, we obtain

|φGHZ
pro 〉 =

∑

σ

Uσ(1)1Uσ(2)2Uσ(3)3Uσ(4)4

c†
σ(1)+c

†
σ(2)−c

†
σ(3)+c

†
σ(4)− |0out〉 , (26)

where the σ’s are the 4! permutations that map the list
{1, 2, 3, 4} onto itself. On simplification, one finds that
there are only two constituent states with non-zero coef-
ficients and

|φ̂GHZ
pro 〉 = 1√

2

[

c†1+c
†
2−c

†
3+c

†
4− − c†1−c

†
2+c

†
3−c

†
4+

]

|0out〉 .
(27)

This state can be prepared with probability

Psuc =
1
8 (28)

and is already equivalent to a GHZ-state under local op-
erations. Transformation into the usual form of a GHZ-
state requires flipping the polarisation of two of the pho-
tons. This can be realised by applying a Pauli σx opera-
tion to the first output port as well as a σy operation to
the third output.
Note that the success rate for the creation of a GHZ-

state (28) is twice as high as the probability for the gener-
ation of a W-state (24). The reason is again the presence
of interference. Altogether, there are six different photon
product states that could potentially contribute to find-
ing one photon per output port. Destructive interference
cancels out four of these states but constructive interfer-
ence yields relatively large probability amplitudes for the
remaining two which constitute the GHZ-state.
Unfortunately, the experimental setup shown in Figure

1 does not allow for the preparation of GHZ-states for ar-
bitrary photon numbers N . For a detailed description of
such a scheme using a different network of beam splitters
as well as polarising beam splitters see Ref. [17].

D. The 4-photon double singlet state

For completeness, we now ask the question concerning
potential output states, given the input state

|φin〉 = b†1+b
†
2+b

†
3−b

†
4−|0in〉 . (29)

Proceeding as above we find that this state results un-
der the condition of one photon per output port in the
preparation of the state

|φDS
pro〉 =

∑

σ

Uσ(1)1Uσ(2)2Uσ(3)3Uσ(4)4

c†
σ(1)+c

†
σ(2)+c

†
σ(3)−c

†
σ(4)− |0out〉 (30)

with σ defined as in Section III C and yielding

|φ̂DS
pro〉 = 1

2

[

c†1+c
†
2+c

†
3−c

†
4− + c†1−c

†
2−c

†
3+c

†
4+

−c†1+c
†
2−c

†
3−c

†
4+ − c†1−c

†
2+c

†
3+c

†
4− ] |0out〉 .

(31)
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This state can be prepared with probability

Psuc =
1
16 . (32)

Note that the state (31) is a double singlet state, i.e.
a tensor product of two 2-photon singlet state, which
has applications in decoherence-free quantum informa-
tion processing [25].

E. The general 4-photon case

Finally, we consider the most general situation where
the input state is of the general form (1). Calculating
Eq. (6) for this case by brute force, we obtain the unor-
malised output state

|φpro〉 = i
4

(

γ1 + γ2 − γ3 − γ4
)

|φ̂DS
pro〉

+ 1
2
√
2

(

γ5 − γ6
)

|φ̂GHZ
pro 〉

+ 1
4

(

γ8 + γ10 − γ7 − γ9
)

|φ̂W
pro〉

+ 1
4

(

γ12 + γ14 − γ11 − γ13
)

|φ̂W ′

pro〉 (33)

with the coefficients

γ1 = α1+α2+α3−α4− , γ2 = α1−α2−α3+α4+ ,

γ3 = α1−α2+α3+α4− , γ4 = α1+α2−α3−α4+ ,

γ5 = α1+α2−α3+α4− , γ6 = α1−α2+α3−α4+ ,

γ7 = α1+α2−α3−α4− , γ8 = α1−α2+α3−α4− ,

γ9 = α1−α2−α3+α4− , γ10 = α1−α2−α3−α4+ ,

γ11 = α1−α2+α3+α4+ , γ12 = α1+α2−α3+α4+ ,

γ13 = α1+α2+α3−α4+ , γ14 = α1+α2+α3+α4− .

(34)

Without loss of generalisation we could restrict ourselves
to the case where α1+ = 1 and α1− = 0. However, in
its present form, Eq. (34) reflects the full symmetry of
the transformation. We see how each of the entangled

states |φ̂DS
pro〉, |φ̂GHZ

pro 〉, |φ̂W
pro〉 and |φ̂W ′

pro〉 are generated in-
dependently from the different constituent parts of the
input (1). Besides, Eq. (33) shows that the output state
is constrained to be of a certain symmetry, namely the
symmetry introduced by the N × N Bell-multiport into
the system.

IV. THE GENERATION OF N-PHOTON

W-STATES

Using the same arguments as in Section III B before,
we now show that the N ×N Bell-multiport can be used
for the generation of W-states for arbitrary photon num-
bers N . Like Bell states, W-states are highly entangled
but their entanglement is more robust [22]. Furthermore,
as N increases, W-states perform better than the corre-
sponding GHZ states against noise admixture in exper-
iments to violate local realism [26]. Besides, W -states

are an important ingredient for optimal cloning proto-
cols [27].
In analogy to Eq. (13) we assume that the input state

contains one “+” polarised photon in the first input port
and one “−” polarised photon in every other, so that

|φin〉 = b†1+

N
∏

i=2

b†i− |0in〉 . (35)

Using Eq. (6), we find that the state of the system under
the condition of the collection of one photon per output
port equals

|φpro〉 =

N
∑

j=1

Uj1 c
†
j+

∑

σj

[

N
∏

i=2

Uσj(i)i c
†
σj(i)−

]

|0out〉 ,

(36)

where the σj are the (N − 1)! permutations that map
the list {2, 3, ..., N} onto the list {1, 2, ..., (j − 1), (j +
1), ..., N}. As expected, the output is a superposition of
all states with a “+” polarised photon in one output and
a “−” polarised photon everywhere else.
To show that Eq. (36) indeed describes a W-state we

use again notation (16), write

|φpro〉 ≡
∑

j

βj |jout〉 (37)

and show that the coefficients βj differ from β1 at most
by a phase factor. As in Eq. (17), the amplitude βj can
now be written as

βj = Uj1

∑

σj

N
∏

i=2

Uσj(i)i = Uj1 perm
(

UT
red(j)

)

. (38)

Inserting the concrete form of the transition matrix U we
then obtain

βj =
1√
NN

∑

σj

N
∏

i=2

ω
(σj(i)−1)(i−1)
N . (39)

Proceeding as in Section III B, we now multiply βj with
the factor

vj ≡
(

N−1
∏

k=0

ωk
N

)−(j−1)

(40)

and find

vj βj = 1√
NN

∑

σj

N
∏

i=2

ω
(σj(i)−j)(i−1)
N

= 1√
NN

∑

σj

N
∏

i=2

ω

(

modN (σj(i)−j)
)

(i−1)

N . (41)

The expression modN (σj(i) − j) + 1 describes a set of
(N − 1)! permutations that map {2, 3, ..., N} onto the
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FIG. 2: The success rate for the generation of N-photon W-
states Psuc as a function of N . The solid line approximates
the exact results via the equation Psuc = ea−bN with a =
1.35 ± 1.32 and b = 1.27 ± 0.10

list {2, 3, ..., N} and is therefore equivalent to the per-
mutations σ1(i). This allows us to simplify Eq. (41) even
further and to show that

vj βj =
1√
NN

∑

σ1

N
∏

i=2

ω
(σ1(i)−1)(i−1)
N = β1 . (42)

From this and the fact that 1+2+...+(N−1) = 1
2N(N−

1) one finally arrives at the relation

βj =

(

N−1
∏

k=0

ωk
N

)j−1

β1

=

{

β1 , if N is odd ,
(−1)j−1 β1 , if N is even .

(43)

This shows that the amplitudes βj are all of the same size
and the Bell multiport can indeed generate N -photon W-
states. If one wants the coefficients βj to be exactly the
same, the unwanted phase factors (−1) in case of even
photon numbers can be corrected by applying a σz oper-
ation to the output ports corresponding to even numbers
j.
For example in the case N = 2, the state prepara-

tion reduces to the familiar example where oppositely
polarised photons pass through a 50:50 beam split-
ter. The collection of a photon in the each output

port prepares the system in the state 1√
2
[ c†1+c

†
2− −

c†1−c
†
2+ ] |0out〉. This can easily be transformed into

1√
2
[ c†1+c

†
2−+c†1−c

†
2+ ] |0out〉 by performing a polarisation-

dependent sign flip in one of the output ports.

A. Success probabilities

Finally, we comment on the success rate of the pro-
posed W-state preparation scheme. Calculating this

probability with the help of Eq. (7) involves finding the
amplitude β1 with the help of Eq. (38). Although the
definition of the permanent of a matrix is superficially
similar to that of a determinant, there exist only few the-
orems to simplify the calculation of permanents, except
for some restricted cases [28]. In fact, the computation of
the permanent is an NP-complete problem in complexity.
We therefore calculate Psuc numerically (see Figure 2).
As with postselective schemes in general, the success

probability becomes unfavourably low as N increases.
Here the probability scales on average as a decreasing
exponential. However we observe the interesting effect
of a non-monotonic decreasing success probability as N
increases. For example, the probabilty of success for
N = 13 is higher than for N = 9. Furthermore, for
N = 6 and N = 12, W-state generation is not permitted
due to desctructive interference. Interestingly, this does
not apply to N = 18 which is also a multiple of 6.

V. CONCLUSIONS

A very practical approach for the creation of multi-
photon entanglement is the performance of postselective
measurements on the state of several, independently gen-
erated photons. In the presence of interference, which re-
moves the information about the origin of the individual
photons, this can result in the creation of an entangled
state even in the absence of any photon-photon interac-
tion. Here we were especially interested in the creation
of multiphoton polarisation entanglement by passing N
photons through a N ×N Bell-multiport beam splitter.
A state preparation is considered successful in case of the
collection of one photon per output port.
First we analysed the case N = 4 and showed that

a 4 × 4 Bell-multiport allows the creation of a great
variety of highly-symmetric polarisation-entangled
states including the W-state, the GHZ-state and the
double-singlet states. It was found that some states are
easier to prepare than others. A straightforward gener-
alisation of the 4-photon case, yields a scheme for the
creation of N -photon W -states. The rates for successful
state preparations were calculated. A non-monotonic
exponential decrease of the success probability with N
was observed.
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