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ABSTRACT

The statistical properties of photons are fundamental to investigating quantum mechanical phenomena using light. In multi-
photon, two-mode systems, correlations may exist between outcomes of measurements made on each mode which exhibit
useful properties. Correlation in this sense can be thought of as increasing the probability of a particular outcome of a
measurement on one subsystem given a measurement on a correlated subsystem. Here, we show a statistical property we
call “discorrelation,” in which the probability of a particular outcome of one subsystem is reduced to zero, given a measurement
on a discorrelated subsystem. We show how such a state can be constructed using readily available building blocks of
guantum optics, namely coherent states, single photons, beam splitters and projective measurement. We present a variety of
discorrelated states, show that they are entangled, and study their sensitivity to loss.

Introduction

Quantum optics is, at its core, the study of the distribigiohphotons in modes of the electromagnetic field. Thesei-dist
butions can exhibit fundamental physical features suchhasom antibunchint® and photon number squeezfrig which
cannot be explained using classical assumptions aboutitb®mp distribution. When we consider the joint distributiof
photons across multiple modes, further nonclassical pinena emerge, such as the presence of nonclassical camslati
in the number of photons measured in each rfidde For an ideal two-mode squeezed vacuum state, the numbéoef p
tons in each mode is always equal—the outcome of photon-sumbasurements are completely correldieBy contrast,
when two indistinguishable photons are incident on diffiéqgorts of a balanced beam splitter, bosonic bunching tista
that both photons will exit the same pbitsuch that photon number measurements are anti-correldie@ we introduce
discorrelation, in which the joint probabilityp, n of measuringh photons in each mode is precisely zero forralbut the
marginal distribution$, are nonzero for ath. Discorrelation is distinct from correlation, anti-cdaton, and decorrelation,
extending our understanding of quantum correlations. dnisnfinite-dimensional version of “exclusive correlagdnhere
analysed as an effect of photon statistics rather than indhtext of generalised Bell statésIn this work we show ways to
generate discorrelated states using commonly availaplig states and standard quantum optical techniques, ahgarthe
entanglement properties and loss behaviour of these states

Correlation has been studied extensively in quantum optitise context of communication, namely as a means to share
common randomness between two patfiés. In this context, discorrelation can be used to skiarguerandomness between
parties, complementary to conventional quantum commtinitgrotocols. Unique randomness, where each party has a
random number that is distinct from the other parties’, ddug useful in distributed voting schem@&sr for fairly dealing
card$’ in the area of cryptographic study known as “mental poier'Mental poker and distributed voting involve the
allotment of cards, voter identifiers, or other pieces obinfation fairly and secretly. By ensuring each individuedaives
a unique random number without knowledge of any othersodistation could remove the need for a trusted third party,
replacing it with the fundamental randomness of quantunegsitions.

We propose two methods for generating discorrelation. Theidi the displacement of a single photon by a coherent state
on a beam splitter, producing an entangled $8até In this case, the discorrelated state is generated loaaththen shared
between parties. Although various aspects of these antbdettates have been analy$&tP, for example in the context
of micro-macro entanglemeiitand NOON-state generatidi®, the joint photon number distribution and the discorrefati
therein, has not.

In the second case, we show how discorrelated multidimaakjhoton statistics can be generated nonlocally using a
single shared two-dimensional state. This method is basetdeocoherent superposition of photon addition and sutidrac
which has been proposed for generating nonclassical &dteand distilling entanglement in continuous-variable quamt
state4>4®. As with related photon subtraction and addition experitsfér??, and in photon-number-difference filteritry
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Figure 1. Interfering a single photon with a coherent state{ 1/8) on a 50:50 beam splitter (inset) produces
discorrelation: the photon number at the two output paregsidn (shown as a heatmap) can take any value individually, but
together the two ports can never produte: n.

photon detections are used to perform nonlinear operatimrisn our case the input states can begin separable andieeco
entangled by the discorrelation operation. The two mettimodsreating discorrelation are closely related as they bely on
the modification of photon number distributions due to therference of Fock states with other continuous-variatles.

Results

The simplest way to create a discorrelated state @i to impinge a single photod) and a coherent state) on two ports
of a 50:50 beam splitter. The coherent state displacestiyéegphotor?, resulting in the entangled two-mode state

|l1U/> = ‘/V ; C;'I,m|na m> ’ (1)
n=0,m=0
where the coefficients are given by
a n+m-1
(%)
== (N— R 2

2
and the normalization factor isf” = e*%. Thus the two output modes will have the same marginal photonber dis-
tribution, but since photon number measurements on the tadeswill never give the resuit = m, the output state is
discorrelated. We show this discorrelated photon numbsrildition in Fig.1 as a heatmap of the joint photon number

detection probabilities.

Nonlocal, adaptable discorrelation

One can also implement the discorrelation operation in éowahmanner, whereby particular projective measurencaribe
used to herald states whose photon distributions depenuegparameters of the interaction. We employ an entangled HOM
staté”’, created by the interference of two single photons at a 5Be&0n splitter, to distribute entanglement between two
parties. As seen in Fi@, the HOM statgynom) = % (|20) 4 102)) interferes with two other (separable) multiphoton states,

expressed in the photon number basiggé)) = y°_c [n) and|w®) = v°_ e |m), where the coefficients”, ¢{¥

are normalized and the states share a phase referencewiRgliorojective measurements of single photons at one dofpu
each beam splitter (of transmissivityreflectivityr), the entanglement in the HOM state is mapped to the (putpubstate
|¢"). This allows the two parties to share a state whose disetizaldepends on the input states and beam splitter parenete
without interacting directly. The coefficients of the outgtate equationl) are now given by

Ol = (—1)E2M2 {cﬁ@lcﬁfll m(n+1) [1_ W} — B /n(mt 1) {1— (”Lzl)tz} } 3)
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Now the normalization factar/” is related to the probability of the measurement of the twallaphotond?y, calculated by

Pi=At"2=5 [cnml 4)
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Figure 2. Schematic for generating discorrelated states nonlacBlty independent multiphoton statgs®)) and|y(®))
each interfere with one mode of the entangled sttew ), generated by HOM interference of single photons. The tiegul
two-mode statéy’) may become discorrelated dependent on the phase relafidietiveen the two input stats.

Given the projective measurement of single photons by tloeatueilla detectors, the probabiliB i, of a particular joint
measurement of photon numbem on the remaining modes is given Bym = .#"?|c, ,,|°>. The condition for discorrelation

between the two parties is thBt, = O for all n, therefore we seek solutions |tu:$1’n|2 = 0 which are independent of By
settingm = n in equation 8) we obtain

_ n+1)t?
Chn = (—1) %20 1)\/ n(n+1) x [1— %] (053)1055)1 - Cr(é)lcﬁl)- ®)

This can be set to zero by setting either term in parenthesesrb. The terrr{l— (n+ 1)%} can be set to zero if

t=4 /%. However, this does not satisfy our condition for discatiein due to the dependence ninstead, it is the two-
mode analogue of filtering out photonic Fock states for egleanent generation, which has been demonstrated for aesing|
modé,

The second term in parentheses in equati)ns(zero if

A) (B A) (B
CEnglCEIJl = 0517)1051421 , (6)

or alternatively

A B
Cat1 _ S 7
(A B (7)
Cn—l Cnfl

If this condition is met, there is precisely zero probapiiitat the same photon number is measured on each of the twesnod
corresponding to a completely discorrelated state. Thislition is independent of the beam splitter transmissivigfthough
we assume it is the same in both modes. Whether the outpetistdiscorrelated therefore depends on the two initiaéstat
|@g®) and |@(®)). In fact, changing only one of the input states allows to tomnor off the discorrelation, as seen in the
examples below.

Discorrelation with coherent states
The input coefficients for coherent statgg”)) = |a) and|@®)) = |B) are

B2 p"

o _

NGB n’

_la? o

(8)
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Figure 3. Probability distributions of photon numbefis m) (a) of the input modes before the discorrelation procednde a
(b-d) of the output modesgy’) in Fig. 2). Each case corresponds to different relationship betilemphases of the coherent

states and the beam splitter transmissivity: b} 8= —if, t = \/%, c)a=pB,t= 3—20, da=8,t= 1/125. In the

latter two cases the terms with= m are eliminated, and in the third case, terms withm= 14 are also removed. The
logarithmic negativities of the four states (a measure tdmglement) are 0, 0.04, 1, and 1 respectively.

wherea = |a|d% andB = |3|€% are the complex amplitudes of each coherent state. To filiéilcondition in equatior7{,
we find thatar? = 2, i.e. that the two coherent states must have the same adwlitith integer multiples oft phase between
them. The coefficient;, , in equation 8) thus reduces to

2

¢ —ela? @ pmzpnemez [y T 1| (- 9
e (-1 (nem+ )] (n-m), ©

' vnim!
from which it is clear from the last term in parentheses dﬁﬁ'ﬂ: 0 whenn = m, independent of all other parameters including
the magnitude of the coherent state.

We show in Fig.3 the joint photon number probabilities corresponding ts thteraction, which we calculated using the
Quantum Optics ToolboX. Depending on the relationship between the phases of trereotstates and the transmissivity of
the beam splitter, a wide variety of exotic number distiitnu$ can be generated, and in particular discorrelatioeaarned
on or off by varying the relative phase betwerandf. Tuning the beam splitter transmission also allows elirtinggterms
with n+m= t— —1 due to the term in square brackets in By Even with no discorrelation as in Fig(b), the state is still
slightly entangled by the operation, despite the numbérildigion being extremely similar to the unentangled ingtates of
Fig. 3(a). Unlike the discorrelated states in (c) and (d), howgheramount of entanglement as quantified by the logarithmic
negativity’’ depends on the coherent state strermgind beam splitter transmissivity

Discorrelation with squeezed vacuum
We next consider two single-mode squeezed vacuum sfateand|Ag), written in the number basis as

=5 ARy G an ) = 3 Ay G 2. (10)

Here thec(zﬁ’B) = )\R’B (22%), are unnormalized, with the squeezing parametetgA, g| < 1. Substituting these in the discor-
relation criterion equation/f we find Ax = Ag; therefore if the two single-mode squeezed states haveezmgeparameters
with the same magnitude and phase, the resulting state evilidrorrelated. In this case, the photon number distobatare
shown in Fig 4, and just as with the coherent states, terms with n are eliminated.

We can also apply the discorrelation operation to an entéghgfiate. Now the input state is no longer separable, and can
be written as

[ee]

|Win) = z Cnm|n,m). (11)

n,m=0
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Figure 4. Probability distribution of different combinations of pioa numbergn, m) (a) of the input modes before the
discorrelation procedure and (b-d) of the output modes siitjle-mode squeezed vacuum inputs. Each case corresjponds

different relationship between the phases of the SMSV aathéam splitter transmissivity: By =1=—A,, t = %, ()

A=A, t= %, (A1 =Ap, t = \/g In the latter two cases the terms with= m are eliminated, but here the components
nearn+m= t% tend to be amplified, rather than suppressed as for the autstege input.

With the same discorrelation procedure as before, we genéra state

00

t2 t2
|Wout) = A Z tzr”+m(—1)m{cn1,m+1\/n(m+ 1) [1— o2 (n— 1)] —Cnpim-1v/M(N+1) [1— o2 (m— 1)} }|n, m).

n,m=0

Again, this state is discorrelated if there exisits zerdatmlity of measuringn, n)(n, n|, which is the case when

Cn-1n+1=Cny1n-1- (12)

We illustrate this with the case of a two-mode squeezed vac{iiMSV) state. TMSV states exhibit perfect photon
number correlations, which we modify with the discorrelatoperation. Writing the TMSV state in the number basis as
ITMSV) = A4 37 A" |n,n) gives the coefficientsnm = A"dm. The criterion equationl) is fulfilled, sincec,_1n1 =
Ch+1n—1 = 0, independent of the squeezing paramatand any phases involved. The joint photon number distooufidr
this case is shown in Fi¢g. Now the outputs are still tightly correlated, but with pblehumbers offset by 2. For example, if
n=2,m=0orm=4, as opposed to the input TMSV state where m.

Loss dependence
As in all protocols involving photon number statistics siffinportant to study the effects of loss in realistic implatagions?e.
We show in Fig6(a) the entanglement of three types of discorrelated staeabe logarithmic negativiy/ of the joint output
state as a function of loss applied symmetrically to both esaunf the state. All three states start with a logarithmicatigdy
of 1, and decay identically with loss. For comparison we shmwtwo-mode squeezed vacuum with the squeezing parameter
for a logarithmic negativity of 1 with no loss, and the “nascbrrelated” state from FigB(b) (but witht = 0.5), whose
logarithmic negativity is not always 1 in the lossless césginstead depends on the strength of the coherent staldban
beam splitter transmissivity. For example, this not-diselated state has logarithmic negativityl whent = 2/a?, and~ 0
whent < 2/a2.
As another quantification of the effect of loss, we introdtieediscorrelation
D=1— Pm:n,discorr (13)

’
Pm:n7unc0rr

defined by the probability of observing the same photon nurhbaveen the two parties compared to this probability for
uncorrelated coherent states. Thus WRgn, discorr = 0, D = 1 and wherPy—n discorr = Pm=n,uncorr, D = 0. Both probabilities
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Figure 5. Probability distribution of different combinations of pioa numbergn, m) (a) at the input modes and (b-c)
output modes for a two-mode squeezed vacuum input Avithl. The latter two cases correspond to different beam splitte

transmissivity: (b} = 1—25 (©t= % In both cases terms witim = n are shifted ton = m=+ 2, and the latter also removes
n+m=4.
a
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Figure 6. (a) Logarithmic negativity versus loss for two-mode disetated states and other entangled states. The HOM
state, a discorrelated state based on a displaced singierpfftg. 1), and a discorrelated state based on displacing the HOM
state (Fig.3(c)) all show the same loss scaling, with the TMSV slightlytée The not-discorrelated state (F&fb), here

with t = 0.5) has less entanglement, as it is closer to the unentangletistates. (b) Discorrelation versus loss for the three
discorrelated states. A discorrelatibn< 1 indicates a nonzero probability of measuring the sameooutg and < 0

means the outcomes are more likely to be correlated tharrwatated coherent states. The discorrelation for the TMSV i

not plotted because it is always more correlated than tleege€e state, and thus has a large negative discorrelatief3(5).

(c) Discorrelation versus loss at three different pointhancircuit. In each case the loss is applied symmetricallyoth

arms. Discorrelation is most sensitive to loss in the amg@itotons before interference, and least sensitive to habei
heralding detectors.
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are calculated from normalized states, with the uncordlatate additionally lossless. A negative discorrelati@ans the
output state is more likely than uncorrelated states toyread correlated result. For high loss, the “correlatediteisyust

the vacuum. We show in Fig(b) the loss behavior of discorrelation for three initallgabrrelated states. We also analyse the
effect of loss at various points in the discorrelation diticin the ancilla preparation, before the single-phototedtors, and
after discorrelation. In the lossless case the state iggityfdiscorrelated as seen in F&fc), which falls off as loss is added.

Discussion

We have presented a form of quantum correlataisgorrelation, with the property that joint measurements of the photon
number by two parties never yield the same result. Discaticeli can be produced by interfering a single photon with a
coherent state, or by interfering two coherent states witoag-Ou-Mandel entangled state plus photon detectionather

of which allows tuning additional properties of the state.

Discorrelation is a multideminsional phenomenon that nthpsentanglement of the two-photon HOM state to much
larger states. In fact the statistics of discorrelation barinterpreted as a generalised HOM-type bosonic bunclifagte
for higher numbers of photons, or as a displacement of the m%z (|2,0) — |0,2)), which retains a similar quantum
signature in the photon-number basis. Our procedure isskegractical resemblance to generating discrete-conigsuo
hybrid entanglemeft®1, although here we map, rather than swap, discrete-vargaieentanglement to continuous-variable
entanglement.

It may be possible to extend discorrelation to more than tveales, wherein each mode has a large distribution over
photon number, but no two modes can have the same measuners@lt This form of discorrelation could be used to share
unigue random numbers across many parties, which may bel irseh untrusted card dealer scenario. However, the dgcuri
implications need further analysis, along with consideret on the scaling of such a protocol.

Our results indicate that discorrelated states can be gtefrom a variety of input states and with a variety of otitpu
statistics. However these discorrelated states, sinulBlQM states, are not robust against photon loss. In additiarill be
important in experiments to consider the quality of the Emq@hoton ancillae and indistinguishability of the four nesd
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