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It was shown that using multiphoton qubits, a nearly deterministic Bell-state measurement can
be performed with linear optics and on-off photodetectors [Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 113603 (2015)].
However, multiphoton qubits are generally more fragile than single-photon qubits under a lossy
environment. In this paper, we propose and analyze a scheme to teleport multiphoton-qubit infor-
mation using hybrid entanglement with a loss-tolerant carrier qubit. We consider three candidates
for the carrier qubit: a coherent-state qubit, a single-photon polarization qubit, and a vacuum-and-
single-photon qubit. We find that teleportation with the vacuum-and-single-photon qubit tolerates
about 10 times greater photon losses than with the multiphoton qubit of the photon number N > 4
in the high fidelity regime (F' > 90%). The coherent-state qubit encoding may be even better than
the vacuum-and-single-photon qubit as the carrier when its amplitude is as small as o < 0.78. We
further point out that the fidelity of the teleported state by our scheme is determined by loss in
the carrier qubit while the success probability depends on loss only in the multiphoton qubit to be
teleported. Our study implies that the hybrid architecture may complement the weaknesses of each

qubit encoding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Photonic qubits are particularly useful for quantum
information transfer over a long distance. There are sev-
eral different ways to encode qubit information in trav-
eling light fields. Probably the most well-known type
uses the horizontal and vertical polarizations of a single
photon (PSP), |H) and |V) [I], 2], which is often called
“dual-rail encoding.” Another method is to utilize the
vacuum and the single-photon (VSP) states, |0) and |1),
called “single-rail encoding,” with its own merit [3] [4].
Not only restricted to the discrete qubit encoding, one
can alternatively utilize continuous-variable-based qubit
encodings such as one with two coherent states with op-
posite phases, |+a), where +« are coherent amplitudes.
This approach enables one to perform nearly determin-
istic Bell-state measurements [5] [6] and efficient gate op-
erations for quantum computing [7H9]. Hybrid architec-
tures of these qubit encodings have also been explored to
combine their advantages [I0HIS].

Recently, Lee et al. suggested multiphoton encoding

with the horizontal and vertical polarizations of N pho-
@N N QN N .

tons, {|H)"" = @;_; [H),,|[V)"" = &;_;|V),}, in or-
der to overcome the limitation of Bell-state measurement
using linear optics [19]. Using linear optics with single-
photon qubits, only two among four Bell states can be
discriminated, and the success probability of Bell mea-
surement is generally limited to 1/2 [20, 2I]. This af-
fects the success probabilities of gate operations for lin-
ear optics quantum computing [I] depending on the gate
teleportation scheme [22], which is an obstacle against
the implementation of scalable optical quantum compu-
tation. There are a number of proposals to circumvent
this limitation using ancillary states or operations [23-
20], coherent-state qubits [5], hybrid qubits [I1], and
multiphoton qubits [I9]. Among them, the multiphoton
encoding achieves a nearly deterministic Bell-state mea-
surement with an average success probability 1 — 27,

where N is the number of photons per qubit [19]. Re-
cently, it was shown that the multiphoton encoding is
particularly advantageous for quantum communication
[21].

A multiphoton qubit is generally in the form of the
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) state, i.e., [¢) =
a|HY®N +5|V)®N. The GHZ-type state is fragile under
photon loss [28] 29], and this makes it hard to transmit
quantum information over long distance via the multi-
photon qubit. One solution to this problem is to use
the parity encoding with quantum error correction that
corrects photon loss errors [27, [30H32]. However, such a
qubit encoding has a complex structure making it gener-
ally hard to generate the desired logical qubit and Bell
states (the scheme and its success rate are discussed in
Ref. [32]).

In this paper, we suggest and investigate a telepor-
tation scheme via hybrid entanglement between a mul-
tiphoton qubit and another type of optical qubit serv-
ing as a loss-tolerant carrier. Our strategy is to send
the loss-tolerant carrier qubit through the noisy environ-
ment while storing the multiphoton qubit as intact as
one can. A similar type of approach was used for loss-
tolerant quantum relay for a coherent-state qubit via an
asymmetric entangled coherent state [33]. We consider
three types of carrier qubits: a coherent-state qubit, a
PSP qubit, and a VSP qubit. We investigate quantum
fidelities for the output states and success probabilities
of quantum teleportation under photon loss. The success
probability of the Bell measurement is affected only by
photon loss on the multiphoton qubit but the fidelity is
determined by properties on the carrier qubit. It shall
be shown that any choice among the three candidates
can improve the fidelity. We mainly consider the pho-
ton number for a multiphoton qubit as N = 4 which
was identified as the optimal number for fault-tolerant
quantum computing using the multiphoton qubits, the
seven-qubit Steane code and the telecorrection protocol
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FIG. 1. Schematic of quantum information transmission of a
multiphoton qubit. (a) A multiphoton qubit |i,) is directly
transmitted. (b) The qubit encoding is changed to the carrier
qubit by teleportation with a hybrid entangled state. The
classical information from the Bell-state measurement (BSM)
is transmitted via a classical channel.

[19, 34]. Remarkbly, the VSP qubit in hybrid entangle-
ment serves as a highly efficient carrier showing about
10 times better tolerance to photon loss than the direct
transmission of the multiphoton qubit when the fidelity
is larger than 0.9. The coherent-state qubit encoding can
be even better than the VSP qubit as the carrier when its
amplitude is as small as a < 0.78. Our study may be use-
ful for designing and building up loss-tolerant quantum
communication networks.

II. PHOTON-LOSS MODEL

We describe the environment with the photon-loss
model by the Master equation under the Born-Markov
approximation with the zero-temperature [35]:

1
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where a;(a T) represents the annihilation (creation) oper-
ator of mode 7 and < is the decay constant determined
by the coupling strength of the system and the environ-
ment. This evolution of a density operator is equiva-
lently described by the beam-splitter model where each
input mode is independently mixed with a vacuum state
at a beam splitter with transmittance ¢ = e~77/2 and

reflectance r = v/1 — t2 [36]:
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where d(b) is the annihilation operator on system (ancil-
lary) mode. The output state is then obtained by tracing
out the ancillary modes. Considering the evolution of sin-

gle photon state [1)}(1| — t2[1)}1| + r2|0)0|, we refer to
the sqaure of the reflactance 72 as the photon-loss rate 1.

III. DIRECT TRANSMISSION

Suppose that we directly transmit a multiphoton qubit
of N photons |¢hm) = a|H)®N + b[V)®N over a lossy
environment. The output qubit of the transmission is
obtained using Eq. as
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is the loss term with one or more photons lost. We denote
Perm(N, k) as the set of permutations of tensor products
with the number of elements (ZZ ), which represents the
cases that photons in k modes within the total N modes
are lost and photons in N — k modes remain in the po-
larization state. It is straightforward to see that plo%
is orthogonal to [ii,). The quality of the output state
is measured by fidelity F' between the input and output
states that is defined as F(t) = (¥in| pout(t) [¥im). The
fidelity for the direct transmission is then obtained as

Fdir _ t2N _ (1 _ n)N.

This shows that the multiphoton qubit becomes more
fragile when photon number N per qubit becomes larger.
Although the success probability of the Bell-state mea-
surement using multiphoton qubits approaches the unity
as N gets larger [19], this fragility may be a weak point of
the multiphoton encoding when it is applied to quantum
information transfer.

IV. TELEPORTATION WITH HYBRID
ENTANGLEMENT

In our scheme, a hybrid entangled state between a mul-
tiphoton qubit and a carrier qubit is used as the quantum
channel, where the carrier qubit is loss-tolerant compared
to the multiphoton qubit. In what follows, we examine
a coherent-state qubit, a PSP qubit and a VSP qubit as
candidates for the carrier qubit.

A. Loss on hybrid entangled states

For the teleportation between two different types of
qubits, the sender and the receiver need to share a hybrid



entangled state between a multiphoton qubit and a car-
rier qubit. The entangled state for the quantum channel
is expressed as [vnyp) = J5(|H)*™ [Co) + [V)*V |C1)),
where |Cp) and |C}) are the basis states for the carrier
qubit. We consider the three types of hybrid entangled
states

ne) = =5 (1) o) +11)* =)
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where subscripts m, ¢, p and s denote multiphoton qubit,
coherent-state qubit, PSP qubit, and VSP qubit, respec-
tively.

We assume an asymmetric environment that the trans-
mittance (reflectance) of every mode of the multiphoton
qubit is tps (rpr) and that of the carrier qubit is to (r¢).
Using Eq. (2)), the shared hybrid entangled states are ob-
tained as
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where the loss terms p'°*® represent the events where one
or more photons are lost from the multiphoton qubit.
Explicit expressions of the loss terms are
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All these terms do not contain entanglement. This is
attributed to the fact that when a photon from the mul-
tiphoton qubit is lost, the resulting multiphoton qubit
effectively becomes completely dephased.

B. Amount of entanglement in hybrid entangled
states

In this subsection, we investigate the amount of entan-
glement contained in the hybrid entangled states. Entan-
glement in any bipartite mixed state can be measured by
the negativity N (p) [37], which is defined as
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where pT4 is the partial transpose of p with respect to
subsystem A, ||-|| is the trace norm, and {\;} is the set
of eigenvalues of p74. The negativity is an entanglement
measure, i.e., it does not increase under any local opera-
tions and classical communications.

Using Eq. , analytical expressions of the negativ-
ity of the hybrid entangled states can be obtained from
Egs. , (©) and Although [tca) and | — tca)
in Eq are not orthogonal they are two linear in-
dependent state vectors that can be treated in a two-
dimensional Hilbert space as done in Ref. [5]. Further,
since the loss terms, p'°, are orthogonal to the remain-
ing terms and contain no entanglement, we can consider
only the remaining terms in a 2 ® 2 dimensional Hilbert
space. The degrees of negativity are then obtained as
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FIG. 2.  Degrees of entanglement (negativity) against the
photon-loss rate for the multiphoton qubit 7y = 1 — 3, and
for the carrier qubit ne = 1 — t2 of hybrid entanglement be-
tween (a) the multiphoton qubit and the coherent-state qubit
Pme, (b) the multiphoton qubit and the PSP qubit pmp, and
the multiphoton qubit and the VSP qubit pms. The number of
photons N for the multiphoton qubit is set to be N = 4. The
amplitude of the coherent-state qubit is chosen to be a = 1.2.

Here, the negativities of pyp and pms are same, because
entanglement disappears when at least one photon is def-
initely lost in both cases.

Figure [2| shows the dependence of the negativity on
the photon loss rates of both the sides, 7y, = 1 —t32, and
nc = 1—tZ. It is generally shown that the dependence
is sharper for the loss rate, 75, of the multiphoton qubit
than that of the carrier qubit, ne. This implies the desir-
able property that entanglement in the hybrid entangled
state is more robust to the photon loss on the carrier
qubit than that on the multiphoton qubit.

C. Teleportation fidelities

We now consider quantum teleportation with the hy-
brid entangled states pmc, Pmp, and pms as the quantum
channel. We employ the Bell-state measurement scheme
for the multiphoton qubits proposed in Ref. [19]. In the
multiphoton qubit encoding, the Bell states are defined
as

B1%) = 5 (1) 11)°Y & )=V 1) =),

N 1
|BS,4> \/5
where =+ is chosen in the same order of the two num-
ber labels of |va > in each line. Using only linear optics
and on-off photodetectors, }Bév ) and |Bi\' ) are identified
unambiguously while |B{V > and |B§V > with probability
1—1/2N-1 [19].

When one or more photons are lost from the mulipho-
ton qubit in hybrid entangled states, there is a chance
that |BIK ) with K < N is detected. However, although
we accept these events as success, the fidelity is not im-
proved. We pointed out earlier that p'°* does not con-
tain entanglement due to the dephasing induced by pho-
ton loss. The teleportation fidelity between the input

(=Y )N & V)N )=,

and output qubits cannot then exceed the classical limit,
which we will discuss further at the end of this section.
We thus take only the detection of N-photon Bell states
as the successful events.

Similarly to the standard teleportation scheme, a
sender jointly measures the input state |1b,) = a |H)® +
b|V>®N and the multiphoton-qubit part of the hybrid
entangled states. After the Bell-state measurement with
outcome ¢, the input state |¢i,) and the hybird entangled
state under photon loss, puyn(tar, tc), are projected to

(BY| (fun)tinl @ pryi(taa, 1) | BY )

tr[| BN X BN | (in @ puys (tars te))]
(9)

Pout,i (tMv tC) =

With the heralded measurement outcome i, the receiver
may recover the state pout = pout,1 Dy a proper local
unitary based on the outcome 1.

Before proceeding further, we point out that the out-
put state does not depend on loss 1, on the multiphoton-
qubit part. The hybrid entangled state can be rep-
resented as pnyb(tar,tc) = tﬁvahyb(tc) + plo%, where
onyb(tc) corresponds to the state when no photon is
lost from the multiphoton qubit. The facter #3V in-
dicates that this event happens with a probability of
2NV = (1 — npr)N. Since the loss term p'°* is orthog-
onal to the qubit basis {|H>®N , |V>®N}, only onyn(tc)
remains after the projection on |B}V> The factor 2 in
both the numerator and the denominator of Eq. @ then
cancels out. Thus, pout(tar,tc) is independent of ¢y so
that it can be represented as pout(tc).

We set the target state of the teleportation to be |iy) =
a|Cy)+b|C1). The quantum fidelity between the output
state pout and the target state |¢;) is defined as

(WYe] pout (tc) [ths) -

Now, we examine the candidates of the carrier qubit.
First, we consider quantum teleportation from a multi-
photon qubit to a coherent-state qubit. When |B{V > is
detected, we can express the output qubits after Bell-
state measurement by

F(tc) =

Poes =My [|a]* [toa)toal + B |~tca)—tcal

1 e 20°rE (ab* [tca)X—tcal + H.e.)],
where My = [1 4 72" (ab* + a*b)]_l. When |BS') is
detected, the output qubit undergoes a bit flip as pg’§ =
chg{;’fX;f with X, : |+tca) = |Ftoa). This effect can
be corrected by applying a w-phase shifter. However,
when |Bév > is detected, the output qubit becomes

pmes =M_[|a* tea)tcal + b [~ tca)—toal

—em20%rE (ab* [tca)X—tcal + H.e.)],

which cannot be corrected to pg.'{ by applying a uni-

tary operation because of the nonorthogonality of the



coherent-state qubit basis. In other words, the required
operation Z. : |[ttca) — + |ttca) cannot be performed
in a fully deterministic way. There are, however, ap-
proximate methods to perform the required Z. opera-
tion using the displacement operation [5, [7] or the gate
teleportation protocol [§]. We also note that the trans-
formation of pgi’f — pours can be carried out by the
X, gate. Therefore, the output qubit is one of the non-

exchangable states, po'1 or poiys. We denote these two

states as pi 'S . Nevertheless, the measurement outcome
1 heralds the transformation of the output states. Thus,
the output qubit has the quantum information of the ini-
tial qubit.

Given the transmittance to, we take the dynamical
qubit basis {|tca),|—tca)} as the output qubit basis.
As an analogy of the input state, we set the two target
states as

|1,ZJ,T;C> = Ni(altca) £b|—tca)),

where Ny = {1 =+ (ab* + a*b) exp(—2t2a2)}_l/2 are the
normalization constants. Then, we obtain the fidelity
between pgi 'S and |¢,‘fli_) °> respectively:

FP7(tesa,b) = (YD oo £[98E )
=My N2 [|a)*|a + bS]* +|b*|aS £ b]?
+2¢ 2 T¢Re [ab*(a* £b*S)(aS £b)]],

where S = (tcal—tca) = e~2t¢%” is the overlap be-
tween the output coherent-state qubit basis states. We
now compute the average fidelity over all input states.
We use a parametrization a = cos(6/2) exp(i¢/2) and
b = sin(0/2) exp(—i¢/2) with uniformly random sam-
pling on the Bloch sphere. Note that F"7¢(tc;a,b) =
F™7¢(to;a,—b), so the average fidelities of both cases
are equal. Finally, we get the following integration:

EX7C(te) = <th”%€(7§(;;a,b)>9,qS

ave
1

T 27
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The analytic expression of this integration is given in
Ref. [10] but is too lengthy to present here. We show the
average fidelity varying amplitude « of the coherent-state
qubit in Fig. (a). The plot shows that as the mean pho-
ton number o is smaller, the average fidelity approaches
the unity. However, a small value of o makes the over-
lap between |+«) large so that its ability for quantum
information processing (for example, the probability to
perform Z. gate) becomes low.

In the case of the quatum teleporatation from multi-
photon qubit to PSP qubit, we use the hybrid entangled
state in Eq. @ Since all single-qubit operations can
be implemented in linear optics [I} 2], we set the unique
target state: [y P) =a|H) +b|V). When a Bell state

FIG. 3. Average fidelities of direct transmission with N = 4
(black solid) and hybrid archtectures with different carrier
qubits: coherent state qubits (denoted by c) for @ = 1.2
(vellow dot-dashed) and o = 1.6 (red dot-dot-dashed), a
PSP qubit (p, green dashed), and a VSP qubit (s, blue dot-
ted) against the photon-lose rate for the carrier-qubit part
nc = 1 — t%. The gray horizontal dotted line is the classical
limit Foy = 2/3.

|B{V> is detected, the output state is

Poutt = tZ(la]* [HYH| + [b]* VXV
+ ab* [HYV |+ a*b|VYH|) + & |0)0]
=1 |9 PN TP+ 1 |0)Y0]

When the other Bell states are detected, after receiving
the measurement outcome, the receiver can recover the
target state by a proper single-qubit unitary operation.
The fidelity is then readily obtained as

F™7P(to) = t2.

The last case is teleportation from a multiphoton qubit
to a VSP qubit with the entangled state in Eq. . In
this case of the VSP qubit, the situation is similar to the
case of the coherent-state qubit. While the Z operation
is deterministic in linear optics, the X operation, X :
|0) <> |1), is probabilistic [4]. Therefore, we distinguish

m-—s

the output qubit of |B{V ) detection, denoting Pout 4> from
|Bé\'>7 denoting p2 7S . The output qubit when |B{V> is

out,—
detected is obtained similarly as

m—s 2 2 2
Powet = (Jal” +[b]"rE) [0XO] + [b]"¢ [1X1]
+ (ab"tc |0)X1] + H.c.).
We then obtain the input-dependent fidelity as
F™75(to) = la|* + |al*[b1* (1 + te) + [b] 12
In this case, the average fildelity has a simple analytic
expression:
1 1

1
Fo7S(to) = gt% + 6150 +5



We need to consider the classical fidelity Fy, that is
defined as the maximum average fidelity obtained by
teleportation protocol without entanglement. It is well
known that F, = 2/3 for a qubit with an orthonormal
basis [38]. If we use the coherent-state qubit of |+a) as
the carrier qubit, however, Fi7'7¢ is

54392 (S4—1)
- 453

cl

sinh™! {S},
V1 — 52

where S = (—tcaltoa) = e2¢*” [10]. In this case, the
classical limit becomes larger 2/3 due to the nonorthog-
onality S. Of course, FJ7° converges to 2/3 as S — 0.
In Fig. 3] the average fidelity F;'° is approximately 2/3
for the area of @ > 1.2 and n < 0.5.

In Fig. [3] we present the average fidelities between the
output qubit and the target state against the photon-loss
rate n¢ for the different types of the carrier qubit. For
the coherent-state qubit, we choose amplitudes of o = 1.2
and 1.6, which are approximately the minimum and opti-
mal amplitudes, respectively, for the fault-tolerant quan-
tum computing using the 7-qubit Steane code [9]. Obvi-
ous, better fidelities over the direct transmission can be
obtained using the teleportation protocol. Among the
carrier qubits, the VSP qubit is better than the PSP
qubit. The reason for this can be understood as follows.
When photon loss occurs, the PSP qubit gets out of the
original qubit space because of the vacuum portion. How-
ever, the VSP qubit remains in the original qubit space
even under the photon loss.

The comparison between the coherent-state qubit and
the other types of qubits depends on amplitude a. With
small values of «, the coherent-state qubit shows higher
average fidelity than the others. We numerically ob-
tain that, when a < 1.23 (o < 0.78), the average fi-
delity of the corresponding coherent-state qubit is higher
than that of the PSP qubit (the VSP qubit) for any
rates of photon loss. However, one should note that the
overlap between two coherent states |+a) is (a]—a) =
exp(—2a?) ~ 0.0485 (0.296) for o = 1.23 (0.78), which
could be a negative factor depending on the task to per-
form.

All-optical quantum computing schemes have tolerable
limits of photon loss rates for fault tolerance [9] 111, [39-

TABLE I. Maximum photon-loss rates for the carrier qubit,
nc, required to reach the fidelity of 99.9%, 99%, and 90%
with the coherent-state (CS) qubit, the PSP qubit, and the
VSP qubit. The direct transmission (DT) of the multiphoton
qubit with the photon number N = 4 is given for comparison
under the same photon-loss rate.

CS
F DT —55——g— PSP VSP
99.9% 0.025 0.10 0.059 0.10 0.24
99% 025 1.1 059 1.0 24 (x107?%)
90% 2.6 12 7.0 10 24

PSUCCESS
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FIG. 4. Success probability Psyccess of the multiphoton Bell-
state measurement against the photon-loss rate for the mul-
tiphoton qubit ny = 1 — t3, for photon numbers of N =1, 2,
3, and 4.

42]. In Table [I, we summarize the maximum photon-
loss rates for the carrier qubit, ne, which can be toler-
ated while preserving the fidelity to be 99.9%, 99%, and
90% within our hybrid architectures. In this high fidelity
regime, the VSP qubit tolerates approximately 10 times
larger photon loss than the direct transmission.

D. Success probabilities

Only when the input qubits are in the logical qubit
basis and the identification between |B{V ) and |B§V ) is
successful, the Bell-state measurement successes. Let us
denote g; as the probability of the successful identifica-
tion of ‘BZN ) when |B}) is given. This ¢; varies accord-
ing to the Bell-state measurement scheme, and we follows
the Bell-state measurement scheme of multiphoton qubit
that ¢; = 1 —1/2¥~! for i = odd and ¢; = 1 for i = even
[19]. The success probability of the teleportation with
the hybrid entangled state pnyy, is then given as

P =3t [[BY g, (BY] (Winds (Wil @ (onn)sm)]-
l (11)

where S and S’ represents the sender’s modes and R does
the receiver’s mode. Note that the success probability P
does not depend on t¢ since

tr [1BY ygg, (BY | (in)s (¥l © (o )srn)]

= trsy “Bz’N>ss/ (BY| ([#n)s (¥in| ® (trr phyb)S/)}

and trr puyb(tar, te) = trr(Pey @ I)(|Unyb Wnyb|) from
the trace-preserving property of ®; where R represents
the receiver’s mode and ®;,, is the quantum channel of
photon loss with transmittance ;.



Now, we examine the success probability for each car-
rier qubit. For the case of teleportation to a coherent-
state qubit with py. in Eq. , the success probability
of the teleportation, P™7¢, is obtained using Eq. as

Pm_m(t]y[,N;a, b)

2

2N 1 e—20c * *

The last term is from the nonorthogonality of the co-
herent state qubit. We also obtain the averaged success
probability P2.7¢ by averaging P™7¢(ty, N;a,b) on all
possible input state with the same parametrization of Eq.

([T0) as

1
P (e ) = (1- ¢ )

For the discrete variable qubits, we have trg(®:,, ®
I) |yt Unyb| = P¢,,(I/2). Therefore, without depen-
dence on the carrier qubit, we obtain

P(ty, N) =3V (1 — 2%V> . (12)

In Fig. 4l we plot the success probability P(t, N)
as a function of the photon loss rate for the multipho-
ton qubit, 757, by changing the photon number N of the
multiphoton qubit. The success probability in Eq.
shows an interesting feature: while the success proba-
bility of Bell-state measurement increases with N for
tpy = 1, if tps is less than 1, larger N rather makes
the success probability lower. This supports the gen-
eral belief that a “macroscopic object” is fragile under
loss if we regard the larger N means the qubit is more
“macroscopic” [3]. It is straightforward to obtain the
optimal number of photons per a multiphoton qubit,
Nopt = [logy(1 + 1/nar)], that maximizes the success
probability P(ty, N).

V. GENERATION OF MULTIPHOTON
HYBRID ENTANGLED STATES

In this section, we discuss how to generate the re-
quired hybrid entangled states [t)mc), |¥mp) and |tms) in
Eq. . We may start with a GHZ state of PSP qubits:
|GHZ(N)) = (|H)®Y +|V)®N)/\/2 . Tt is then clear that
[Ymp) = ([H)ZY [H) + V)V [V))/v/2 is simply a GHZ
state with N + 1 modes |GHZ(N + 1)). In addition to
a GHZ state of N + 1 photons |GHZ(N + 1)), we need
to find out methods to convert one of the polarization
qubits in the GHZ state to the desired carrier qubit by
a conversion gate V' = |Co)(H| + [C1)}V|. In this way,
desired hybrid entangled states may be obtained.

There are a number of proposals for the generation
of the GHZ state. A linear optical setup, called the
(Type-I) fusion gate, is designed to fuse |GHZ(N)) and

|GHZ(2)) to generate |GHZ(N + 1)) with a probability of
50% [44]. In a similar method (Supplementary Material
of Ref. [45]), 6 single photons are fused by the fusion gate
followed by a Bell-state projection to generate |GHZ(3)).
The Bell-state measurements on copies of |GHZ(3)) also
provide a probabilistic method to generate a GHZ state
with an arbitrary high photon number [41] 45]. Using
the Bell-state measurements, this method is made ro-
bust to photon loss [45]. Alternatively, a method based
on a nonlinear interaction, called coherent photon conver-
sion, was proposed to implement a deterministic photon-
doubling gate |[HH)(H|+ |VVXV| [46]. So far, the multi-
photon GHZ-type entanglement has been experimentally
observed with postselection in most experiments (for ex-
ample, [47H51]), which cannot be used as a teleportation
channel. Nevertheless, a direct generation of a three-
photon GHZ state was experimentally performed [52].

There are several methods to convert one PSP qubit
to the VSP qubit [53H55]. The conversion gate V,_,s =
|OXH| 4+ |1XV] was experimentally demonstrated using
the teleportation protocol and post-selection [55].

In Ref. [56], the authors suggested a method for con-
version operation Ve = |a)(H|+|—a)V| using passive
linear elements, single-photon detectors and a superposi-
tion of coherent states. This scheme allows the conversion
Voose = |a)(H| 4 |—a)V| using a superposition of coher-
ent states with an amplitude slightly larger than a. We
note that a superposition of coherent states with ampli-
tude o &~ 1.85 in a traveling field was recently generated
B1).

Experimental attempts to perform aforementioned
proposals to generate multiphoton hybrid entangled
states with high fidelities would be challenging due to ef-
fects of inefficient detectors, photon loss and other noisy
effects. It is, however, beyond the scope of this work
to investigate and analyze those details under realistic
conditions.

VI. REMARKS

It is important to identify efficient qubit encoding for
a given quantum information task such as quantum com-
munication and computation. The multiphoton encoding
enables one to perform a nearly deterministic Bell-state
measurement, which is a remarkable advantage for quan-
tum communication and computation. However, a mul-
tiphoton qubit is vulnerable to photon loss and this is
a formidable obstacle particularly against long-distance
quantum communication. In order to overcome this
problem, we have suggested a teleportation scheme via
hybrid entanglement between a multiphoton qubit and
another type of optical qubit serving as a loss-tolerant
carrier. In our scheme, only the loss-tolerant carrier qubit
is sent through a lossy environment, where the coherent-
state qubit, the PSP qubit, and the VSP qubit are con-
sidered as the loss tolerant carrier qubit.

We have found that the average fidelities of the tele-



portation with the considered hybrid entangled states are
better than the direct transmission. The VSP qubit in
hybrid entanglement serves as the best carrier showing
about 10 times better tolerance on the photon-loss rate
than the direct transmission of the multiphoton qubit
for the fidelity larger than 0.9. Our numerical analysis
further shows that the coherent-state qubit shows higher
average fidelity than the others with small values of .
When o < 1.23 (a < 0.78), the average fidelity of the cor-
responding coherent-state qubit is higher than that of the
PSP qubit (the VSP qubit) for any rates of photon loss.
These results would be useful information when choos-
ing the proper carrier qubit depending on the quantum
tasks under consideration. We have also investigated the
average success probability of the teleportation. It was
shown that the success probability depends only on the
loss of the multiphoton-qubit part. Although the Bell-

state measurement scheme of the multiphoton qubit is
nearly deterministic without loss, the photon loss limits
the maximum success probability. Our work may be use-
ful for the optical realization of long-distance quantum
information processing by exploring hybrid architectures
of optical networks.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This work was supported by the National Research
Foundation of Korea (NRF) through grants funded by
the the Ministry of Science and ICT (Grants No. NRF-
2019M3E4A1080074 and NRF-2020R1A2C1008609).
S.C. was supported by NRF Grant funded by Korean
Government (NRF-2016H1A2A1908381-Global Ph.D.
Fellowship Program)

[1] E. Knill, R. Laflamme, and G. J. Milburn, “A scheme
for efficient quantum computation with linear optics,”
Nature 409, 46-52 (2001).

[2] J. L. Dodd, T. C. Ralph, and G. J. Milburn, “Exper-
imental requirements for grover’s algorithm in optical
quantum computation,” [Phys. Rev. A 68, 042328 (2003).

[3] H-W. Lee and J. Kim, “Quantum teleportation and
bell’s inequality using single-particle entanglement,”
Phys. Rev. A 63, 012305 (2000).

[4] A. P. Lund and T. C. Ralph, “Nondeterministic gates
for photonic single-rail quantum logic,” [Phys. Rev. A 66,
032307 (2002).

[5] H. Jeong, M. S. Kim, and J. Lee, “Quantum-information
processing for a coherent superposition state via a mixe-
dentangled coherent channel,” Phys. Rev. A 64, 052308
(2001).

[6] H. Jeong and M. S. Kim, “Purification of entangled co-
herent states,” Quantum Inf. Comput. 2, 208-221 (2001).

[7] H. Jeong and M. S. Kim, “Efficient quantum computa-
tion using coherent states,” Phys. Rev. A 65, 042305
(2002).

[8] T. C. Ralph, A. Gilchrist, G. J. Milburn, W. J. Munro,
and S. Glancy, “Quantum computation with optical co-
herent states,” Phys. Rev. A 68, 042319 (2003).

[9] A. P. Lund, T. C. Ralph, and H. L. Haselgrove, “Fault-
tolerant linear optical quantum computing with small-
amplitude coherent states,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 030503
(2008).

[10] K. Park, S.-W. Lee, and H. Jeong, “Quantum teleporta-
tion between particlelike and fieldlike qubits using hybrid
entanglement under decoherence effects,” Phys. Rev. A
86, 062301 (2012).

[11] S.--W. Lee and H. Jeong, “Near-deterministic quantum
teleportation and resource-efficient quantum computa-
tion using linear optics and hybrid qubits,” |Phys. Rev.
A 87, 022326 (2013).

[12] H. Kwon and H. Jeong, “Violation of the bell-clauser-
horne-shimony-holt inequality using imperfect photode-
tectors with optical hybrid states,” [Phys. Rev. A 88,
052127 (2013).

[13] Y.-B. Sheng, L. Zhou, and G.-L. Long, “Hybrid entan-
glement purification for quantum repeaters,” |Phys. Rev.
A 88, 022302 (2013).

[14] H. Jeong, A. Zavatta, M. Kang, S.-W. Lee, L. S.
Costanzo, S. Grandi, T. C. Ralph, and M. Bellini, “Gen-
eration of hybrid entanglement of light,” Nat. Photonics
8, 564-569 (2014).

[15] H. Jeong, S. Bae, and S. Choi, “Quantum teleportation
between a single-rail single-photon qubit and a coherent-
state qubit using hybrid entanglement under decoherence
effects,” (Quantum Inf. Process. 15, 913-927 (2016).

[16] U. L. Andersen, J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, P. van Loock,
and A. Furusawa, “Hybrid discrete- and continuous-
variable quantum information,” Nat. Phys. 11, 713 EP —
(2015).

[17] H. Kim, S.-W. Lee, and H. Jeong, “Two different types
of optical hybrid qubits for teleportation in a lossy envi-
ronment,” Quantum Inf. Process. 15, 4729-4746 (2016).

[18] Y. Lim, J. Joo, T. P. Spiller, and H. Jeong, “Loss-
resilient photonic entanglement swapping using optical
hybrid states,” |[Phys. Rev. A 94, 062337 (2016).

[19] S.-W. Lee, K. Park, T. C. Ralph, and H. Jeong, “Nearly
deterministic bell measurement for multiphoton qubits
and its application to quantum inf. process.” |Phys. Rev.
Lett. 114, 113603 (2015).

[20] N. Lutkenhaus, J. Calsamiglia, and K.-A. Suominen,
“Bell measurements for teleportation,” Phys. Rev. A 59,
3295-3300 (1999).

[21] J. Calsamiglia and N. Liitkenhaus, “Maximum efficiency
of a linear-optical bell-state analyzer,” Appl. Phys. B 72,
6771 (2001).

[22] D. Gottesman and I. L. Chuang, “Demonstrating the via-
bility of universal quantum computation using teleporta-
tion and single-qubit operations,” Nature 402, 390-393
(1999).

[23] W. P. Grice, “Arbitrarily complete bell-state measure-
ment using only linear optical elements,” Phys. Rev. A
84, 042331 (2011).

[24] H. A. Zaidi and P. van Loock, “Beating the one-half limit
of ancilla-free linear optics bell measurements,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 110, 260501 (2013).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35051009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.68.042328
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.63.012305
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.66.032307
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.66.032307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.052308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.052308
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.65.042305
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.65.042305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.042319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.030503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.030503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.062301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.062301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.022326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.022326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.052127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.052127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.022302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.022302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphoton.2014.136
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphoton.2014.136
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11128-015-1191-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3410
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3410
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11128-016-1408-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.062337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.113603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.113603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.59.3295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.59.3295
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s003400000484
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s003400000484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/46503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/46503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.042331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.042331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.260501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.260501

[25] F. Ewert and P. van Loock, “3/4-efficient bell measure-
ment with passive linear optics and unentangled ancil-
lae,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 140403 (2014).

[26] T. Kilmer and S. Guha, “Boosting linear-optical
bell measurement success probability with predetection
squeezing and imperfect photon-number-resolving detec-
tors,” Phys. Rev. A 99, 032302 (2019).

[27] S.-W. Lee, T. C. Ralph, and H. Jeong, “Fundamen-
tal building block for all-optical scalable quantum net-
works,” |[Phys. Rev. A 100, 052303 (2019).

[28] C. Simon and J. Kempe, “Robustness of multiparty en-
tanglement,” Phys. Rev. A 65, 052327 (2002).

[29] W. Diir, C. Simon, and J. I. Cirac, “Effective size of cer-
tain macroscopic quantum superpositions,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 89, 210402 (2002).

[30] W. J. Munro, A. M. Stephens, S. J. Devitt, K. A. Harri-
son, and K. Nemoto, “Quantum communication without
the necessity of quantum memories,” Nat. Photonics 6,
777 EP — (2012), article.

[31] S. Muralidharan, J. Kim, N. Liitkenhaus, M. D. Lukin,
and L. Jiang, “Ultrafast and fault-tolerant quantum com-
munication across long distances,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
250501 (2014).

[32] F. Ewert and P. van Loock, “Ultrafast fault-tolerant long-
distance quantum communication with static linear op-
tics,” [Phys. Rev. A 95, 012327 (2017).

[33] J. S. Neergaard-Nielsen, Y. Eto, C.-W. Lee, H. Jeong,
and M. Sasaki, “Quantum tele-amplification with a
continuous-variable superposition state,” Nat. Photonics
7,439 EP — (2013).

[34] S.-W. Lee, K. Park, T. C. Ralph, and H. Jeong, “Nearly
deterministic bell measurement with multiphoton entan-
glement for efficient quantum-information processing,”
Phys. Rev. A 92, 052324 (2015).

[35] S. J. D. Phoenix, “Wave-packet evolution in the damped
oscillator,” Phys. Rev. A 41, 5132-5138 (1990).

[36] U. Leonhardt, “Quantum statistics of a lossless beam
splitter: Su(2) symmetry in phase space,” Phys. Rev.
A 48, 3265-3277 (1993).

[37] G. Vidal and R. F. Werner, “Computable measure of
entanglement,” Phys. Rev. A 65, 032314 (2002).

[38] S. Massar and S. Popescu, “Optimal extraction of infor-
mation from finite quantum ensembles,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
74, 1259-1263 (1995).

[39] C. M. Dawson, H. L. Haselgrove, and M. A. Nielsen,
“Noise thresholds for optical quantum computers,” [Phys.
Rev. Lett. 96, 020501 (2006).

[40] D. A. Herrera-Marti, A. G. Fowler, D. Jennings, and
T. Rudolph, “Photonic implementation for the topolog-
ical cluster-state quantum computer,” Phys. Rev. A 82,
032332 (2010).

[41] Y. Li, P. C. Humphreys, G. J. Mendoza, and S. C. Ben-
jamin, “Resource costs for fault-tolerant linear optical
quantum computing,” Phys. Rev. X 5, 041007 (2015).

[42] S. Wehner, D. Elkouss, and R. Hanson, “Quantum inter-
net: A vision for the road ahead,” Science 362, eaam9288
(2018).

[43] F. Frowis, P. Sekatski, W. Dir, N. Gisin, and
N. Sangouard, “Macroscopic quantum states: Measures,
fragility, and implementations,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 90,

025004 (2018).

[44] D. E. Browne and T. Rudolph, “Resource-efficient lin-
ear optical quantum computation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
010501 (2005).

[45] M. Varnava, D. E. Browne, and T. Rudolph, “How good
must single photon sources and detectors be for efficient
linear optical quantum computation?” Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 060502 (2008).

[46] N. K. Langford, S. Ramelow, R. Prevedel, W. J. Muuro,
G. J. Milburn, and A. Zeilinger, “Efficient quantum com-
puting using coherent photon conversion,” Nature 478,
360-363 (2011).

[47] C. Zhang, Y .-F. Huang, C.-J. Zhang, J. Wang, B.-H. Liu,
C.-F. Li, and G.-C. Guo, “Generation and applications
of an ultrahigh-fidelity four-photon greenberger-horne-
zeilinger state,” |Opt. Express 24, 27059-27069 (2016).

[48] C. Zhang, Y.-F. Huang, Z. Wang, B.-H. Liu, C.-F.
Li, and G.-C. Guo, “Experimental greenberger-horne-
zeilinger-type six-photon quantum nonlocality,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 115, 260402 (2015).

[49] Y-F. Huang, B-H. Liu, L. Peng, Y.-H. Li, L. Li, C.-
F. Li, and G.-C. Guo, “Experimental generation of
an eight-photon greenberger-horne-zeilinger state,” Nat.
Commun. 2, 546 EP — (2011), article.

[50] X.-L. Wang, L.-K. Chen, W. Li, H.-L. Huang, C. Liu,
C. Chen, Y.-H. Luo, Z-E. Su, D. Wu, Z.-D. Li, H. Lu,
Y. Hu, X. Jiang, C.-Z. Peng, L. Li, N.-L. Liu, Y.-A. Chen,
C.-Y. Lu, and J.-W. Pan, “Experimental ten-photon en-
tanglement,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 210502 (2016).

[61] H.-S. Zhong, Y. Li, W. Li, L.-C. Peng, Z.-E. Su, Y. Hu,
Y.-M. He, X. Ding, W. Zhang, H. Li, L. Zhang, Z. Wang,
L. You, X.-L. Wang, X. Jiang, L. Li, Y.-A. Chen, N.-
L. Liu, C.-Y. Lu, and J.-W. Pan, “12-photon entan-
glement and scalable scattershot boson sampling with
optimal entangled-photon pairs from parametric down-
conversion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 250505 (2018).

[62] D. R. Hamel, L. K. Shalm, H. Hiibel, A. J. Miller, F. Mar-
sili, V. B. Verma, R. P. Mirin, S. W. Nam, K. J. Resch,
and T. Jennewein, “Direct generation of three-photon po-
larization entanglement,” |[Nat. Photonics 8, 801 EP —
(2014), article.

[63] T. C. Ralph, A. P. Lund, and H. M. Wiseman, “Adaptive
phase measurements in linear optical quantum computa-
tion,” J. Opt. B: Quantum Semiclass. Opt. 7, S245-5249
(2005).

[54] J. Fiurdsek, “Interconversion between single-rail and
dual-rail photonic qubits,” [Phys. Rev. A 95, 033802
(2017).

[65] D. Drahi, D. V. Sychev, Khurram K. P., E. A. Sazhina,
V. A. Novikov, I. A. Walmsley, and A. I. Lvovsky,
“Quantum interface between single-and dual-rail optical
qubits,” arXiv:1905.08562 (2019).

[56] H. Kwon and H. Jeong, “Generation of hybrid entangle-
ment between a single-photon polarization qubit and a
coherent state,” Phys. Rev. A 91, 012340 (2015).

[67] D. V. Sychev, A. E. Ulanov, A. A. Pushkina, M. W.
Richards, I. A. Fedorov, and A. I. Lvovsky, “Enlarge-
ment of optical schrodinger’s cat states,” Nat. Photonics
11, 379-382 (2017).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.140403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.100.052303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.052327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.210402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.210402
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2012.243
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2012.243
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.250501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.250501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012327
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.101
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.052324
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.41.5132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.48.3265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.48.3265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.032314
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.1259
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.1259
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.020501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.020501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.82.032332
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.82.032332
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aam9288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aam9288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025004
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.010501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.010501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.060502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.060502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.027059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.260402
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1556
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1556
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.210502
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.250505
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.218
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.218
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1464-4266/7/10/007
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1464-4266/7/10/007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.033802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.033802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.012340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.57
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.57

	Loss-tolerant transmission of multiphoton-qubit information via hybrid entanglement
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Photon-loss model
	III Direct transmission
	IV Teleportation with hybrid entanglement
	A Loss on hybrid entangled states
	B Amount of entanglement in hybrid entangled states
	C Teleportation fidelities
	D Success probabilities

	V Generation of multiphoton hybrid entangled states
	VI Remarks
	VII Acknowledgement
	 References


