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Fusion-based quantum computing (FBQC) offers a powerful approach to building a fault-tolerant universal
quantum computer using photonic components — single-photon sources, linear-optical circuits, single-photon
detectors, and optical switching with feedforward control. Both individual optical switches and sophisticated
switch networks are needed where it is necessary to perform operations conditionally, using feedforward of pre-
vious photon-detection outcomes, within the lifetime of remaining photons. Most visibly, feedforward switching
is required for fault-tolerant operations at the level of logical qubits, which are needed in turn for useful quan-
tum algorithms. However, switch networks are also required for multiplexing (“muxing”) stages that are needed
for generating specific small entangled resource states, where it is used to boost the probabilities for allocating
quantum states to fusion gates and other operations — a task which dominates the footprint of photonic FBQC.
Despite their importance, limited attention has been paid to exploring possible designs of switch networks in
this setting. Here we present a wide range of new techniques and schemes which enable major improvements
in terms of muxing efficiency and reductions in hardware requirements. Since the use of photonic switching
heavily impacts qubit losses and errors, our schemes are constructed with low switch depth. They also ex-
ploit specific features of linear-optical circuits which are commonly used to generate entanglement in proposed
quantum computing and quantum network schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fusion-based quantum computing (FBQC) provides a
compelling paradigm for universal fault-tolerant quantum
computing using photonic qubits [1]. FBQC lends itself to
a modular hardware implementation of a quantum computer
using resource-state generators (RSGs) of small, entangled
states, and fusion devices which perform entangling measure-
ments between them. An entire quantum computer can be
constructed using networked modules, each comprised of an
RSG and associated fusion devices. The approach of inter-
leaving, introduced recently in [2], provides a technique for
implementing fault-tolerant quantum computation using these
modules in the context of photonic FBQC (meeting some
common objectives as Ref. [3] for example for other quantum-
computing paradigms). It is based on a sophisticated method
of temporal muxing which enables each module to host thou-
sands of physical qubits using low-loss fiber delay, and to im-
plement the measurements required for logical operations.

Integrated quantum photonics provides a compelling ap-
proach to building a quantum computer using chip-based de-
vices [4]. These chips can incorporate passive linear op-
tics, probabilistic single-photon generation using parametric
nonlinear sources, single-photon detectors, fast reconfigurable
(active) phase shifters, and electrical control for feedforward.
They can also be optically and electrically interconnected
to enable powerful subsystems which implement the various
stages of entanglement generation needed to create resource
states. Sophisticated processing of classical information can
be performed using standard microelectronics for digital logic
and electrical buses.

The physical characteristics of switch networks have
major implications for overall hardware footprint, as well
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as for optical loss and qubit errors. The hardware footprint
for a full-scale photonic quantum computer is inevitably dom-
inated by the initial steps of resource-state generation [5]. Al-
though there are many ways to generate a resource state, the
initial steps commonly involve muxing operations on single-
photon states generated by nonlinear parametric sources [6]
and by circuits for creating Bell [7] or GHZ states [8]. Mux-
ing uses a switch network to relocate photonic quantum states
in target spatio-temporal bins from non-deterministic inputs,
and is necessary as the sources and circuits are intrinsically
probabilistic, heralding useful output states when they suc-
ceed. Scaling computation in FBQC is achieved by increas-
ing the number of resource states rather than their size, and the
generation of each state is allowed to fail with a finite proba-
bility, resulting in erasure (the known loss of photons encod-
ing qubits). Because switch networks are used for muxing
and routing resource states, their practical constraints have a
critical impact on the overall footprint of the machine. In the
interleaving approach they have a large impact on the size of
the module. The central goal of this paper is to introduce tech-
niques and schemes for improving the performance of mux-
ing, and switch networks useful for photonic FBQC more gen-
erally, with direct gains in turn for full-scale quantum comput-
ing hardware.

Despite the importance of switch networks both for pho-
tonic FBQC and for photonic quantum computing more gen-
erally, limited attention has gone into the design of new switch
network schemes, resulting in exploration of a relatively small
number of distinct switching architectures. In fact, every
switch network presents different requirements for the perfor-
mance of optical components, the speeds at which they oper-
ate, active power consumption, the complexity of control elec-
tronics for routing logic, and optical/electrical connectivity as
part of a larger networked system. An overriding requirement
for photonic quantum computing is to minimize the depth of
physical operations, so as to minimize loss and errors on pho-
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tons that transit through them.
Although the principal motivation for muxing is to boost

the probabilities for obtaining quantum states, it is often over-
looked that the switch networks used for muxing can also nat-
urally enable hardware redundancy for circuits upstream and
downstream. Furthermore, when optical switches can operate
faster than other hardware components, it is possible to de-
sign switch networks to route around bottlenecks caused by
the slower components, to make the quantum-computer archi-
tecture more efficient overall.

High-speed and low-loss switching networks enable uni-
versal photonic quantum computing. The requirement
for active switching and high-performance switch networks
comes from multiple considerations. As noted above, feed-
forward and adaptive operation are fundamental requirements
for universal quantum computation in all known approaches
based on photonic hardware (whether working in the FBQC
framework, the circuit model [9], measurement-based quan-
tum computation paradigms [10–16], or in the continuous-
variable approach using Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP)
qubits [17]). Boson sampling provides a well-known exam-
ple of a photon-based model of computation which operates
passively and does not incorporate feedforward [18]. How-
ever despite being believed to defy efficient classical simula-
tion, boson sampling is not equivalent to universal quantum
computation.

Strategies exist that allow some feedforward-based switch-
ing to be removed within a quantum-computing architecture,
but each of them introduces some alternative cost. For exam-
ple, generation of single photons — and even strings of en-
tangled photons — can in principle be done in a deterministic
“on-demand” manner using some quantum dot sources [19].
However these sources suffer from implementation issues es-
pecially regarding noise and photon indistinguishability (as
explained in Ref. [5]). On a different point, percolation-based
frameworks such as first proposed in Ref. [12] address the
randomness of nondeterministic quantum gates while avoid-
ing large amounts of switching. Recent work has also shown
how to eliminate fast switching from some parts of architec-
tures based on GKP qubits [20]. Despite these developments,
low-loss and high efficiency switch networks remain a critical
requirement in any useful photonic quantum computer.

Overview of results. In this paper, we present schemes
for spatial and temporal muxing based on networks of (Gen-
eralized) Mach-Zehnder interferometers (GMZIs), delay net-
works and electronic controls which implement routing logic.
The key motivations for these schemes are simplifying hard-
ware requirements for common tasks, minimizing switch
depth, and high efficiency — which is to say ability to suc-
cessfully route most or all possible inputs (which we quantify
in terms of yield as explained in Sec. IV A). Our key results
are:

1. Efficient spatial and temporal “N -to-M” (i.e. multiple
input to multiple output) switching schemes with only
two active phase-shifter layers: We present a number
of practical schemes that enable the supply of groups of
photons to multiple circuits simultaneously while only
using two layers of active phase shifters without requir-

ing all-to-all connectivity.

2. Exhaustive derivation of configurations of networks us-
ing a single layer of switching to maximize number of
useful routing operations: A comprehensive analysis of
GMZI permutation operations is given in Sec. III A, and
we show how qubit operations can be integrated into
muxing stages without extra switches (see Sec. III C).

3. Proof that GMZIs can switch non-classical input and/or
output light in more ways than any standard “mode-
permutation” switch of classical light: We show how
a GMZI can implement operations other than permu-
tations (see Sec. III D), a hitherto unappreciated func-
tionality. One application is incorporating qubit time-
encoders into the single-photon muxing commonly
used with a Bell-state generator (see Sec. V A).

4. Efficient strategies for muxing groups of outputs (illus-
trated in Fig. 1): In Sec. IV we explore ideas to ex-
ploit the large number of input patterns that can be used
by typical entanglement-generation circuits — a naı̈ve
m×N/m-to-1 strategy, i.e. using m copies of a multi-
ple input to single output mux, uses only one such pat-
tern. We find that: it is as efficient to generate Bell
states in random modes, using only blocking switches
to dump excess photons, as it is to use initial mux-
ing of single photons; remarkably, a ballistic strategy
without any initial switching increases the number of
required sources only by a factor ≈ 3×; and, a single
(double) layer of MZIs can rearrange entangled qubits
in random modes to pre-assigned mode bundles with
> 70% (100%) efficiency (see Sec. IV C). On the other
hand, we demonstrate how low-depth networks of small
switches (i.e. MZIs and three-mode GMZIs) can be
added before standard m× N/m-to-1 muxes to make
them optimally efficient (see Sec. IV B). We also show
how single-photon muxes that supply groups of pho-
tons to several entanglement-generation circuits simul-
taneously can achieve high yield across a very broad
range of values for input probability p, and for one ex-
ample we show a minimum improvement of mux yield
of 2.5× and considerably greater across a range of p
(see Sec. IV D).

5. Greatly enhancing the capabilities of spatial switch net-
works by the judicious use of temporal delays and se-
quencing (illustrated in Fig. 2): In Sec. V we explore
novel forms of time muxing including: a general “ras-
tering” technique which is useful when the number of
components on a hardware module (e.g. a bank of
sources or a switching chip) does not match what is re-
quired for efficient muxing, e.g. so one single-photon
mux can be used in place of four (or six) muxes to pre-
pare groups of photons (see Sec. V A); a scheme using
a pair of N -mode GMZIs to enable arbitrary reordering
of inputs — a naı̈ve cross-bar topology [22] would use
N2 active devices versus 2N here (see Sec. V B); and,
using delay networks based on de Bruijn sequences [23]
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FIG. 1. Spatial mux schemes. A large number of strategies can be employed to minimize resource requirements for generating small states
of entangled qubits, such as illustrated with mux stages after single-photon and entanglement generation. Some options explored in Sec. IV
include exploiting the fact that linear-optical circuits for generating entanglement can use photons in large numbers of input patterns, using
alternative circuits defined on large numbers of modes [21] and using a common switch network to feed multiple circuits at the same time.

Conventional time muxing: Time muxing using rastering (sequencing):

delay network ≥2 GMZI switching layers

short time bin 
filled with 

probability p

long time bins 
filled with 

probability >>p

/
/

1 GMZI switching layer

short time bin 
filled with 

probability p

long time bin 
filled with 

probability >>p

photon outside
defined space-time bin
(ignored downstream)

excess photon discarded 
by switch network

FIG. 2. Temporal mux schemes. Commonly the type of time muxing found in the literature is based on delay networks (such as binary
delay networks) as illustrated on the left. However, many other forms of time muxing are possible which can offer significant improvement.
The example of time mux illustrated on the right uses a single GMZI whereas standard delay networks necessarily have switch depth ≥ 2.
The alternative scheme uses sequencing of operations to fill output space-time bins with high-probability; photons which cannot be used are
directed to space-time bins which are unused downstream of the mux, and detections of the photons in those space-time bins can be ignored
by electronic gating.

to align random distributions of photons across multiple
modes and time bins (see Sec. V C).

We note that our work comes in the context of a great
amount of theoretical and experimental work on muxing over
recent years, especially for muxed single-photon sources [24].
Sec. II provides an overview of common muxing concepts and
background for our new results in the later sections.

The techniques we introduce have applications to other
photonic quantum technologies and mostly obviously quan-
tum communication. Long-distance communication of quan-
tum information through quantum networks relies on the use
of quantum repeaters, one example implementation of such
devices being all-optical quantum repeaters [25–27]. All-
photonic quantum repeaters are based on the generation of
photonic graph states, usually called repeater graphs states
[28, 29], using the same linear-optical operations needed for

FBQC or solid-state emitters [30–32]. Therefore many of the
techniques and schemes presented in this work are of interest
in this context also.

II. REVIEW OF COMMON SWITCH-NETWORK
SCHEMES

This section reviews switch network schemes found in the
literature, highlighting their key properties with a particular
focus on their realisation using chip-based platforms for in-
tegrated quantum photonics. Standard components used in
these platforms include waveguides, directional couplers, pas-
sive and active (fast) phase shifters, crossings, single-photon
detectors and heralded single-photon sources (HSPSs) — see
for example Ref. [4] for a review. Switch networks can be cat-
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egorised according to their primary function as follows. N -to-
1 (M ) muxes map one (or multiple M ) input(s) to designated
output ports. The inputs are commonly assumed to be proba-
bilistic and of the same type, although more complicated as-
sumptions apply in some problems. For example, an N -to-4
photon mux extracts groups of four photons from N HSPSs.
Sometimes it is necessary to carefully distinguish the num-
ber of output (input) ports from the number of principal target
outputs (inputs). Most commonly, the excess ports must be
populated with the vacuum state, and the switch network is re-
quired to access specific distributions (“patterns”) of the out-
puts (inputs) across the ports. Note that the descriptionN×M
is used elsewhere to denote the number of input and output
ports of a switch network (rather than the number of entities
actually being inputted and outputted) but we do not use this
terminology to avoid ambiguity. We refer to switch networks
as permutation networks when their primary purpose is to re-
arrange (subsets of) inputs, where the inputs should generally
be regarded as inequivalent. Furthermore, switch networks
are also classified on the basis of the photonic degree of free-
dom distinguishing their inputs. Schemes based on space and
time are the most common, but the use of frequency [33–35],
orbital angular momentum [36] and combinations of multiple
degrees of freedom have also been proposed [37].

A. Building blocks

Mach-Zehnder Interferometers (MZIs) [38] are networks
that implement identity or swap operations on two inputs. For
example, to switch between transfer matrices which are pairs
of Pauli operations using active phase shifters, we can note
that

I orX = h(I orZ)h = Shc(Z or I)hcS

I orY = Sh(I orZ)hS† = Zhc(Z or I)hc, (1)

where h =
(
1 1
1 −1

)
/
√

2, hc =
(

1 −i
−i 1

)
/
√

2, S = ( 1 0
0 i ), and

X = ( 0 1
1 0 ), Y =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, Z =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
are the Pauli matrices.

Two possible realisations of this type of circuit are shown in
Fig. 3(a) and (b), for which the active part generates -iI/Z
and I/Z respectively. Many switch network architectures are
built by connecting multiple MZIs to form various topologies.

The Generalised Mach-Zehnder Interferometer (GMZI)
[39] is an extension of an MZI with N > 2 inputs and M ≥ 1
outputs, shown in Fig. 3(c). This configuration allows a set
of permutations to be performed on the inputs, as discussed
in detail in Sec. III, making this device a powerful block for
the construction of compositeN -to-1 andN -to-M switch net-
works.

B. N -to-1 switch networks

There are a number of spatial mux schemes that select one
of multiple inputs from distinct locations in space. A simple
N -to-1 GMZI can be used as a mux, since it allows routing
of any input to a single output port (see Sec. III). The main

N
input ports

N
output ports

…

……
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N
input ports

M
output ports

Circuit notation

2-mode beamsplitter/directional coupler
(transfer matrix is 2-mode Hadamard matrix)

FIG. 3. Building blocks of composite switch networks. (a, b) 2-to-2
MZIs implement identity or swap operations on the inputs. The cir-
cuits consist of two directional couplers with an active phase shifter
(yellow) on one or both arms between them. The push-pull config-
uration (a) also has a fixed passive −π/2 phase shift (white) on one
arm and selects between the two operations by setting the top or bot-
tom active phase to −π/2. Configuration (b) uses a 0 or −π active
phase to select the operation. (c) N -to-M GMZI made of two pas-
sive balanced splitter networks (white) and a layer of N active phase
shifters (yellow)[40]. Varying the settings of the active phases selects
specific permutations of theN inputs and routes them toM > 1 out-
put ports.

advantages of this scheme are its low constant active phase
shifter depth (1) and count (N ). However, the total propaga-
tion distance and the number of waveguide crossings increase
rapidly withN . This downside of the monolithic GMZI struc-
ture is obviated by constructing composite switch networks of
2-to-1 MZIs, at the cost of increasing the component depth
and count. There are two common N -to-1 schemes of this
kind, both of which can be built with no crossings. In a “log-
tree” [41–43], the MZIs form a converging symmetric tree of
degree two, where the chosen input is routed from one of the
leaves to the root, as shown in Fig. 4(a). An asymmetric vari-
ant of this scheme [44], known as a “chain”, consists of MZIs
cascaded to form a linear topology in which each block se-
lects either the output of the previous block or the new input,
as shown in Fig. 4(b). For the chain scheme, the depth of the
network traversed by the output depends on the chosen input,
which can worsen the interference of resources from different
chains, due to imbalanced losses and errors. The switching
logic of this scheme presents an interesting advantage: while
being very simple and entirely local to each individual MZI,
it minimizes the amount of error by selecting the input avail-
able closest to the output. Analysis of these three schemes
in the context of single-photon muxing [45] showed that all
three architectures require components of similar high perfor-
mance to achieve a muxing efficiency high enough for use in
linear-optical quantum computing.

In temporal muxing, resources are input at the same spa-
tial location but at different times, and the aim is to produce
an output in a specific time bin. This requires networks with
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(b)

FIG. 4. Spatial N -to-1 muxes with inputs at N spatially-distinct
locations (ports). (a) Log-tree mux (N = 8 example). 2-to-1 MZIs
form a tree structure with 2

(
2dlog2(N)e − 1

)
active phase shifters

arranged in dlog2(N)e layers. (b) Chain mux (N = 4 example).
(N − 1) MZIs are connected through one output and input to form
a line. The active phase shifter count is the same as for the log-tree,
but the depth varies between 1 and (N − 1).

fewer components, but the output time bins become longer.
There are two main kinds of temporal schemes: designs with
storage devices such as cavities or fiber loops [46–52], and
designs based on networks of delays [53–57]. The former
simply consist of a storage device and a single MZI used to
choose whether to store or output each input, as shown in
Fig. 5(a). This can be thought of as the temporal version of
a chain mux, and it presents the same advantage in terms of
switching logic. The log-tree also has a temporal equivalent
known as a “binary-division delay network”. This scheme
consists of a series of MZIs with delays of different lengths
between them, as illustrated in Fig. 5(b).

The topologies described above can be generalised by re-
placing each MZI with a GMZI with n inputs, as shown in
Fig. 6. This introduces a trade-off between the active phase
shifter depth and count, which decreases with n, and the num-
ber of waveguide crossings and propagation distance within
each block, which increases with n. In addition, this modifi-
cation turns temporal schemes into hybrid networks, where
multiple spatially-distinct resources are input in each time
bin. The trade-offs introduced by the parameter n can be ex-
ploited to optimize the structure of these schemes for different
regimes of physical error rates.

Hybrid schemes that combine muxing based on more
than one degree of freedom are also found in the litera-
ture. Schemes consisting of time-multiplexed resources in-
put to spatial networks have been proposed and analysed in
Refs. [58, 59], and a specific implementation of the reverse
has been realised experimentally in Ref. [60]. It has also been

MZI
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2dlog2(N)e�1T

FIG. 5. N -to-1 temporal muxes with inputs in N distinct time bins.
(a) Storage loop scheme (time chain). A MZI receives one resource
per time bin T and routes it to a storage device (a delay line here)
or discards it. After N time bins, the chosen input is output. The
number of active phase shifters in the path of the chosen input varies
between 1 and N . (b) Binary delay network (time log-tree). The
scheme comprises a series of dlog2(N)e + 1 MZIs with delays of
lengths 2nT between them, where T is the duration of a time bin at
the input and n = 0, . . . dlog2(N)e − 1. The active phase shifter
depth scales as with the number of input time bins as dlog2(N)e.

suggested that the performance of temporal muxing networks
can be improved by exploiting the frequency degree of free-
dom of single photons [61].

In applications such as FBQC, which rely on the interfer-
ence of multiplexed resources, muxing is used to produce syn-
chronised outputs. All the schemes described so far achieve
this by having a single predetermined output spatio-temporal
bin. However, when large output probabilities are needed this
leads to a large waste of resources, which can be understood
as follows. The number of available resources for a network
of size N follows a binomial distribution with average value
N̄ = Np, where p is the probability of an input being pop-
ulated. The probability of a network successfully producing
an output is then pmux = 1 − (1 − p)N . For the typical sit-
uation with large N and small p values, the binomial distri-
bution is well approximated by a Poissonian distribution, and
so pmux ' 1 − e−Np. It follows that the average number
of inputs scales as Np = − ln(1 − pmux), and so the num-
ber of available resources that are not used grows rapidly as
pmux approaches 1. An alternative approach that leads to ma-
jor efficiency improvements is “relative muxing”, introduced
in Ref. [62]. Rather than routing resources to single pre-
allocated outputs, this technique uses spatial or temporal log-
tree networks to synchronise selected inputs in variable space-
time locations, chosen depending on the resources available at
any particular instant.

C. N -to-M switch networks

N -to-M muxes address the inefficiency of N -to-1 schemes
by routing multiple inputs (M ) to the output ports simulta-
neously. Designs for optical switch networks of this kind
have been studied and used for decades, mainly in the field of
telecommunications [63]. Their implementation as integrated
photonic circuits is an active field of research, and component-
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FIG. 6. N -to-1 composite muxes using n-to-1 GMZI sub-blocks. (a) Generalised spatial log-tree. The degree of the tree is n and the depth
is dlogn(N)e (n = 3 shown with some subblocks omitted). (b) Generalised spatial chain. Stages beyond the first take n − 1 inputs, and the
network depth varies between 1 and d(N − 1)/(n − 1)e. (c) Generalised delay network. The subblocks enclose dlogn(N)e layers of n − 1
delays with durations niT, . . . , (n − 1)niT , where layer index i = 0, . . . , dlogn(N)e − 1. The number of active phase shifters traversed is
dlogn(N)e+ 1. (d) Generalised storage loop. n− 1 inputs enter in every time bin and the selected output exits after dN/(n− 1)e time bins.

level performance improvements are still necessary to make
them a viable technology [22, 64]. Although most of the work
on these schemes is motivated by the requirements of clas-
sical communication technologies, there is overlap with some
metrics of interest for quantum applications, such as the acces-
sible permutations, and so classical designs provide a useful
starting point.
N -to-M schemes in the literature are generally based on

the spatial degree of freedom. The simplest of these is a
GMZI with more than one output, which has the appealing
feature of a single layer of N active phase shifters. However,
it only gives access to N permutations, and therefore to lim-
ited combinations of inputs. Consequently, the N input M
output GMZI is more useful when used as a permutation net-
work or as a building block for larger schemes. More flexible
routing is achieved by using smaller networks to build com-
posite topologies, known as “switch fabrics”. However, the
component depth and count and the size of the crossing net-
works of these schemes tend to be large, and these downsides
trade against each other, making the networks impractical for
use in the field of quantum applications.

As an example, Spanke’s tree network [65], shown in
Fig. 7(a), allows arbitrary rerouting of the inputs with a con-
stant active switch depth of two, at the cost of a large number
of active phase shifters and waveguide crossings. However,
the number of active phase shifters and waveguide crossings
scales as O(NM). On the other hand, the scheme shown in
Fig. 7(b) avoids large crossing networks, but has an active
phase shifter count O(NM) and depth that varies between
1 and M , resulting in variable error rates on the outputs [40].

For quantum applications, where low error rates are re-
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(b)

FIG. 7. Notable examples ofN -to-M switch networks enabling arbi-
trary routing. (a) Spanke network using two layers of interconnected
GMZIs. The active phase-shifter depth is just two, but the numbers
of active phase shifters and crossings scale as O(NM) posing chal-
lenges for large network sizes. (b) Concatenated GMZIs with pro-
gressively fewer outputs. No complex crossing networks are required
between the GMZIs, but the O(NM) active phase shifter count and
variable depth up to M limit the feasible network size.
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quired, N -to-M muxes need to be simplified to reduce the
number of active phase shifters, both in total and along the
path to the output, as well as the complexity of the crossing
networks. The routing algorithms associated with these net-
works also need to be simplified, to avoid the need for unfea-
sibly long delays for the inputs. The complexity of the logic
is largely determined by its generality, so restricting the op-
eration of the networks to specific tasks is helpful to reduce
processing times. These provide guiding principles for the
design of the new schemes presented in the rest of this paper.

III. POWER OF A SINGLE LAYER OF SWITCHING

A general switch network implements a set of unitary trans-
fer matrices {Uk}, where each unitary routes light between a
subset of input and output ports. If Uk routes light from port
t to port s, then its sth row and tth column must be zero apart
from |Us,t| = 1, and similarly for other pairings of input and
output ports. The aim of this section is to elucidate the sets
of routing operations that are achievable using the simplest
form of a many-mode switching network, which is to say one
corresponding to transfer matrices Uk = WDkV

†, where the
unitary matrices W , V † describe passive interferometers, and
the Dk form a set of diagonal phase matrices. The phase ma-
trices are implemented physically using a single layer of fast
phase shifters acting on every mode, and for simplicity, we
will write D in terms of a phase vector d, Ds,t = dsδs,t. The
discussion below provides a comprehensive treatment of these
switch networks and presents several new constructions.

A. Theory of Generalized Mach-Zehnder interferometers

An important class of switch networks is obtained by con-
sidering sets of permutation matrices {Uk = WDkV

†}. By
adding the fixed passive network corresponding to e.g. U−11

(so, the inverse of an arbitrary permutation from that set), we
obtain a new set {UkU−11 } = {WD′kW

†} of pairwise com-
muting permutation matrices. So it makes sense to restrict the
discussion to the case where the {Uk} are commuting. Switch
networks of this type were introduced in Sec. II as “general-
ized Mach-Zehnder interferometers” (GMZIs), and were pre-
viously studied in works including [40, 45]. Here we need a
more precise definition for GMZIs, and we will define them
as switch networks having the following specific properties:

(i) {Uk = WDkW
†} is a set of transfer matrices corre-

sponding to commuting permutations of N modes. The
entries ofDk are given by roots of unity (up to an overall
global phase factor eiφk which can be chosen at will).

(ii) The GMZI switch settingDk routes light from input port
1 to output port k.

From these properties it is possible to prove that the GMZI
must have exactly N settings, and that for any choice of input
and output port, there is exactly one setting which routes light
between the ports.

From a mathematical standpoint, the set of operations im-
plemented by a GMZI on N modes forms an abelian group
of order N . This fact is very helpful here as it allows us to
characterize the entire family of GMZIs defined by (i), (ii)
using well-known results from group theory (namely the ba-
sis theorem for finite abelian groups [66]). In particular, for
any GMZI, {Uk}must be isomorphic to a direct sum of cyclic
groups, where the order of each of the cyclic groups is a power
of a prime number.

To be more concrete, we define groups of commuting per-
mutations G([n1, n2, · · · , nr]) generated by matrices C(n1)⊗
I(n2) ⊗ I(n3) · · · , I(n1) ⊗C(n2) ⊗ I(n3) · · · , I(n1) ⊗ I(n2) ⊗
C(n3) · · · , where

(
C(n)

)
i,j

= δi,(j+1 mod n) is a cyclic per-

mutation matrix of size n, I(nl) is the nl × nl identity matrix,
⊗ is the Kronecker product on matrices [67], and the group
operation is matrix multiplication. Then, any GMZI on N
modes, satisfying properties (i), (ii) above, must implement a
set of permutation operations which corresponds to one of the
possibilities for G([n1, n2, · · · , nr]) with N = Πr

l=1nl (up to
fixed mode permutations at the input and output).

The different types of GMZIs of fixed size can now be de-
termined using the fact that G([n1, n2]) and G([n1n2]) are iso-
morphic if and only if n1 and n2 are coprime (see Ref. [66]
for details). For example, for N = 8, we can identify three
fundamentally different types of GMZI:

• G([2, 2, 2]), permutations are generated by Pauli matri-
ces X ⊗ I(2) ⊗ I(2), I(2) ⊗X ⊗ I(2), I(2) ⊗ I(2) ⊗X .

• {G([4, 2])}, permutations are generated by matrices

C(4) ⊗ I(2) where C(4) =

 1
1

1
1

, and I(4) ⊗X

• G([8]), permutations are generated by matrix

C(8) =



1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1


.

We refer to GMZIs implementing G([2, 2, . . . , 2]), i.e. per-
mutations of the form of swaps on subsets of modes, as
“Hadamard-type” GMZIs due to the type of passive interfer-
ometer which is used (explained below). Similarly, we refer to
GMZIs implementing G([N ]) as “discrete-Fourier-transform
(DFT)-type”.

The discussion above characterizes the routing power of
linear-optical circuits using one-layer of fast phase shifters
in the switch network. In particular, a GMZI on N modes
is limited to N routing operations, which is obviously small
compared to the N ! possible mode rearrangement operations.
However, the possibility of implementing different sets of per-
mutation operations is exploited by some of designs for spa-
tial and temporal muxes which are discussed in Sec. IV and
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Sec. V. Strictly speaking the limitation to N operations origi-
nates in property (ii) above – i.e. the ability to route light from
any input port to any output port. More general constructions
using a single stage of active phase shifts can be trivially ob-
tained by acting with separate GMZIs on subsets of modes.
The resulting transfer matrices are given by the direct sum
of the individual GMZIs’ transfer matrices. For example, us-
ing three MZIs in parallel results in a switch network on 6
modes, allowing 8 different settings. Such a construction can
implement abelian groups of permutations of maximum order,
which are given in Ref. [68] with the number of operations
scaling to good approximation as ∼ 3N/3.

B. Physical implementation

We now turn to linear-optical circuits that can implement
the GMZIs defined above. In particular, a circuit that can im-
plement the routing operations G([n1, n2, · · · , nr]) on N =
Πr
l=1nl modes must enact transfer matrices of the form,

Pk =
(
C(n1)

)k1
⊗
(
C(n2)

)k2
⊗ · · · ⊗

(
C(nr)

)kr
, (2)

with settings vector k where 0 ≤ kl < nl with l = 1, · · · , r.
This can be achieved using a circuit with transfer matrices

WDkW
† as follows:

W = W (n1) ⊗W (n2) ⊗ · · · ⊗W (nr) (3)

with
(
W (nl)

)
s,t

=
eı2πst/nl

√
nl

, (4)

where the W (nl) are DFT matrices; the kth setting of the fast
phase shifters is given by,

Dk = D
(n1)
k1
⊗D(n2)

k2
⊗ · · · ⊗D(nr)

kr
, (5)

with
(
d
(n)
k

)
s

= e−ı2πks/n for D(n)
k . (6)

One route to constructing practical interferometers for W
and W † is to reduce them to networks of beam-splitter and
phase-shifter components using generic unitary decomposi-
tions from Reck et al. [69] or Clements et al. [70]. These de-
compositions have optical depth (number of optical elements
encountered on the longest path through the interferometer)
scaling as 2N − 3 and N respectively. This means that the
transmittance along the longest path will scale with an expo-
nent which is proportional to the size parameter N – which
presents a severe experimental limitation for scaling to large
GMZI sizes.

GMZI networks however have a lot of special structure, and
can exploit decompositions which scale to large N with log-
depth stages of interference (decompositions of this type were
first explored theoretically in Ref.s [71, 72]). The specific
type of decomposition needed here is:

W =
(
W (n1) ⊗ I(N/n1)

)(
I(n1) ⊗W (n2) ⊗ I(N/(n1n2)

)
· · ·
(
I(N/nr) ⊗W (nr)

)
=
(
SN/n1,n1

I(N/n1) ⊗W (n1) StN/n1,n1

)(
I(n1) ⊗ SN/(n1n2),n2

I(N/n2) ⊗W (n2) I(n1) ⊗ StN/(n1n2),n2

)
· · ·(

I(N/nr) ⊗W (nr)
)

(7)

where the matrices S·,· correspond to crossing networks
which reorder modes within the interferometer. Since the
subexpressions of the form I(N/nl) ⊗ W (nl) correspond to
repeated blocks of modes interfering according to unitary
W (nl), Eq. (7) can be seen to describe stages of local interfer-
ence separated by crossing networks. Note also that since the
bracketed expressions in the decomposition commute there is
some freedom in the configuration of the crossing networks,
and some of them can be treated as relabelings of modes
rather than physical circuit elements. Fig. 8 illustrates the
construction of a Hadamard-type GMZI using this decom-
position, as well as a simplification which is possible when
the GMZI is used as a N -to-1 mux. For more general GMZI
types, we note that the unitary matrices W (nl) can be decom-
posed into elementary beam-splitter and phase-shifter oper-
ations using the generic decomposition methods mentioned
above. Alternatively, since the W (nl) are assumed to be dis-
crete Fourier transforms, they can be recursively decomposed
into smaller discrete Fourier transforms acting on sets of local

modes Inl/(n
′
l)⊗W (n′

l), Inl/(n
′′
l )⊗W (n′′

l ) (for any sizes sat-
isfying nl = n′l × n′′l ) together with crossings networks and
additional phase shifts [73]. It should be noted that the opti-
cal depth of networks constructed using the recursive method
is highly dependent on actual hardware implementation, as
the depth of the crossing networks must be accounted for in
addition to the stages of local interference (e.g. the depth in
crossings of the largest crossing network scales withN/2−1).

C. Combining switching stages using enlarged GMZIs

One more subtle feature of the GMZI constructions that
was remarked on in Sec. III A is that the matrices Dk for the
GMZIs are determined up to a setting-dependent global phase
factor eiφk . In principle these global phases can be freely set
over a range of 2π (provided the active phase shifters them-
selves are configured with sufficient phase range). For an
application such as single-photon muxing, the global phase
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(i) N=16 Hadamard-type GMZI construction

Circuit notation

…N=
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2n

N-mode Hadamard interferometer
(transfer matrix is N-mode Hadamard matrix) 

(ii) Simplified GMZI for use as a 16-to-1 mux

FIG. 8. Hadamard-type GMZI constructions. (i) illustration of a
linear-optical circuit for a GMZI on N = 16 modes, for which the
fast phase shifters are set to configurations of 0 and π to select one
of 16 operations from G([2, 2, 2, 2]); (ii) possible simplification of
the circuit when only one output port is required — as is the case
when the GMZI is used as a N -to-1 mux. The passive interferom-
eters are constructed following the decomposition of Eq. (7) with
stages of interference using 50:50 beam-splitters or directional cou-
plers on pairs of adjacent modes, separated by crossings networks.
Note that the phases in the physical interferometer generally differ
from the constructions given in the main text, and this implies minor
modifications for the transfer matrices and phase-shifter settings.

factors have no role in the operation of the switch network.
However, they can be useful if the switch network is applied
to only some part of the input states (e.g. single rails from
dual-rail qubits) or if it is incorporated in larger interferome-
ters. In these cases, additional functionality can be absorbed
into the operation of the switch network without adding extra
layers of switching.

This idea is very useful for photonic FBQC, where it is of-
ten necessary to mux some circuit which generates entangled
states, whilst also applying internal adaptive corrections to its
output. An example of this occurs when muxing Bell states
from a standard Bell-state generator (BSG) circuit. This cir-
cuit produces a Bell state across four modes with probability
3/16 [7, 11], but the Bell states do not conform to dual-rail
qubit encoding (i.e. with qubits allocated to fixed pairs of
modes) in a third of cases. Although this problem can be ad-
dressed using an additional MZI at the mux output to perform
an optional mode-swap operation, a more elegant solution is
presented in Fig. 9(a,b). In this approach, a mux on n2 copies
of the BSG implements muxing and swap operations, using a
size N = n1n2 GMZI on n1 = 2 inner rails from each BSG,
and regular n2-to-1 muxing for the outer rails. The ability
to permute the rails increases the success probability for gen-
erating a dual-rail encoded Bell state from 1/8 to 3/16, and
thereby decreases the amount of muxing needed to reach any
particular target output probability by a factor of ∼ 1.55.

More generally from Eq. (2), the transfer matrices asso-
ciated with a GMZI that implements the routing operations

G([n1, n2]) are

P(k1,k2) =
(
C(n1)

)k1
⊗
(
C(n2)

)k2
=
(
C(n1) ⊗ I(n2)

)k1 (
I(n1) ⊗ C(n2)

)k2
. (8)

This can be interpreted as n1 separate copies of n2-to-1
GMZIs (second term) with an additional set of permutations
of the n1 outputs also available (first term). So, permutations
of n1 rails can be implemented while muxing each one n2
times by sending all N = n1n2 inputs through a single larger
GMZI rather than smaller separate ones. The key advantage of
this method is that the depth and total number of active phase
shifters do not change (1 and N respectively).

Using a larger GMZI comes at the cost of increasing the
optical depth of the circuit, particularly in terms of waveguide
crossings. As seen from Eq. (7), the passive interferometers
in a GMZI can be decomposed into smaller networks con-
nected by layers of crossings. This modular structure can be
exploited to distribute parts of the circuit across different loca-
tions and avoid large on-chip crossing networks. In the BSG
example, the implementation shown in Fig. 9(b) highlights
how the first layer of crossings can be realised in a differ-
ent way, e.g. using long distance phase-stable optical routing,
to mitigate the impact of the largest crossing network in the
interferometer.

D. Alternative GMZI constructions

The discussion so far presented a large family of GMZIs
and explained their key properties, taking an approach focused
on achievable sets of permutations which is different to ear-
lier works. As well as N -to-1 muxing (potentially with extra
functionality as explained in Sec. III C), these GMZIs have as-
sorted applications as building blocks for spatial and temporal
muxes, a variety of which are discussed in Sec. IV and Sec. V.
Alternative constructions of GMZIs are also possible, and it is
valuable to explore them with a view to minimizing practical
requirements on fast phase shifters. However, it is not feasi-
ble to exhaust all possible GMZI designs, as even the problem
of finding all complex Hadamard matrices of a given order is
still open [74]. Instead we will highlight some specific new
constructions with useful properties.

One simple observation is that phase swing requirements
(where the swing is defined per phase shifter as the differ-
ence between the maximum and minimum phase shifts across
all GMZI settings) can sometimes be reduced by introducing
fixed phase-shift offsets. For the constructions in Sec. III A,
the phase shifter settings correspond to complete sets of roots
of unity, and the phase swing is π for Hadamard interferome-
ters and > π for the other GMZI types. Table I shows exam-
ples of reduced swing for GMZI sizes N = 2, 3, 4.

To find some more subtle constructions, we can consider
general constraints on GMZIs implementing transfer matri-
ces Uk = WDkV

† on N modes, which are required to act
minimally as N -to-1 muxes. It is possible to prove a lemma
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2n2-to-2

FIG. 9. Use of a larger GMZI to implement adaptive swaps of rails
while muxing Bell states generated with n2 standard BSGs. (a) Send-
ing the two rails that might need to be swapped (circled in red)
through a single GMZI of size N = n1n2 (n1 = n2 = 2 in this
diagram) allows muxing and permutation operations to be combined
while avoiding the need for an additional switching stage. (b) The
modular structure of the GMZI can be exploited to apply portions of
the circuit at different locations and to optimize the physical imple-
mentation. In this example, the network which incorporates the swap
operation can be decomposed into two 2-to-1 GMZIs with extra di-
rectional couplers applied at the output of the BSGs and between the
two output rails.

stating that (a), V in this case must be proportional to a com-
plex Hadamard matrix (i.e. V must satisfy |Vs,t| = 1/

√
N as

well as being unitary), and (b) the phase vectors dk must be
orthogonal (refer to Appendix A for a proof of the lemma) . A
simple consequence of this result is that it is never possible to
construct any GMZI for which the phase-shifter swing is less
than π/2 (since it is never possible to achieve 0 for the real
part of 〈dk,dk′〉). Similarly, when the phase-shifter values
are restricted to {0, π/2} it is not possible to find more than
2 orthogonal vectors dk for any even value of N (and never
more than 1 for odd values of N ), which is to say that it is not
possible to do better than a 2-to-1 mux.

As another application of this lemma, one can look for sets
of orthonormal phase vectors {dk} and construct a GMZI
which uses these as phase settings for a N -to-1 mux, by
choosing V to have row vectors vk = dk, and any unitary

W with first row vector w1 = (1, 1, · · · , 1)/
√
N . An inter-

esting and non-trivial example of such a set of phase vectors
is given in Table II. A N = 6 GMZI constructed using these
settings can implement a 4-to-1 mux which has phase swing
of only 2π/3 (by restricting to the first four phase-shifter set-
tings). Furthermore, it is easily seen that this example is not
related to the constructions from Sec. IIIB since the only pos-
sibility would be the GMZI implementing G([6]) ∼= G([3, 2]),
for which individual phase settings range on six values (com-
pared to three in Table II).

Finally, we turn to a new way of using GMZIs when phase
settings are modified from those connecting single input and
output ports. Taking Hadamard-type GMZIs with transfer ma-
trices Uk = WDkW

† on N modes, consider first when the
phase vector dk for Dk is modified so that −π phases are set
to a (common) value −φ, while the 0 phases are unchanged.
In this case Uk is modified to,

Ũk(φ) = e−iφ/2
[
cos

(
φ

2

)
I(N) + i sin

(
φ

2

)
Uk

]
. (9)

This unitary maps a single photon incident at one input port
to a superposition across the mode at the input and the out-
put under the permutation Uk, with weighting controlled by
the value of φ. Further modification of the phase settings can
achieve mappings from one input to arbitrary pairs of output
ports — suppose it is desired to map from input port p1 to out-
put ports q1 and q2, then this can be implemented by finding
the (unique) settings k1, k2 with Uk1(2) = WDk1(2)W

† : p 7→
q1(2), and choosing phase vector

d̃ = e−iφ/2
[
cos

(
φ

2

)
dk1 + i sin

(
φ

2

)
dk2

]
. (10)

The transfer matrix for the GMZI is then

Ũ(φ) = e−iφ/2
[
cos

(
φ

2

)
Uk1 + i sin

(
φ

2

)
Uk2

]
. (11)

where the individual phase settings are taken from the set
{0,−φ,−π,−π−φ}. Note that a second input port p2 is also

GMZI type Fixed phase
offsets

Comment

Hadamard
N = 2

(−3π/2, 0) Swing reduced from π
to π/2, coinciding with
MZI variant in Fig. 3(a).

DFT N = 3 (−4π/3, 0, 0) Swing reduced from
4π/3 to 2π/3.

Hadamard
N = 4

(−π, 0, 0, 0) Swing unchanged at π,
but for each setting only
one phase shifter is set to
π and the others to 0.

TABLE I. Examples of GMZIs with reduced phase swing using fixed
phase-shift offsets. It is assumed that all the fast phase shifter compo-
nents are identical and access the same range of phase shifts (which
is minimized). Note that the use of offsets necessitates modification
of the GMZI transfer matrices by additional phase factors — corre-
sponding to setting-dependent “global” phases at the output.
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Settings for a N = 6 GMZI acting as a 6-to-1 mux

d1 =
(
1, 1, 1, e−2ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3

)
/
√
6

d2 =
(
1, e−2ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3, 1, e−2ıπ/3, 1

)
/
√
6

d3 =
(
e−2ıπ/3, 1, e−2ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3, 1, 1

)
/
√
6

d4 =
(
e−2ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3, 1, 1, 1, e−2ıπ/3

)
/
√
6

d5 =
(
1, e−2ıπ/3, e−4ıπ/3, e−2ıπ/3, 1, e−4ıπ/3

)
/
√
6

d6 =
(
e−2ıπ/3, 1, e−4ıπ/3, 1, e−2ıπ/3, e−4ıπ/3

)
/
√
6

TABLE II. Example of six orthogonal phase vectors with a subset
d1, · · · ,d4 having a reduced phase swing of 2π/3 (compared to
4π/3 for the entire set). A GMZI using these phase settings can be
used to enable a 4-to-1 MUX where only the first four modes are
populated by inputs.

mapped to the pair q1 and q2, where Uk1Uk2 : p1 7→ p2. We
call a GMZI used according to Eq. (11) a switchable pairwise
coupler and it can be useful in spatial and temporal muxes
(with the proviso that one of the paired ports receive the vac-
uum state to avoid contamination of the intended input). As
an example, the technique can be used to integrate space-to-
time qubit encoding into a mux without adding an extra stage
of switching, as is described in Sec. V A.

Another example is provided by direct modification of the
MZI operations in Eq. (1) with half the range for the active
phase shifters:

I or e−iπ/4h†c = h (I orD[d = (1,−i)])h
= ShcZ (I orD[d = (1,−i)])hcS. (12)

A push-pull implementation of this would modify the ac-
tive part to phase vectors d = (exp(−iπ/4), 1) and d =
(1, exp(−iπ/4)), together with a fixed phase offset corre-
sponding to (−7π/4, 0). This gives operations I/h†c (with-
out a setting-dependent global phase factor), and since h =
S†hc†S†, Z/h can be obtained instead using additional fixed
phase shifts at the input and output. Remarkably then, two-
mode Hadamard operations can be made switchable using ac-
tive phase depth of only π/4. One application for this is im-
plementing controllable coupling of photons into a subcircuit,
which is relevant for example to some of the schemes dis-
cussed in Sec. IV C.

IV. SWITCH NETWORKS FOR EFFICIENT SPATIAL
MULTIPLEXING

In this section we consider the problem of designing prac-
tical and efficient mux schemes which route groups of pho-
tons from a bank of heralded single-photon sources (HSPSs)
into one or multiple entanglement generation circuits (where
we denote the number of circuits by g). We focus on mux-
ing groups of four photons for Bell-state generators (BSGs),
and extensions to six photons for GHZ generation circuits
[7, 8, 21], which is of critical importance for photonic FBQC
[1]. Typical experimental constraints, such as the need to limit
multi-photon contamination, mean that values for heralding

probability p for the sources are typically much smaller than
the theoretical maximum (which is p = 0.25 for photon-pair
generation using spontaneous parametric downconversion or
spontaneous four-wave mixing) and so a large number of
sources N must be muxed to achieve useful rates of photon
generation.

The simplest type of muxing for entanglement-generation
circuits uses m× N/m-to-1 single-photon muxes to supply
the circuit inputs separately, but this strategy wastes photons.
In principle, it is possible to use switch networks which im-
plement all possible permutations of their inputs to supply one
or multiple entanglement-generation circuits with mux effi-
ciency which is limited only by the statistical properties of
the HSPSs. In this section we call muxes optimal if they at-
tain theoretical bounds on mux efficiency dictated by the bi-
nomial distribution for the total number of heralded photons.
These bounds are discussed in Sec. IV A for different scenar-
ios. However, the optimal muxes described in Sec. II, i.e.
Spanke networks and concatenated GMZIs, typically have un-
acceptable hardware costs, e.g. loss due to device depth, due
to the requirement for large N [75]. Below we present a num-
ber of new schemes which are more efficient than the m×
N/m-to-1 mux strategy, with much reduced hardware costs
compared to naı̈ve switching networks. These gains can be
especially significant when there are experimental constraints,
such as restrictions on the maximum sizes of GMZIs or on N ,
or when p varies across a large range of values.

In Sec. IV B, we argue how we can exploit additional
inputs to a standard BSG to improve mux efficiency with
mimimal additional switching compared to the 4× N/4-to-
1 mux strategy, and we summarize the results of applying
the same ideas for GHZ-state generation. We also describe
mux schemes which achieve optimality by incorporating sim-
ple switch networks before standard m× N/m-to-1 muxes.
Next, in Sec. IV C, we explore mux strategies for a family
of BSG circuits introduced in [21], which extend the stan-
dard BSG on eight modes to N = 2n-modes. These new
circuits offer many new possibilites since for N > 8 there
is a big increase in the number of four-photon input patterns
that can be used, but with the disadvantage that the success
probability for generating a Bell state is reduced from 3/16 to
3/32 for the majority of the cases (the success probability is
3/16 for all patterns for N = 8). In Sec. IV D, we consider
a family of two-layer switch networks for supplying photons
to multiple entanglement-generation circuits, since the most
robust improvements in mux efficiency are possible when in-
put photons can be assigned to several groups of outputs (re-
ferred to below as sharing strategies). A final consideration
for all the schemes discussed is the classical control which is
required to enable routing in real time. The complexity of this
control impacts delay (and therefore optical loss) and varies
considerably between mux designs, and so a review of the re-
quirements is given in Appendices D, E and F for the various
schemes, together with a general method for simplifying rout-
ing logic in Appendix G.
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A. Metrics and bounds on mux efficiency

A simple metric to evaluate spatial muxes on identical
HSPS inputs is the probability pmux of obtaining the target
number of photons (e.g. four photons for a BSG) as a function
of the number of inputs N and the probability p of each input
being occupied. The 4× N/4-to-1 strategy is compared with
an optimal N -to-4 mux in Fig. 10(a). It can be seen that pmux

tends to 1 a lot quicker using the optimal strategy. Further-
more large relative improvements in pmux are possible when
the mux strategies are compared for fixedN , whenN is small.
To give a different perspective, the two strategies are com-
pared in Fig. 10(b) on the basis of the relative sizes required
to attain a target pmux for a given value of input probability p.
As a general rule, slightly-more than doubling N allows the
4× N/4-to-1 strategy to achieve the same output probability
as an optimal mux with the original number of HSPSs. (The
behaviour for Nout = 6 is similar, see Appendix B for de-
tails.) Overall, Fig. 10 reveals that it is important to improve
mux efficiency when size or loss considerations make it im-
practical to scale up N -to-1 muxes — which for example is a
realistic scenario for hardware built using integrated quantum
photonics due to fabrication limits on photonic and electical
chip sizes (namely the reticle size limit).

Another important metric for comparing mux schemes is
yield. For the case of muxes outputting groups of m photons,
we define the mux yield as:

Y =
〈number of photons output in groups of m〉

〈photons generated at input〉 , (13)

where 〈·〉 denotes the average value. This definition extends
to schemes where a single mux feeds multiple entanglement-
generation circuits, which can be more efficient due to the pos-
sibility of exchanging extra photons between generators.

The achievable mux yield using different strategies is
shown in Fig. 11. Note that in the regime of interest, i.e.
large N and small p, the underlying probability distribution
for the total photon number generated in a single run is very
well approximated by a Poissonian distribution with mean
Np, and consequently the yield in all cases is also effec-
tively parametrized by Np, rather than N and p separately
(and hence the behaviour with varying N can be inferred di-
rectly from Fig. 11). Again we can observe in Fig. 11(a) an
improvement in yield for an optimal mux strategy feeding one
generator versus 4× N/4-to-1 muxing in the “source-poor”
regime, which might be roughly characterized as average in-
put number of photons Np < 8, and especially Np < 4. It
is also clear from Fig. 11(a) that, when using optimal mux-
ing, it makes sense to output to one, two, or three generators
when Np ' 4, 8, or 12 respectively, since this maximizes the
yield (and the maximum yield increases with the number of
generators). Note however that the high maximum yield is ac-
companied by a reduction in yield per generator compared to
outputting to a single generator, as shown in Fig. 11(b). In par-
ticular, if the outputs of the entanglement generating circuits
are also to be muxed, then those circuit muxes must be en-
larged to accommodate higher numbers of circuits to achieve
high yield first at the single-photon mux stage.

Finally, it is interesting to compare the relative optimal per-
formance of strategies which can share photons between en-
tanglement generators versus those which feed generators in-
dependently, which is shown in Fig. 11(a). The best achiev-
able overall yield without sharing is 0.59, while the optimal
sharing strategy can attain 0.76 (with two generators) and
0.83 (with three generators). Perhaps more important than
the gains in peak yield (which are fairly modest) is the fact
that a multi-generator strategy incorporating sharing can po-
tentially deliver improved yield over a broad range of input
probability p, which is important experimentally to mitigate
against unexpected low p.

B. Multiplexing groups of single photons for a standard Bell
or GHZ-state generating circuit

One approach to achieving more efficient muxing of groups
of photons for BSG circuits is to exploit the precise structure
of the circuit itself. The standard BSG circuit generates Bell
states with qubits in dual-rail encoding, and is an eight-mode
device with four modes typically used for the input and out-
put, as shown in Fig. 12(a). (See Ref. [21] for a detailed ex-
planation of how the BSG works.) To achieve more efficient
muxing of single photons at the input, additional modes can
be used to inject the photons. As shown in Fig. 12(b), each
photon can enter a pair of inputs: first or fifth, second or sixth,
third or seventh, fourth or eighth inputs from the top. Note
that the beam-splitter/directional coupler operations at the in-
put should generally be restricted to 50:50 power splitting ra-
tios in this case [76]. The scheme in Fig. 12(b) can utilize
24 = 16 patterns of input photon — each time the circuit op-
erates, four out of the eight muxes need to supply a photon
in one of 16 patterns, while the remaining muxes must supply
a vacuum state. The vacuum inputs can originate either from
sources that don’t herald successful photon generation, which
have a small probability of containing photons, or from dedi-
cated “clean” vacuum inputs. It should be noted that there can
be additional phase changes for the output states depending
on the pattern of input photons: the setup in Fig. 12(a) outputs
three types of dual-rail encoded Bell states (including one with
qubit rails exchanged) whereas the setup in Fig. 12(b) outputs
six Bell-state types with additional phase flips. This is a situa-
tion where we can take advantage of the additional operations
that a mux can enable, as described in Sec. III C, to correct
those phase flips without the need for additional switching
devices. The new scheme has some practical advantages as
it has improved robustness to hardware device failure (since
the BSG can still work as long as a subset of the eight input
muxes can supply usable patterns of input photons between
them) [77].

To achieve increased muxing efficiency, without the high
cost of using a Spanke network, or similar, we can consider
what improvements are available using only a few MZIs in
addition to the N/8-to-1 muxes in Fig. 12(b). MZIs are in
general expected to cause much less optical loss than GMZIs,
partly because they do not use large interferometers, and
partly because the required range of the fast phase shifters is
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FIG. 10. Muxing four photons for one BSG. (a) Comparison of the performance of 4×N/4-to-1 muxes and an optical mux with perfectN -to-4
routing capability; (b) ratio of the number of required inputs for 4× N/4-to-1 versus an optimal mux, as a function of input probability p for
two target pmux values.
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FIG. 11. Comparison of best-achievable yield for muxing groups of four photons for different strategies with the same total number of HSPSs.
The strategies are: 4×N/4-to-1 with one generator (black), optimal muxes feeding one-three generators jointly (solid, colored), and one-three
independent muxes supplying generators individually at the optimal level (dashed, colored). (a) shows overall yield of groups of four photons,
and (b) shows the overall yield divided by the number of output circuits.

only π/2 and so the phase-shifter devices themselves can be
shorter than those in Hadamard-type GMZIs (which need a
phase swing of π). Furthermore, the extra MZIs can be added
to the existing N/8-to-1 muxes without impacting the elec-
tronics delay significantly. Using exhaustive search, it can
be shown that a single layer of MZIs in an optimal config-
uration can be used to rearrange 66 out of 70 possible pat-
terns of four photons across eight modes to one of the 16
usable by a regular BSG, and one of the configurations that
achieves this is shown in Fig. 12(c). (The four input patterns
that cannot be used occupy two MZIs and cannot be rear-
ranged.) For every case in which the 8× N/8-to-1 muxes
can supply > 4 photons, a subpattern of four photons can al-
ways be found which is usable by the BSG, assuming that the
muxes can freely route vacuum for the remaining four inputs.
The scheme in Fig. 12(c) therefore allows an improvement in
yield which approaches 66/16 ≈ 4× compared to Fig. 12(a,b)
when Np � 4, assuming the schemes are compared with the
same N , p.

These arguments can be extended to muxing six photons
for a three-qubit GHZ generator. Instead of the simplest mux

configuration using 6× N/6-to-1 single-photon muxes, 12×
N/12-to-1 muxes can be used to supply six photons in any
one of 64 patterns which are usable (in analogy to the setup
in Fig. 12(b)). In fact, there are a total of 924 possible ar-
rangements of six photons over 12 modes and using a single
layer of MZIs in one of several optimal configurations enables
666 patterns of input photons to be used. The use of an addi-
tional layer of MZIs therefore allows a 666/64 ≈ 10× im-
provement in yield when Np� 6. Taking an operating point
with N = 48, p = 0.05, the achievable improvement using
the scheme with the added MZIs compared to using only 6×
N/6-to-1 muxes is 7.0×, compared to 22× using an optimal
mux or 21× by doubling the number of sources to N = 96.

The question arises as to what are the simplest switch net-
works that achieve optimal mux efficiency. To answer this,
it is useful to start by considering the arrangement of MZIs
shown in Fig. 13(a). This network provides 16 permuta-
tions using two layers of switching and total active switch
depth 2 × π/2 (assuming push-pull type MZIs), compared to
only four permutations using a Hadamard-type GMZI on four
modes with the same switch depth. As well as being able to
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FIG. 12. Input muxing configurations for a regular BSG circuit. (See Ref. [21] for further explanation of the circuit.) (a) 4×N/4-to-1 muxes;
(b) 8× N/8-to-1 muxes for which 16 out of 70 patterns of four input photons are usable; (c) 8× N/8-to-1 muxes together with a single layer
of MZIs (white boxes) for which 66 out of 70 patterns of four input photons are usable (multiple MZI configurations achieve 66/70). (b) and (c)
assume 50:50 power splitting for initial beam-splitter/directional coupler operations, but this is not required for (i). Digital logic requirements
for each of the schemes is reviewed in Appendix D. The notation used here is as described in Fig. 3 and Fig. 8.
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FIG. 13. Switch networks with optimal mux efficiency. The schemes are: (a) network routing arbitrary patterns of two inputs to a pair of output
ports (either the top pair or the bottom pair), with the option to swap the inputs; (b) an optimal mux for outputting groups of four photons —
two layers of MZIs assign photons to each of four sets of modes (as numbered) and GMZIs route one output for each set; (c) an optimal mux
for outputting groups of six photons — one layer of three-mode GMZIs and one layer of MZIs assign photons to each of six sets of modes (as
numbered) and GMZIs route one output for each set.

route from any one input port to any output port, this network
can map arbitrary pairs of inputs to the top (or bottom) pair of
outputs. Furthermore, when the two inputs are considered dis-
tinguishable, the network can controllably swap their ordering
at the output.

Fig. 13(b) shows a related scheme for the task of muxing
groups of four photons. The network is designed to act on any

random distribution of four input photons, so that one photon
is routed to each of four sets of output ports (labelled 1 − 4)
using two layers of MZIs. (If there are more than four pho-
tons then the extras are randomly assigned.) A 4× N/4-to-1
mux can route the rearranged photons to four specific output
ports, and dump any excess input photons. A routing algo-
rithm which works for every possible distribution of (four)
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input photons is as follows: MZIs in the first layer implement
swaps to ensure that pairs of photons are routable to outputs
{1, 4} and {2, 3}; this is always possible, as a MZI with one
input can assign its photon freely, while a MZI with two in-
puts assigns one photon to {1, 4} and one to {2, 3} by default.
Next, MZIs in the second layer associated with the output
pairs {1, 4} assign one photon to the 1’s and one to the 4’s,
and similarly for the MZIs associated with {2, 3}. It might be
observed that the network of MZIs works similarly to multiple
copies of Fig. 13(a) but with the mode crossings eliminated,
and with each copy outputting between zero and four pho-
tons. Remarkably the scheme overall achieves optimal mux
efficiency using a switch network which is four times smaller
than the equivalent Spanke network (measured in terms of the
total number number of optical modes, input ports, or output
ports) and equivalent total active switch depth (i.e. 2π as-
suming Hadamard-type GMZIs). The scheme also represents
only a minor increase in hardware complexity compared to
Fig. 12(c), which has suboptimal mux efficiency.

The ideas above can also be directly extended to the task of
muxing groups of six photons using the switch network illus-
trated in Fig. 13(c). This network uses one layer of three-mode
GMZIs and one of MZIs to assign input photons to every one
of six sets of outputs, labelled 1− 6, and a 6× N/6-to-1 mux
can be used at the end. For the routing algorithm, the three-
mode GMZIs at the start implement permutations so that two
photons are routable to each of {1, 4}, {2, 5}, and {3, 6}, and
the MZIs allocate photons to each member of each of these
pairs. The network successfully routes any distribution of six
photons at the input, including cases where two or three pho-
tons are incident at a single GMZI. This can be verified by
noting that a GMZI with a single input photon can freely as-
sign to any of {1, 4}, {2, 5}, and {3, 6}, while a GMZI with
two inputs can freely assign to any pair of these, and a GMZI
with three input photons assigns one photon to each by de-
fault, so that it always possible to ensure that each of {1, 4},
{2, 5}, and {3, 6} is allocated two photons. Overall the switch
network has total active switch depth which is comparable to
the equivalent Spanke network (nominally the switch depth is
2π/3 + π/2 + π = 13π/6 including the final muxes versus
2π for the Spanke network), but is six times smaller.

C. Switch networks for entanglement generation using
random-input strategies

We now turn to schemes based around a family of en-
larged BSGs which have been introduced in Ref. [21] and
which are illustrated in Fig. 14(a). These BSGs generalise
the standard eight-mode circuit in Fig. 12(a), and are defined
on NBSG = 2n modes. Similarly to the standard BSG, these
generalized circuits have two-mode “down-coupling” beam-
splitter/directional coupler operations on pairs of input modes,
and a measurement circuit based upon a Hadamard interfer-
ometer and photon detectors, which is extended to NBSG/2
modes. Four photons are required at the input, and they must
enter different down-coupling mode pairs (i.e. input pho-
tons cannot be in modes NBSG/2 apart in Fig. 14(a)). The

Bell states are generated on subsets of four modes from the
NBSG/2 modes at the output, as determined by the pattern of
input photons. The success probability of the BSG itself is
3/16 for some input patterns and 3/32 for others — given any
three down-coupling mode pairs, there is a unique fourth pair
for which the higher probability is obtained.

The generalized BSGs are of special interest, as the num-
ber of usable patterns of input photons increases rapidly with
N . In particular, this reduces the requirement for muxing at
the level of single-photon generation compared to the standard
BSG, which enables the use of smaller switch networks (with
less optical loss) or even a completely ballistic approach with
no switching at the single-photon level. This is particularly
advantageous for applications where there is no need to re-
strict the output Bell states to specific spatial modes, or where
the task of routing the Bell states into four specific modes can
be combined with muxing the outputs of multiple BSGs.

To enable comparison of schemes using BSG circuits of
different sizes, it is necessary to account for both the prob-
ability of generating four-photon inputs from a total of N
sources and the probability for generating a Bell state. In
a ballistic approach, using the circuit from Fig. 14(a) with-
out any switching, the useful input states have four photons
distributed across the N/2 pairs of inputs, and the vacuum
state at the (N − 4) modes which do not provide single pho-
tons. For simplicity, we assume here that the inputs can be
modeled as perfect (lossless) sources of two-mode squeezed
state, |ψsrc〉 = 1/ cosh(r)

∑∞
k=0 tanhk(r)|kk〉 parametrized

by squeezing parameter r > 0, with ideal heralding detec-
tors which are fully number-resolving. The probability for
heralding a single photon is then p = tanh2(r)/ cosh2(r),
while the probability for heralding the vacuum state is pvac =
1/ cosh2(r), so that pvac =

(
1+
√

1−4p
)
/2. The probability

for a four-photon input state is then given by,

pball4 (N, p) = 24
(
N/2

4

)
p4
(

1 +
√

1−4p

2

)N−4
. (14)

The incorporation of switches which transmit or discard in-
put photons (which we refer to as blocking switches) allows
for an improvement in the probability for a four-photon in-
put state, as it is possible to use cases where ≥ 4 sources
herald photons. The blocking switches themselves can, for
example, be implemented using MZIs with one vacuum in-
put and a discard port at the output. Rather than placing the
blocking switches at the input, they can also be be placed in
front of the Hadamard interometer, as shown in Fig. 14(b)(ii).
Alternatively, the down-coupling operations themselves can
be made controllable, with 100:0 versus 50:50 splitting be-
ing selectable using a switch with active phase depth of only
π/4, as explained in Sec. III D. These last two approaches rely
on switching after the BSG to discard excess photons, which
typically comes for free with muxing of multiple BSGs. The
probability for a four-photon input state when using blocking
switches is given by,

pblck4 (N, p) = 1−
3∑
k=0

(
N/2

k

)(
1− (1−p)2

)k
(1−p)N−2k.

(15)
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FIG. 14. Bell-state generation using enlarged generator circuits. (See Ref. [21] for detailed explanation of the BSG circuits.) (a) Random-
input approach with ballistic generation of single photons. (b) Schemes discarding excess photons either: at the input, as in (i) combined with
Nmux-to-1 muxing of the sources; or as in (ii) before the Hadamard interferometer on the detector modes using MZIs for blocking. (c) Scheme
using a single-layer of MZIs at the output of the BSG to rearrange the rails of the Bell-states into four discrete sets of modes (following the
numbering shown repeated across all outputs). Digital logic requirements for each of the schemes is reviewed in Appendix E.

If small Nmux-to-1 muxes are used at the input, so that the
total number of single-photon sources is N and the BSG cir-
cuit is defined on NBSG = N/Nmux modes, as shown in
Fig. 14(b)(i), then the probability for a four-photon input state
is modified to,

pmux
4 (N, p) = pblck4

(
N

Nmux
, 1− (1− p)Nmux

)
. (16)

Each mux can also implement blocking functionality for ex-
cess photons by incorporating an additional vacuum input.
Assuming that the patterns of input photons are equally likely,
the average success probability for the N -mode BSG is given
by,

PBSG =
1

4

(
N/2
3

)(
N/2
4

) × 3

16
+

(
1− 1

4

(
N/2
3

)(
N/2
4

))× 3

32
. (17)

This expression for PBSG declines quickly from 3/16 at N =
8 to 3/32 for large values of N , so practically it suffices to
approximate PBSG = 3/32 for N > 8.

Schemes can now be compared on the basis of the quantity
Y × PBSG (where Y is the yield for the four-photon input
states) which gives the yield of Bell states, normalized by the
average rate of photon generation at the sources. Note that this
quantity can be directly related to the total number S of HSPSs
used to achieve Bell state generation with a target probability
pout, and so S can be used as a measure of resources. If it is
required to generate at least one Bell state usingK generators,
then pout = 1− (1−NpY PBSG/4)K and,

S = NK

= N
ln (1− pout)

ln (1−NpY PBSG/4)

' −4
ln (1− pout)

p

1

PBSGY
. (18)
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FIG. 15. Yield of output Bell states PBSGY for different strate-
gies using N HSPSs. (1) [light green line] Random-input BSG
using the ballistic approach (refer Fig. 14(a)) for which usable in-
put states comprise four photons incident at different down-coupling
mode pairs. (2) [dark green, line] Random-input BSG using blocking
switches (refer Fig. 14(b)(ii)) which can discard excess photons. (3)
[dark green, crosses] Random-input BSG using small single-photon
muxes which can also be used to discard photons (refer Fig. 14(b)(i)).
(4) [black boxes] 4×(N/4)-to-1 single-photon muxing and an eight-
mode BSG circuit.

It can be seen that minimizing S is equivalent to maximizing
the production of Bell-states as given by PBSGY .

Comparison of the best-achievable values for the quantity
PBSGY for different strategies in Fig. 15 reveals the follow-
ing. First, the best achievable values for PBSGY are almost
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FIG. 16. Comparison of schemes on the basis of the probability of generating at least one Bell state. It is assumed that multiple (independent)
copies of each BSG circuit are used, and that any size parameters are optimised for the total number of HSPSs. The single-photon input
probability is fixed at p = 0.05. Light green corresponds to a random-input ballistic strategy with an enlarged BSG (as shown in per
Fig. 14(a)). Dark green is for the case that the random-input strategy is modified using blocking switches (as in Fig. 14(b)(i) withNmux=1) so
that cases with> 4 input photons can be used as well as those with exactly four photons. Red shows the output probability assuming a standard
eight-mode BSG (with success probability 3/16) and optimal muxing of single photon inputs, while the black squares assume 4 × N/4-to-1
muxing instead (as in Fig. 12(a)).

identical for a random-input strategy as in Fig. 14(b)(i) with
Nmux = 1 or Fig. 14(b)(ii) which discards excess photons be-
yond four, compared to a standard eight-mode BSG with 4×
N/4-to-1 single-photon muxes. This is interesting as it shows
that although the random-input strategy can exploit more pat-
terns of input photons, this advantage is negated by lower
success probability for the BSG circuit itself. Furthermore,
the random-input strategy might be considered worse in the
sense that the output Bell states are randomly distributed over
N/2 modes. It also turns out that intermediate cases with
small single-photon muxes and enlarged BSG circuits as in
Fig. 14(b)(i) do not provide improvements in PBSGY .

Turning to the performance of the ballistic strategy without
any switches as in Fig. 14(a), the best values for PBSGY are
approximately 3× worse than when using blocking switches
to discard excess photons. It may be surmised that the ballistic
strategy performs surprising well, and that the penalty it in-
curs in terms of requiring more HSPSs is an acceptable trade-
off for avoiding the use of single-photon muxes. However, it
should be noted that the Bell states that are produced using the
ballistic strategy are degraded by contamination from imper-
fect vacuum inputs (e.g. arising due to lossy source detectors),
and this may be unacceptable for some applications. A par-
tial solution is to add blocking switches at the sources which
use simple feedforward to transmit light only when their re-
spective HSPS heralds a photon. This approach avoids the
requirement for a complex mux controller which operates the
blocking switches jointly, but the potential yield/footprint gain
is lost as a consequence of not being able to use cases with
> 4 input photons — as is also true for the ballistic approach.
The optical loss resulting from the addition of the blocking
switching also represents a trade off for eliminating imperfect
vacuum inputs.

A different perspective on all these results is given in
Fig. 16 which compares strategies on the basis of the prob-
ability of producing at least one Bell state using multiple (in-
dependent) copies of the BSG circuit. In this comparison the
number of copies of the circuits and their sizes is optimised.
However, no assumption is made about any muxing at the
level of the Bell states which are generated, and the number of
modes in which the output Bell states are located is not fixed.

The discussion so far has established that large N -mode
BSGs can achieve efficient extraction of patterns of four input
photons without necessarily resorting to single-photon mux-
ing, although the Bell states at the output are randomly dis-
tributed across subsets of four modes. Although a Spanke
network or similar can be used to route these Bell states to
four specific modes, a simpler switch network is highly desir-
able to minimize hardware costs. The main task for this switch
network is to route the rails of the Bell states into disjoint sets
of modes, as four N/8-to-1 muxes can then finish the job. It
is not generally necessary to treat Bell states which are gen-
erated with internal rail swaps differently, as corrective mode
swap operations can typically be implemented using Bell-state
muxes, as explained in Sec. III C.

One solution is simply to bin the modes, so that output
states are only accepted if the rails lie in four disjoint sets of
modes. However, the efficiency of binning the output modes
itself is rather low, since the probability of a Bell-state hav-
ing rails in allocated bins is only 3/4 × 2/4 × 1/4 = 9.4%.
A more effective solution is shown in Fig. 14(c) which uses
a single layer of MZIs to rearrange the outputs. The idea of
this scheme is to use the MZIs to place one rail from the out-
put Bell state in each of the mode sets labelled 1, 2, 3 and 4,
and it uses N/16 repeated blocks of MZIs with the outputs
labelled as in the figure. For the smallest case with N = 16,
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the MZIs act in essentially the same way as for the scheme
for single-photon muxing from eight modes to four, discussed
in Sec. IV B above and shown in Fig. 12(c), which works
66/70 = 94%. The mux efficiency falls to 45/64 = 70.3%
cases for larger values of N , as there are more configurations
of the output rails which cannot be rearranged by the MZIs
(see Appendix C for details). However, it is interesting to
note that the two-layer MZI network from Fig. 13(b) can also
be applied post Bell-state generation to assign Bell-state rails
to distinct subsets of modes. This network is optimal, and
dual-rail qubit encoding can be achieved at the output for ev-
ery input configuration using swaps in the second MZI layer.
Overall it may be concluded that a light-weight switch net-
work is sufficient to route Bell states to specific modes when
using random-input strategies.

D. Switch networks for multiple entanglement generators with
shared heralded single-photon sources

Muxes with a large number N of HSPSs, which are de-
signed to supply groups of photons to multiple circuits si-
multaneously, can in principle achieve high values for mux
yield across a wide range of input probability p, as shown by
the theoretical bounds in Sec. IV A. Here we describe a fam-
ily of muxes with two layers of switching, which are much
more practical than Spanke networks for large values of N
and which can achieve high yield, albeit below optimal values.
The new family of two-layer muxes is defined as follows:

(i) GMZIs in the first layer are connected to subsets of
GMZIs in the second layer;

(ii) each GMZI in the second layer hosts a single mux out-
put;

(iii) consecutive outputs are grouped and assigned to indi-
vidual circuits.

A huge number of mux configurations are possible with dif-
ferent connectivity between the switching layers and GMZIs
of different sizes and types (see Sec. III A for an explanation
of different types of GMZI). These options can be captured
using a grid notation, which is illustrated for one example in
Fig. 17(a) and (b). In this notation, a grayed square denotes
a mode which can receive an input photon, and which can be
rearranged by the stage 1(2) GMZIs that correspond to the
label of the column(row) of the square. GMZIs in the first
switching layer rearrange photons within vertical blocks, and
GMZIs in the second layer rearrange photons within horizon-
tal blocks. The GMZIs in the first layer implement permu-
tations of the photons. The type of these GMZIs determines
the possible permutations and therefore affects the operation
of the switch network, whereas the type of the GMZIs in the
second layer does not, since these only act as n-to-1 muxes.
However, numerical studies reveal that the performance of the
mux is mostly determined by the sizes and connectivity of the
GMZIs and not by their type.

An important consideration is the algorithm used for rout-
ing, which must select permutations in the first layer of

switching to fill as many complete groups of outputs as pos-
sible. The design of this algorithm is non-trivial as it must be
simple enough to use for real-time operation while the number
of combinations of possible routing operations is extremely
large, meaning that it is not possible to access every permu-
tation of the input. The results of simulation of one simple
algorithm is shown in Fig. 18 for the mux configuration in
Fig. 17 (a description of the algorithm using pseudocode is
provided in Appendix F). It can be seen that the yield us-
ing this algorithm is in general very much better than using a
simple 4× N/4-to-1 mux scheme, although it is significantly
sub-optimal for intermediate values of p compared to the the-
oretical bound with five output generators. There are a large
number of alternative mux configurations and algorithms that
can be explored to achieve performance approaching the the-
oretical bounds for different numbers of output generators.

Overall, the schemes presented in Sec. IV demonstrate that
the essential task of muxing groups of photons for entangle-
ment generation can be implemented effectively in many dif-
ferent ways, all with low and constant switch depth, as the
number of HSPS inputs increases — which can be compared
with log depth scaling that is typical for most previous pro-
posals (see for example Ref. [62]). On one hand, the ad-
dition in the schemes from Sec. IV B of one or two layers
of MZIs to a standard setup, with m× N/m-to 1 single-
photon muxes and one standard BSG or GHZ generation cir-
cuit, achieves mux efficiency which is nearly or fully-optimal
(as per Fig. 11(a) and Fig. 27(a)). The optimal mux efficiency
enables an approximate halving of the number of required in-
puts (see Fig. 10(b) and Fig. 26(b)), as well as an approx-
imate halving of active switching power due to the use of
smaller GMZIs. On the other hand, the use of two layers of
GMZI switching for the sharing schemes in Sec. IV D, where
photons are allocated from a large bank of HSPS to multi-
ple entanglement-generation circuits simultaneously, allows
for even higher overall mux yield (approaching optimal val-
ues as per Fig. 11(a) and Fig. 27(a) for multiple generators),
but at a cost of significantly-increased optical connectivity and
complexity for the mux routing logic. In general, the sharing
approach is most robust to varying input probability, although
it improves yield overall at the cost of lowering the rate at
which groups of photons are delivered output circuits individ-
ually (in line with Fig. 11(b) and Fig. 27(b))). Finally, fully
ballistic schemes using random-input circuits are also shown
to provide acceptable yield in Sec. IV C, but the elimination of
switching comes at cost of increasing the number of sources
by ≈ 3×, and is only useful when the rate of contamination
from imperfect sources can be tolerated. There are also many
configurations combining random-input circuits with various
amounts of muxing both before and after entanglement gen-
eration that yield approximately the same final probability for
the output quantum states (Fig. 15 and Fig. 16), but with dif-
ferent implications for hardware implementation (such as due
to optical losses occurring at different stages).
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FIG. 17. Example of a mux configuration using two layers of switching to supply groups of photons to multiple circuits simultaneously. (See
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FIG. 18. Results of Monte-Carlo simulation (orange) of yield
obtained using a simple routing algorithm for the mux configura-
tion given in Fig. 17. (Assumes Hadamard-type GMZIs in the first
switching layer.) The brown line shows the theoretical bound assum-
ing the same number of sources (Nin = 256), and the same number
(g = 5) and type (Nout = 4) of circuits at the output. The black
lines shows the yield achievable using the same number of sources
to feed just one circuit using a 4× Nin-to-1 mux strategy. The algo-
rithm used in the simulation attempts to fill groups of outputs con-
secutively using a nested loop, and can be used for the entire family
of muxes described in Sec. IV D (a complete description is provided
in Appendix F).

V. SWITCH NETWORKS FOR EFFICIENT TEMPORAL
MULTIPLEXING

Time mux schemes offer alternatives to spatial mux
schemes which trade demands on spatial resources, such as
number of single-photon sources, with longer time delays and
requirements on hardware components for increased repeti-
tion rates. In this section we present several new techniques
and schemes for time muxing. The underpinning motivation
of the new schemes is to enable designs which have reduced
hardware footprint and minimal layers of active switching,
and which capitalize on differences in natural operating and
reset speeds for different component types.

A. Multiplexing using Rastering

A simple but powerful muxing concept that can be ap-
plied in diverse scenarios is repurposing N -to-1 muxes using
GMZIs as N -to-R muxes by careful sequencing of the inputs,
output ports and switching — a technique that we call “raster-
ing”. Two examples of rastering are shown in Fig. 19(a,b) for
muxing groups of four photons for a BSG. In Fig. 19(a), a sin-
gleN -to-1 mux supplies four photons to a BSG one-at-a-time,
using delays to ensure that the photons arrive to the circuit si-
multaneously. This rastering scheme uses only a quarter of
the number of single-photon sources compared to using four
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FIG. 19. Examples of muxes using rastering, which exploits correlations between time bins and spatial modes. (a) A single N -to-1 mux
supplies photons to each input of a BSG circuit over four steps of operation, using “catchup delays” to ensure that the muxed photons arrive
at the BSG circuit at the same time; (b) a variation of (a) using two N/2-to-1 muxes and two steps of operation; (c) a variation of (b) and the
BSG circuit which integrates temporal encoding of output qubits into single-photon muxing, by using GMZI settings which output photons in
superposition states across pairs of modes.

copies of the mux in parallel, but incurs a cost in time as it
takes four times as long to generate the input photons sequen-
tially. A variation of the idea is shown in Fig. 19(b), using two
N/2-to-1 muxes and two stages of rastering.

The way in which rastering exchanges space and time re-
sources is slightly subtle. The resources used for Fig. 19(a,b)
and spatial muxes are compared in Table III, where the num-
ber of sources and the frequency at which they are operated
are the same for all schemes. The average rates at which the
strategies generate groups of photons are compared in Fig. 20.
By taking the rates to be defined over a time interval T , the no-
tion of yield in Eq. (13) also extends to cases with rastering.
The maximum yield must be the same for all the strategies
in Table. III, as they are all based around repeated “N -to-1
type muxing”, but Ymax occurs for different numbers of phys-
ical sources and output rates, as shown in Fig. 20. Although
the rastering and nonrastering schemes can be observed to of-
fer the same overall efficiency when space and time resources
are freely exchangeable, the rastering strategies are dramat-
ically more efficient than spatial muxing when the number of
sources N is limited to small values, which can be an im-
portant consideration experimentally. Futhermore, even at the
point where the rastering strategy (Fig. 19(a) say) is over-
taken by standard spatial muxing (around N = 96), the ras-
tering strategy maintains an advantage as it achieves the same
yield — i.e. efficiency of extraction of groups of generated
photons — but in one long time bin rather than randomly
across four shorter bins so that pmux is ≈ 4× greater. From
a different perspective, the scheme in Fig. 19(a) is more effi-
cient than a spatial mux operated with low output probability
pmux < 0.25, and the scheme in Fig. 19(b) is more efficient
when 0.25 < pmux < 0.5.

Interestingly, the sequential nature of rastering can enable
an improvement in mux efficiency using a strategy which we
call “enhanced-rastering”. Differently from above, where it
is assumed that the rastering schemes always cycle through
all their outputs, the idea of the enhanced strategy is sim-
ply to restart the rastering process after any step where the
single-photon mux fails to provide a photon. Mux efficiency
is improved in this approach, since attempts to generate four-

photon groups are terminated as soon as it is known that an
insufficient number of photons can be generated. The im-
provement is shown in Fig. 21 for the scheme in Fig. 19(a)
with input probability p = 0.05. Although the improvement
in maximum yield using enhanced rastering can be seen to be
fairly modest relative to an optimal mux strategy, compared
to the regular rastering scheme significant gains are avail-
able at smaller mux sizes — which could for example enable
the use of a smaller single-photon mux. Assuming (as above)
that source time bins are of duration T/4 and that a complete
raster cycle takes time T , the main cost of enhanced rastering
is that the output photons are located randomly in any of four
output time bins of duration T/4, versus one of duration T
for regular rastering (although the output photons are always
temporally aligned).

Rastering presents key advantages compared to standard
temporal mux schemes using variable delay networks (as de-
scribed in Sec. II) as it does not need extra layers of switch-
ing. In addition, the amounts of optical loss and dispersion
due to delays of different length are constant at fixed mux out-
puts (unlike variable delay networks), which makes it easier
to compensate for the differences. A potential cause for con-
cern is that rastering may lead to contamination of non-target
output ports from inputs with either heralded or unheralded
photons. Taking Fig. 19(a) as an example, it can be noted that
excess photons can enter the delays, but they enter at different
times from the intended output. Hence, these excess photons
do not necessarily cause a problem, providing the timing res-
olution of the detectors in the BSG circuit is sufficient. For
example, the timing resolution should accord with time bins
of duration of T/4 for all the schemes in Table III, and de-
tections in 3/4 of these time bins should be ignored. Alterna-
tively, problems caused by excess photons can be minimised
by operating the GMZI using a “sliding” window approach,
so that heralded photons do not enter delays early. This can
be implemented most-easily using a DFT-type GMZI which
implements cyclic permutations, and taking care to route a
heralded input to the target output only when adjacent inputs
to other rastering delays do not have heralded photons (which
occurs generally with high probability). This approach might
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Muxing strategy GMZIs HSPS Input time
bin duration
(HSPS)

Output time
bin duration
(BSG)

BSGs Average number of
four-photon events
in period T

(i) 1× N -to-1, rastering 1× size N N T/4 T 1 [1− (1− p)N ]4

(ii) 2× N/2-to-1, rastering 2× size N/2 N T/4 T/2 1 2[1− (1− p)N/2]4

(iii) 4× N/4-to-1 4× size N/4 N T/4 T/4 1 4[1− (1− p)N/4]4

(iv) Four small copies of (i) 4× size N/4 N T/4 T 4 4[1− (1− p)N/4]4

TABLE III. Resources for comparable mux schemes for generating groups of four photons. These schemes correspond to: (i) Fig. 19(a); (ii)
Fig. 19(b); (iii) standard spatial muxing i.e. Fig. 12(a); (iv) multiple copies of Fig. 19(a). The heralded photon probability at the inputs is p for
a T/4 time bin, and output rate corresponds to the average number of groups of four photons generated over a time interval of duration T .
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FIG. 20. Comparison of average rates for generating groups of four
photons using muxes with either two or four rastering steps, or none
at all. The output of the muxes is considered over time intervals of
duration T , while the sources are assumed to operate over short time
bins of duration T/4 with probability p for heralding a single photon
in each one. The maximum achievable mux yield is the same for all
mux types (Ymax = 0.29).

be helpful when the detectors have long reset delays for in-
stance, although it cannot prevent some unheralded photons
from triggering detectors outside of the target time bin.

A final notable aspect of rastering schemes is that they pro-
vide opportunities for incorporating interconversion of spatial
and time encoding of qubits for logical states, which tradition-
ally requires added stages of switching. An example of this is
illustrated in Fig. 19(c), which removes the usual downcou-
pling operations from the BSG circuit, and uses Hadamard-
type GMZIs as switchable pairwise couplers instead (as ex-
plained in Sec. III D). The GMZIs are configured so as to pop-
ulate single output modes for time-encoded qubits, and alter-
nating inputs of the BSG measurement circuit, using catchup
delays to ensure that inputs for the measurement circuit arrive
simultaneously. As noted previously, heralded photons from
the sources must be paired with heralded vacuum states to pre-
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FIG. 21. Comparison of the performance of the enhanced-rastering
strategy. The schemes compared are: (a) an optimal mux scheme us-
ingN source events over a period T (red); (b) the four-step scheme in
Fig. 19(a) using regular rastering with N/4 sources firing four times
during T (black); (c) the same as (b) but using enhanced rastering
(green).

vent unwanted (heralded) photons from affecting the measure-
ment.

B. Permutation networks using rastered switching

Another form of rastering is useful for enabling functional-
ity equivalent to Spanke networks but in compact switch net-
works. The essential ideas are shown in Fig. 22(a) and (b): (a)
is designed to gather all occupied inputs (e.g. single photons)
into consecutive outputs, and (b) implements arbitrary permu-
tations, typically for distinguishable inputs. In both schemes
the input state, which is assumed to arrive synchronously inR
spatial modes, is spread overR time bins to enable the GMZIs
to route the inputs independently, and arbitrary permutations
are possible using two stages of temporal and spatial rear-
rangement. From a resource-counting perspective, the cost of
these schemes amounts to the need for expanded time bins
that can accommodate R switching operations at the GMZIs.
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FIG. 22. R-to-R permutation networks. The tasks performed are: (a) rearrangement of R inputs to fill outputs consecutively from the top; (b)
arbitrary rearrangement of the inputs. (a) requires GMZIs of size R and delays between 0 and R− 1. (b) requires GMZIs of size 2R− 1 and
extra modes to accommodate delays between 0 and 2(R− 1). In addition, to ensure the timing of the output is independent of the permutation
operation, delays must align to the back of a timing window defined over 2R−1 bins (see dashed lines) although the input state itself is spread
over R bins (the same as for (a)).

Note however that the size of these expanded time bins (and
also the sizes of the delays that are used) are dictated only
by the time it takes to reconfigure the GMZIs with different
switch settings and by the photon transit time. The schemes in
Fig. 22 are likely to be especially useful when switching is fast
compared to the speed of other hardware components (such as
the detector deadtime and the repetition rate of single-photon
sources).

C. de Bruijn switch networks

The switch network schemes discussed above exploit time
muxing either to fill a sequence of individual outputs using
rastering (Sec. V A), or to access an increased number of per-
mutation operations by rearranging mux inputs individually
rather than all-at-once (Sec. V B). Another diverse category
of time mux schemes rearrange subsets of inputs in each time
step. One straightforward implementation of such schemes
can be the use of two GMZI per spatial mode, with a set of
(0, 1, .., L) delays sandwiched in between, as described in fig-
ure 2. This allows the synchronization of events in groups by
appropriately choosing the delay for each mode. A different
approach is to use a single switching device to switch all spa-
tial modes together, here we will give one example of such a
scheme which is designed to exploit the mathematical proper-
ties of de Bruijn sequences [23].

The general scheme consists of two DFT-type GMZIs con-
nected by a set of delays; m sources are connected to the
first GMZI and fire once per time bin, producing a photon
with probability p. The switching network acts on groups of

events in the muxing time window, which consists of N/m
time bins and m spatial modes, and contains N source events
in total. The specific example of N/m = m = 4 is illus-
trated in Fig. 23. Once the muxing time window is com-
plete, there are

(
N
m

)m
possible time bin configurations with

one photon per spatial mode. The first GMZI selects one of
the available configurations and performs a (cyclic) permuta-
tion of the inputs such that the chosen photons are sent through
a sequence of delays that aligns them temporally. So, the net-
work needs to contain all the sequences of m adjacent delays
needed to synchronize all the possible time bin configurations.
It is desirable for the total number of delays to be as small as
possible, since this determines the size of the GMZIs in the
scheme. An optimally small set of delays with all the required
sequences can be found by setting the delay lengths according
to a de Bruijn sequence with alphabeth A = {0, . . . ,m − 1}
and length L = m. The number of delays required is

(
N
m

)m
and can be reduced to

(
N
m

)m − (Nm − 1
)m

if the photons do
not need to be output in the last time bin of the muxing time
window. In cases when it’s unimportant which output spatial
modes contain the groups of photons, the second GMZI can
be removed.

An important observation is that greater mux efficiency
can be attained with the de Bruijn network using a “Tetris-
like” strategy, where the first GMZI can be reconfigured dur-
ing the muxing time window to cyclically shift photons be-
tween modes in specific time bins. For the example in Fig. 23
with four sources and four time bins, almost all input con-
figurations with four photons can be successfully muxed this
way. As an example, with input probability p = 0.25, the
output probability is only pmux = 0.22 using a single con-
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Muxing groups of 4 photons using a de Bruijn delay network:
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FIG. 23. Example of a time mux using a de Bruijn-sequence delay network. Every pattern of input space-time bins with one photon per
mode has a corresponding subsequence of delays which can be used to achieve temporal realignment of the input photons. The subsequence
is selected by the first GMZI using a (cyclic) translation operation, and the second GMZI is used to shift the photons to the mux output
ports. Improved mux efficiency can be achieved by changing the setting of the first GMZI for different input time bins. For the specific mux
configuration illustrated, almost all patterns of four input photons can be muxed by (see right). Similar mux networks can be defined for other
values of the number of sources and time bins, and the output group size.

figuration of the network (equivalent to using four standard
depth-two temporal delay networks in parallel), but as high as
pmux = 0.56 using the extra input patterns — and the relative
improvement in pmux is even greater for lower values of p, see
Fig. 11(a).

However, to enable reasonable values for pmux for small
values of p, it is necessary to increase the number of source
events N . In order to avoid increasing the size of the GMZIs
beyond what is practical, this can be achieved, for example,
by doing some spatial pre-muxing of the sources (using any of
the muxes presented in previous sections), or by using more
thanm sources and extracting photons from variable groups of
spatial modes. The latter strategy can be implemented using a
spatial version of the de Bruijn network, where the set of de-
lays is replaced by a network of crossings where the de Bruijn
sequence determines the distances between pairs of modes to
be swapped [78]. This results in a spatio-temporal de Bruijn
network, like the one shown in Fig. 24. This consists of three
cyclic GMZIs, a set of crossings which allow to place n pho-
tons from m > n sources into adjacent spatial modes, and a
set of delays which allow to synchronize the photons. The last
GMZI can be removed if the photons do not need to be output
in specific spatial modes. The de Bruijn sequences for the de-
lays and the crossings need not be the same (see Appendix H).

The yield of the network can be optimized while keep-
ing a fixed optical depth by applying the enhanced rastering
technique in Sec. V A to the de Bruijn network. In this case
the muxing time window is divided into smaller batches, i.e.
groups of time bins and spatial modes, which are multiplexed
simultaneously and routed to different groups of output ports
by the final GMZI, e.g. to feed different generators.

Fig. 25 shows the probability of obtaining one, two, three
and four groups of four photons from a total of Ntotal = 256
spatio-temporal bins (pmux) against the probability of each in-
put being populated (p). The scheme used in the simulation

has 16 spatial modes and optimizes the yield to determine
whether a single group of four should be extracted from all
the modes or whether it is better to divide them into smaller
batches to output a higher number of photons. Plotted for
comparison is the probability of generating a single group
of four photons from four independent N -to-1 muxes with
N = Ntotal/4 = 64.

The schemes presented in this section demonstrate that us-
ing time as a degree of freedom when muxing photons is
highly advantageous, as they can achieve high yield while
reducing the number of physical resources needed dramati-
cally. Furthermore, time muxing can be achieved with a low
constant active phase-shifter depth regardless of the number
of modes, a significant improvement over previous propos-
als and demonstrations [50, 62] which relied on schemes with
logarithmic depth of phase shifters in the number of modes.
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FIG. 24. Design of a de Bruijn-based spatio-temporal switch network. Groups of n photons, four in the case shown, are found in a larger
set of modes and routed to a predetermined output. this switch network uses one cyclic GMZI and a set of crossings to first bring a group of
photons (filled circles) to contiguous modes, a second cycle GMZI followed by a set of delays synchronizes the photons, and a final cyclic
GMZI brings the selected spatial modes to a predetermined output. If there is multiple outputs which could serve (such as in some cases
mentioned in Ref. [21]), the last GMZI can be omitted. On the right of the figure, we show the translation of the de Bruijn alphabet to mode
swaps and delays.
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FIG. 25. Success probabilities for extracting multiple groups of photons from a batch of Ntotal = 256 spatio-temporal bins. The scheme uses
a rasterized version of the de Bruijn spatio-temporal switch network. In this case the maximum delay and maximum crossing is two.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Switch networks built from connected GMZIs can play the
same role for optical routing in a photonic quantum computer
as switch fabrics based on cross-bar switches do for many
classical communications tasks. Therefore Sec. III explored
in depth the properties of GMZIs which are pertinent to strate-
gies for generating resource states. We have:

• fully characterized all permutation operations en-
abled by one layer of GMZIs (Sec. III A), and
proved that non-permutation operations can be per-
formed on single-photon states to enact operations with
fewer steps than using classical permutation switching
(Sec. III D).

• shown how native GMZI operations can be used to in-

tegrate additional functionality into muxes (Sec. III C)
e.g. to recover entangled states generated in a non-
standard form using controllable swaps, or to incorpo-
rate time encoding of qubits.

• provided natural physical circuit constructions for
the passive networks in GMZIs in terms of beam-
splitters/directional-couplers and crossing networks,
with log-depth stages for Hadamard-type GMZIs
(Sec. III B). In addition, we have proven a minimum
bound on phase-swing for active phase shifters (>
π/2 for > 2 permutation operations) and given exam-
ples of GMZIs with reduced phase-swing requirements
(Sec. III D).

In Sec. IV we presented several new mux strategies for
preparing groups of photons with intrinsic benefits compared
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to naı̈ve muxes with the same numberN of HSPSs and single-
photon herald probability p. Entanglement-generation circuits
can typically receive input photons in a larger number of pat-
terns than are typically used, and we have shown that:

• simple switch networks (e.g. one layer of MZIs) can
vastly increase the probability of usable patterns of in-
put photons e.g. leading to approximately 10× im-
provement in yield for a standard GHZ-state generator
when Np� 6 (Sec. IV B).

• Bell-state entanglement can be generated at the same
rate as a 4 ×N/4-to-1 strategy but without any single-
photon muxing, just with blocking switches to dump
excess input photons. A fully ballistic strategy with-
out any switching imposes a cost of approximately 3×
in the number of sources, but with the considerable ad-
vantage of reduced feedforward operation (Sec. IV C).

• Bell states generated in random modes can be switched
to pre-assigned output mode bundles with low cost e.g.
> 70% of attempts using only one layer of MZIs, and
100% of attempts using two layers of MZIs (Sec. IV C).

On the other hand, we have described simple switch
networks which can be added to standard 4 × N/4-to-1
(6 × N/6-to-1) mux strategies to make them optimal, with
the entire muxes being being four (six) times smaller than
Spanke networks while having comparable active switch
depth (Sec. IV B). In addition, we have exhibited the advan-

tages of “sharing” mux strategies, taking a specific exam-
ple of a mux which outputs groups of four photons to five
entanglement-generation circuits simultaneously. Compared
to a 4 × N/4-to-1 strategy, this new type of mux achieves a
minimum relative improvement in yield of 2.5× at p = 0.03,
with much greater gains for smaller and larger values of p, up
to 5× for large values (Sec. IV D).

In Sec. V, we introduced powerful new time-mux strategies
showing specifically that:

• rastering strategies can be used to maintain any given
target mux success probability with a reduction in the
number of sources by a factor equal to the number of
output photons (Sec. V A).

• switch networks can be made perfectly efficient by in-
corporating rastering (Sec. V B).

• for an example using a de-Bruijn-type delay network,
sequencing of switch operations enables a ' 6× in-
crease in the number of usable patterns of input photons
compared to a naı̈ve mux strategy (Sec. V C).
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[71] P. Törmä, I. Jex, and S. Stenholm, J. Mod. Opt. 43, 245 (1996).
[72] R. Barak and Y. Ben-Aryeh, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 24, 231 (2007).
[73] J. W. Cooley and J. W. Tukey, Math. Comp. 19, 297 (1965).
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Appendix A: Generalized GMZI constructions

Lemma: For a GMZI with transfer matrices of the form Uk = WDkV
† acting as a N -to-1 mux, V must be a complex

Hadamard, and the phase vectors dk corresponding to Dk for different settings must form an orthonormal set.
Proof: For a GMZI with Uk = WDkV

† acting as a N -to-1 mux, without loss of generality assuming routing into the first
output, we have (

Uk
)
1,t

= 〈w1, D
∗
kvt〉 = δk,t

with row vectors of W and V , wi and vi, respectively.
Due to Dk being a diagonal phase matrix, we get |vt| = |w1| (with | · | being the element-wise absolute value). By the

Hadamard inequality for determinants,

det(V ) ≤
N∏
k=1

√
N |W1,k|2 = NN/2

√√√√ N∏
k=1

|W1,k|2 .

Equality holds due to orthogonality of V ’s column vectors. The inequality of arithmetic and geometric means states√√√√ N∏
k=1

|W1,k|2 ≤=
(
‖w1‖2/N

)N/2
= N−N/2 ,

so det(V ) ≤ 1. Due to unitarity we know equality must hold. According to the inequality above, equality holds if and only if
|W1,1|2 = . . . = |W1,N |2 i.e. V is a complex Hadamard matrix (|Vs,t| = N−1/2).

Given that 〈w1, D
∗
kvt〉 = δk,t by assumption, it is also true that 〈dk,diag{w∗1}vt〉 = δk,t. Now, orthonormality of the vt

implies orthonormality of the diag{w∗1}vt and thus orthonormality of the dk.
Comment: One way to search for sets of orthogonal phase {dk′} is to search for largest cliques on graphs with vertices

corresponding to all possible phase-shifter vectors defined from a set of values of interest, and edges defined between vertices
corresponding to orthogonal vectors. This method was used to find the example in Table II.

Appendix B: Theoretical bounds for single-photon muxes outputting groups of six photons

See Fig. 26 and Fig. 27 for analogs of Fig. 10 and Fig. 11 respectively, for entanglement-generation circuits needing six
photons at the input.
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FIG. 26. Muxing six photons for one GHZ generation circuit. (a) Comparison of the performance of 6× N/6-to-1 muxes and an optical mux
with perfect N -to-6 routing capability; (b) ratio of the number of required inputs for 6× N/6-to-1 versus an optimal mux, as a function of
input probability p for two target pmux values.
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FIG. 27. Comparison of best-achievable yield for muxing groups of six photons for different strategies with the same total number of HSPSs.
The strategies are: 6×N/6-to-1 with one generator (black), optimal muxes feeding one-three generators jointly (solid, colored), and one-three
independent muxes supplying generators individually at the optimal level (dashed, colored). (a) shows overall yield of groups of six photons,
and (b) shows the overall yield divided by the number of output circuits.

Appendix C: Routing efficiency using a single-layer of MZIs to route randomly-distributed Bell-state rails into disjoint sets of modes

The scheme referred to here is shown in Fig. 14(c). It uses MZIs to rearrange Bell states so that one logical rail occupies
each of the groups of modes which are labeled 1, 2, 3 and 4. Referring to MZIs with output labels (1,2)/(2,3)/(3,4)/(4,1) as type
A/B/C/D respectively, Bell states can be successfully rearranged for the following cases: each rail is input to a different MZI
type; two rails are input at one MZI type, and the other rails are input to different MZI types e.g. 1 type A, 2 type B, 1 type D;
two rails are input at type A and two at C; two rails are input at type B and two at type D. The Bell states cannot be rearranged if
three or four rails are input at one MZI type, or if pairs of rails are input at adjacent MZI types e.g. MZI types A and B (which
only cover mode sets 1, 2 and 3). The scheme works for 45/64 = 70.3% cases, assuming that all subsets of four modes are
equally likely at the input. In principle it is possible to do slightly better, as Bell states can be generated across some different
subsets of modes in cases where > 4 photons are heralded at the start, and the subset can be selected by the configuration of the
blocking switches.
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Appendix D: Routing logic for muxes in Sec. IV B

Mux type Routing logic Hardest step and simplification
4× N/4 → 1 single-photon
muxes for input to standard
BSG, Fig. 12(a)

Each single-photon mux determines the
first input port with a photon, and uses a
lookup table to output phase shifter set-
tings. An output herald bit indicates if
all muxes succeed.

Implementing large priority encoders to
determine the top heralding input port
(from multiple) is nontrivial in hard-
ware.

8× N/8 → 1 single-photon
muxes for input to standard
BSG, Fig. 12(b)

The logic above is modified as follows:
the individual muxes must output the
vacuum state on demand; the muxes
must work in pairs to supply one photon
and one vacuum state; and the output
must indicate photons in bottom rails.

Modifications are quite simple.

8× N/8 (12× N/12) → 1
single-photon muxes with addi-
tional MZIs for input to stan-
dard BS (GHZ) generator cir-
cuit, Fig. 12(c)

The single-photon mux logic is as
above. There is also a requirement to
coordinate all the muxes and the MZIs
to obtain useful patterns of output pho-
tons.

The logic has single-photon mux her-
alds as input bits, while output bits are
for: selecting photon vs vacuum at the
muxes, MZI settings, and the final ar-
rangement of photons. The 256 (4096)
possible input patterns can be reduced
to 66 (666) using wildcards (following
Fig. 28).

TABLE IV. Implementation of routing logic for muxes in Sec. IV B

Appendix E: Routing logic for muxes in Sec. IV C

Mux type Routing logic Hardest step and simplification
Random-input approach with
ballistic generation of photons
at N sources with NBSG =N ,
Fig. 14(a)

The output bits indicate: if exactly four
photons are generated in different mode
pairs, the pairs involved, and which
photons originate in bottom rails.

No processing of classical signals is re-
quired before entanglement generation
which relaxes demands on feedforward
delay.

Random-input approach
combined with small single-
photon muxes, so that total
sources N = Nbsg × Nmux,
Fig. 14(b)(i)

The muxes must work in pairs as in Ta-
ble IV for the scheme in Fig. 12(b). The
mux pairs must be coordinated to select
four photons, and the output photon pat-
tern must be provided.

The logic takesNBSG/2 input bits from
pairs of muxes; output bits select pho-
ton vs vacuum at the muxes, and pro-
vide the final arrangement of photons.
2NBSG/2 possible input patterns can be
reduced to

(
NBSG/2

4

)
using wildcards

(as per Fig. 28).
Random-input approach with
N sources and blocking switch-
ing as in Fig. 14(b)(i) with
Nmux=1 or Fig. 14(b)(ii).

The blocking switches act jointly to
select four photons. If this is after
downcoupling then it is not possible use
cases where two photons are heralded at
paired modes.

The logic for selecting four photons
using the blocking switches must deal
with 2N/2 possible input patterns which
can be reduced to

(
N/2
4

)
using wild-

cards (as per Fig. 28).
Use of a single-layer of MZIs
at the output of a BSG cir-
cuit with NBSG > 8 to re-
arrange the Bell-states (in four
modes from NBSG/2) into dis-
crete mode bundles, Fig. 14(c)

Input bits provide the location of the
Bell state. The output bits must in-
dicate MZI settings, whether success-
ful rearrangement was possible, the fi-
nal modes with the Bell-state, and any
swaps internal to the Bell state.

The logic for coordinating the MZIs and
providing information on the mux oper-
ation must be defined for

(
NBSG/2

4

)
pat-

terns of rails.

TABLE V. Implementation of routing logic for muxes in Sec. IV C
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Appendix F: Routing logic for muxes in Sec. IV D

The pseudocode below is for a simple routing algorithm that can be used with the family of muxes described in Sec. IV D
with two layers of switching and multiple output circuits. (Note that terms such as row and column blocks are explained in the
main text and Fig. 17(b).)

B Mark all column and row blocks as unlocked.

B Loop A: iterate over output groups.

B Loop B: iterate over outputs (rows) within output group.

Find first column that can fill row either because it does, or because it contains ≥ 1 photons and is unlocked:
If success, record GMZI setting which fills the row and mark the column block as temporarily locked;
Else mark all temporarily-locked columns as unlocked and exit loop B.

B If no failure then herald success for output group, compute row block settings to fill designated outputs, and mark
corresponding row blocks as locked;
Else herald failure for output group and mark corresponding row blocks as unlocked.

B Output settings for locked rows and columns, setting defaults for unlocked rows and columns, and success/fail result for
each output group.

Appendix G: General method for simplification of routing logic

For many switch network designs it is convenient to describe the required digital logic in terms of truth tables (or simple
Boolean expressions) that relate input and output control bits for different stages of the routing algorithm. The complexity of the
logic can be captured by the numbers of input bits, output bits and entries (rows) for the truth tables that are needed (although

blocking switches/functionality (optional) on M modesstage of 
muxing

continuing
modes} blocking switches/functionality (optional) on N modes

input photons, potentially >n required
input photons, reduced to n required
photons in target pattern across output

Input bits (photon 
present/absent)

e.g. n=2

Output routing and 
herald bits

Additional output 
bits for

blocking switches

11****…
101***…
..
011***…
…

Unchanged Bits set to unblock
modes at input or 

output.

• = wildcard entry i.e. 0 or 1
Input patterns which are not listed have 0 for all outputs.

Input bits (photon 
present/absent)

e.g. n=2

Output routing and 
herald bits

110000…
101000…
..
011000…
…

Settings for MZIs + 
GMZIs and mux 

success/fail

Input patterns which are not listed have 0 
for all outputs.

Extension of routing logic lookup table from inputs with n photons to arbitrary input patterns:

FIG. 28. Method to extend routing logic for patterns of input bits corresponding to exactly the desired number of photons, n, to all possible
input patterns. Output bits are added to control blocking switches (or existing switching) so that excess photons can be discarded without
affecting routing of the target photons. Table entries for the input patterns are modified by replacing all 0’s to the right of the final 1 with
wildcards, which avoids introducing any logical conflicts into the truth table. Input patterns that are not useful are omitted with default values
assumed for the output bits.
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accurate estimates of feedforward delay require simulations and optimizations that are specific to a technology node to account
for the physical properties of electronics hardware [79]). Often the truth tables that are needed for routing have a general structure
that permits significant simplification, so that many input patterns are dealt with implicitly, and a general method to achieve this
is described in Fig. 28.

Appendix H: De Bruijn full and reduced sequences

Given an alphabet composed of characters A = {a,a2, ..., ai}, a de Bruijn sequence with alphabet A and word-length L is
a cyclic sequence of characters extracted from alphabet A such that any possible words of length L can be found exactly once
within that sequence as a substring. For example:

A = {0, 1, 2}, L = 3→
de Bruijn sequence:0, 0, 1, 0, 2, 0, 3, 1, 1, 2, 1, 3, 2, 2, 3, 3

De Bruijn sequences are not unique, but they are optimally short since they have lenth |A|L, which is the exact number of distinct
substrings of length L on A. Finding de Bruijn sequences is straightforward. All possible (|A|L) words are placed as nodes of a
directed graph, where an arrow going from node w1

ak−→ wj represents that word wj can be obtained from word wi by adding
character ak to the right of word wi and removing the leftmost character of wi. Once such a graph is constructed, a valid de
Bruijn sequence is found by composing together all the labels of arrows that lie on any Hamiltonian path through the graph. An
example is shown in Fig. 29.

In switching schemes where the aim is to do spatio-temporal alignment of photons relative to one another, it is possible to
further reduce the size of the cyclic switches by removing all words that don’t contain the character ‘0’, since there will always
be another valid word with the same alignment effect that contains that character. Obtaining the reduce de Bruijn sequence in
that case is done following the same procedure outlined above, but using a graph with the reduced set of words.
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1
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0

FIG. 29. Graph showing all possible words (in square boxes) of length L = 3 and alphabet A = {0, 1}. Arrows are labelled by one of
the characters of the alphabet, an arrow connecting one word to another implies that the second word can be obtained from the first one by
removing the first character and adding the characted of the arrow to the end of the word, e.g. 001

1−→ 011. A valid deBruijn sequence is
obtained by compiling the labels of a Hamiltonian path through the graph. A sample Hamiltonian path is marked in color with thicker lines.
This would correspond to the cyclic de Bruijn sequence: 111010001.
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