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Abstract  

 

No-cloning theorem in quantum cryptography prevents an eavesdropper from perfectly duplicating 

any arbitrary quantum state. Here we argue that an experimental scheme to produce a quantum 

superposition of interacting Bose-Einstein condensates can generate N bosonic clones of any 

arbitrary single quantum state at large N limit of thermodynamic equilibrium with high fidelity 

and thus operationally ‘bypass’ the restrictions imposed by the above mentioned theorem. This is 

possible because quantum statistical nature of this ‘cloning operation’ does not require strict 

unitary evolution of standard quantum mechanics within a single Hilbert space.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The original no-cloning theorem [1,2] states that linearity and unitarity of quantum mechanics 

prevents perfect copying of an arbitrary quantum superposition state. As such various replicating 

schemes were proposed and reviewed [3] for cloning ‘albeit imperfectly’ [4,5] up to an optimal 

level. However, most reports of such ‘optimal’ cloning of photons in quantum cryptography relied 

on the process of duplication within the constraints of a single, 1st quantized Hilbert space of a 

quantum system. This is, to the best of our understanding, need not be followed exactly from an 

‘operational’ perspective to execute quantum cloning involving a series of intermediate quantum 

statistical mechanical processes. We will also argue that the fidelity and coherence of the final 

quantum state with respect to the initial quantum state can, however, be preserved by ensuring 

‘identical’ amplifications of both quantum channels (i.e. two orthogonal polarizations) and 

subsequently generating quantum superposition of interacting Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC) 

having identical bosonic clones in the limit of large numbers.  

To elaborate further, here we take the example of forming quantum superposition state of 

a two interacting BECs [6] in the mean field approximation and extend that to excitons or bound 

electron-hole pairs to execute such quantum cloning. In this case, we will not be violating any 

linearity, unitarity of 1st quantized formalism of norm preserving Hilbert space while executing 

the quantum cloning routes using the creation of a quantum statistical object like two interacting 

excitonic BECs. It is mainly because the ‘quantum copier’ which processes this cloning 

mechanism by generating two-component interacting BECs will be ‘operationally’ mapped from 

the 1st quantized state of the incoming photon to a 2nd quantized Fock space or many-body Hilbert 

space of excitonic BEC through light matter interactions. There the creations and destructions of 

particles (e.g. excitons) are allowed through a sequence of transitions, first mediated by separate 
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amplifications of individual polarization states and subsequently by generation of two sets of 

excitons using an excitonic material/structure. These two groups of excitons can then be driven to 

the quantum ground state of a two-component, interacting BECs via ‘weak’ Josephson like 

interactions [6] as prescribed in the past for atomic BECs. We will argue that once such two-

component, interacting BECs are formed under the mean field approximation [6], then it can be 

used to germinate multiple clones of the incoming photon to ‘bypass’ the no-cloning theorem and 

thereby successfully clone any arbitrary quantum superposition state. Therefore, the whole 

‘operational’ processes of quantum cloning can happen by stepping outside the stringent 

theoretical framework of ‘unitary’ evolutions of quantum mechanics within a single Hilbert space 

in the first place, which is the all-important basis for the well-known no-cloning theorem [1,2].  

 

2. EXPERIMENTAL PROPOSAL 

The schematic of this quantum mechanical cloning machine (QCM) is described in Fig. 1. We 

assume that the incoming photon is linearly polarized such that the resultant polarization vector is 

in an unknown quantum superposition state                       

                                |𝜑⟩ = 𝛼| ↑ ⟩ + 𝛽|→⟩                                                      (1)                                                            

where 𝛼 and 𝛽 are ‘unknown’ complex numbers such that (𝛼)2 + (𝛽)2 = 1. The states | ↑ ⟩ and 

|→⟩ are vertical and horizontal  polarizations respectively and form an orthonormal, complete basis 

in Hilbert space of those two states. The net polarization of state |𝜑⟩ is also at an unknown angle 

 with respect to the vertical axis. In actual experimental realization, one may also use a 

superposition of left and right circularly polarized light instead of | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩. Please note that  
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the quantum cloning process using a two-component, interacting Bose-Einstein condensates 

of excitons. We purposely desist from knowing/tracking any time resolved individual outcome(s) of the beam 

splitting, reflections from the mirrors as well as that of the amplification processes. We treat the whole system as a 

black box till the quantum ground state of the two-component, interacting BECs emit those cloned photons in a 

phase coherent way at the large N limit of thermodynamic equilibrium. This is necessary so that we do not to disturb 

the phase coherence between the vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal | →⟩ polarizations by the process of measurements. 

The only requirement is large and identical amplification of both polarization channels using periodically pooled 

non-linear crystals. Green squares are 50:50 polarizing beam splitters. Polarizing beam splitters # 2,3 are used to 

filter out any unwanted polarization states due to the presence of spontaneous emissions during amplification 

processes. These last two ‘classical’ beam splitters can ignore negligible quantum fluctuations entering through 

their unused ports while filtering these highly amplified beams in respective polarization channels. Thicker arrows 

indicate the amplified beams. Details of proposed amplification of single photons and associated issues are 

discussed in the text. 
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the choice of | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ as basis states here is merely to bring notational similarity with original 

no-cloning literatures in quantum cryptography.  

Operationally speaking, one can design the QCM in the following manner as shown in Fig. 

1. First  – (a) a polarizing beam splitter can separate the respective vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩ polarizations of the incoming photon in two different channels, likely with some additional 

quantum noise entering through the unused ports of the beam splitter numbered ‘1’. Although, it 

was argued in the no cloning literature that there exists no QCM which can perfectly amplify an 

arbitrary superposition of polarization states. However, it is always recognized [1,7] that those 

same arguments do not actually rule out the possibilities of having some devices which can 

separately amplify two different orthogonally polarized states | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩. Therefore, one can 

first split these orthogonal polarizations and – (b) thereafter amplify the weak signals of | ↑ ⟩ and 

|→⟩  separately. For example, one may use polarization sensitive amplification processes using 

degenerate parametric amplifier with a strong pump beam such that  𝜔𝑠𝑖𝑔𝑛𝑎𝑙 = 𝜔𝑖𝑑𝑙𝑒𝑟 =
𝜔𝑃𝑢𝑚𝑝

2
=

𝜔. Technical details of this amplification for single photons will be discussed below. Finally, one 

can - (c) allow these two amplified beams to be incident on a cloning device ‘D’ (blue rectangle 

in Fig. 1) without any additional phase lag introduced between the two polarization channels. The 

final stage of this QCM is the device ‘D’ which can be made of any light sensitive excitonic 

material/structure having high quantum yields of optical absorption in the first place. Specifically, 

if we are using ‘D’ which can generate excitons using linear optical absorption of light and if all 

of those excitons generated by amplified light having orthogonal polarizations | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ can be 

driven into two separate but interacting BECs, then one will be able [6] to create a quantum 

superposition of this two-component excitonic BEC along with some additional light-matter 

interactions.  
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It is to be strictly noted here that one cannot detect and/or track these photon(s) during the 

beam splitting, amplification and final mixing process in the excitonic device ‘D’. As a result, we 

will not be destroying the quantum information embedded within vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩ polarization states of the incoming photon by excluding these measurement induced direct 

disturbances to the quantum state. Such amplifications of (say) 1 to N photons will only be required 

to generate sufficiently large numbers of photons to drive the excitonic BEC in this cloning device 

‘D’. In fact, because both photons and excitons are bosons themselves. The polarization state of 

input signal at the two amplification stages (red rectangles in Fig. 1) are known. The processes of 

identical amplifications of vertical | ↑ ⟩ or horizontal |→⟩ polarization states in both channels to 

large photon numbers will be discussed in the next paragraph. Subsequent mixing of these 

amplified beams having | ↑ ⟩ or |→⟩ polarization states by creating exciton BECs will be described 

in the next section.  

As such the number-phase uncertainty principle certainly complicates the precise 

evaluation of quantum optical phase of a single photon before the amplification. These challenges 

[8-10] were well documented and subsequently a lot of in-depth studies were reported on this 

particular topic [11-15] in the last couple of decades. However, in our case we would like to operate 

outside these domains of strong quantum optical fluctuations of ‘relative’ phase of both 

polarization channels, which will further be used to create two separate but interacting excitonic 

BECs. As long as the physical amplification process of vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩ polarization states are large and ‘identical’, the density of photoexcitations generated in D, 

presumably with a ‘known’ electronic structure, can remain proportional to incident amplified 

intensities from both polarization channels. Such ‘identical’ amplification of both channels can be 

ensured by having  𝛼 =  𝜂𝛼 and 𝛽 =  𝜂𝛽  respectively, where |𝜂|2 is the common multiplication 
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factor during the ‘intensity’ amplification process. Any quantum phase fluctuations at the limit of 

large N number of amplified photons or equivalently with large amplifications as |𝜂|2 >>1 can 

then be ignored [16, 17] for each polarization channels and subsequently the relative phase of 

vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal |→⟩ polarization channels can remain well defined with such identical 

𝜂. In fact, we will see that ignoring [6,18] such quantum phase fluctuations of each polarization 

channels can be useful in developing a mean-field description of the excitonic matter wave 

following Ref. 6 which will be important for this particular cloning process as well. For example, 

one may try of noiseless linear amplification (NLA) [11] using quantum scissors along with single 

photons of either | ↑ ⟩ or |→⟩ to drive these NLA stages  for respective vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩ polarization channels (see Fig. 1a of Ref. 11). However, the gains of NLAs will never be large 

enough to generate many photons and subsequently many excitons to produce a BEC in device 

‘D’.  

A single photon is an ideal amplitude squeezed number state. One can even try to use 

squeezed states [10,19] as the output of such amplification stages. However, in such phase 

sensitive parametric amplification for any single photon Fock state, one does not have a well-

defined phase in quadrature space. Nevertheless, phase lock can be maintained between the signal 

and pump beam using the well-known quasi phase matching (QPM) [20] technique of non-linear 

optics. Here the momentum conservation necessary for phase-matching is adjusted using a 

periodically pooled structures. In our case, the relevant phase () between the pump beam and 

weak input beam can further be controlled during the amplification process by periodical phase 

modulation of the weak input signal with a mirror on a piezoelectric transducer stage (i.e. Fig 1 of 

Ref. 10, 21). Alternatively, one can use electro-optic modulator based phase modulation [22] of 

single-photon wave packets along with the above mentioned use of QPM to execute this. Such 
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external, periodic, phase modulation [10, 21, 22] of the weak input signal can be the key for relative 

phase locking between the strong pump beam and weak signal beam along quasi phase matching 

[20]. It will also be helpful in nullifying the effect of any unwelcome coupling to random vacuum 

modes entering through the first beam splitter marked as ‘1’ in Fig. 1. Moreover, such phase 

sensitive, degenerate parametric amplification can be pre-calibrated to have large, identical gains 

|𝜂|2 for both | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ polarization channels. Unlike the phase insensitive amplification, in 

phase sensitive amplification procedure, the gain is always independent of the number of input 

photons even for few or single photons. Prior experimental calibrations can, therefore, be used to 

identically amplify one particular quadrature component of both polarization states | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ at 

the cost of extra noise in the other quadrature. Choice of respective polarization configurations 

(type I, type II etc.) of pump, signal and idler with respect to the non-linear crystal and the angle 

between the optic axis and propagation direction can be chosen during the actual experiment. 

Spontaneous parametric emission is a problem in case of phase insensitive amplifier for small 

photon numbers ‘n’. However, in a phase sensitive amplification, the noisy quadrature components 

also decay exponentially [10] with enhanced propagation distance. This can be further enhanced 

using an optical cavity as well. For significantly high gains a phase sensitive amplifier can also 

compensate for inevitable losses to approach a noise figure close to one [10] for the amplifying 

quadrature. In this way, these phase sensitive, degenerate parametric amplifiers can generate 

‘noiseless’ [10] amplification separately and independently for both vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩  polarization states in respective channels of Fig. 1. Additionally, any noise from spontaneous 

emission in such a parametric down-conversion process can further be filtered [23] out using two 

additional 50:50 polarizing beam splitters (#2 & 3 in Fig. 1) before these are incident on excitonic 

material/structure D. Moreover, with strongly amplified beams in both the polarization channels, 
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one can finally ignore the effects of vacuum field fluctuations entering through the open ports of 

these beam splitters before generating spin selective excitons in D. As a result, down the line, these 

2nd and 3rd beam splitters can further prevent any significant quantum fluctuations of relative phase 

of both polarization channels | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩. In the next section, we will discuss how these amplified 

| ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ states can be used to generate two separate sets of excitons (electron hole pairs) which 

can subsequently be tuned in a phase coherent way to form the two-component BEC of excitons 

as prescribed in the past [6].  

Moreover, we can assume that each photon incident on ‘D’ can generate one exciton in the 

device ‘D’ through linear optical absorption processes. We also assume that all or same fraction 

of these two different ensembles of excitons photo generated individually with vertical | ↑ ⟩ and 

horizontal |→⟩ polarizations can be driven into separate BECs having the quantum ground states 

as |𝜓↑⟩ and |𝜓→⟩ respectively. This is necessary to ensure that density of excitons in quantum 

ground states of |𝜓↑⟩ and |𝜓→⟩ can also remain proportional to |𝛼|2 and |𝛽|2 respectively by using 

identical amplifications to preserve the relative phase in both polarization channels as mentioned 

in the previous section. However, by saying this, we are also assuming that |𝜓↑⟩ and |𝜓→⟩ are two 

orthogonal states and not any coherent states! Then another light source can be tuned in to generate 

weak ‘Josephson’ like coupling between |𝜓↑⟩ and |𝜓→⟩ to form a two-component BEC under mean 

field approximation [6]. All these above assumptions will prevent any phase randomization during 

the formative stages of these two BECs. The material/structure of the cloning device ‘D’ must also 

be sensitive for such spin/polarization selective optical transitions as well as allow for coherent 

interactions between these two excitonic BEC states of |𝜓↑⟩ and |𝜓→⟩.  
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3. EXPECTED OUTCOMES 

Consequently, the resultant one particle ground state of this two-component interacting BEC will 

look like [6], 

                                      |𝜓1⟩  = 𝛼 |𝜓↑⟩ + 𝛽 |𝜓→⟩                                                      (2)                                                       

where coefficients are 𝛼 =  𝜂𝛼 and 𝛽 =  𝜂𝛽 respectively, the amplification factor 𝜂 can be 

complex number and (𝛼 )2 + (𝛽 )2 = |𝜂|2 as the single particle normalization factor. We are only 

assuming that |𝜂|2 can be kept identical for both polarization channels. Such calibrations are 

operationally possible with prior information of the nature of polarization states of the incoming 

photon as | ↑ ⟩ and |→⟩ as the basis states of the input photon. Correspondingly, if ‘N’ such excitons 

can be produced in the cloning device ‘D’ with N amplified photons having either vertical | ↑ ⟩ and 

horizontal |→⟩ polarization and then tuned with additional Josephson like ‘weak ’ interactions to 

form a two-component BEC ground state of N excitons under mean-field approximation as 

prescribed earlier [6]. Finally, one gets the quantum ground state of two-component excitonic BEC 

under weak interaction as shown below in Eq. 3. This similar to that described by Eq. 7 of Ref. 6 

in the context of cold atoms. 

          𝟐−  𝒎𝒑    𝒕−𝑩𝑬 ⟩ = |𝜓1⟩⨂|𝜓1⟩⨂… |𝜓1⟩  =  
1

√𝑁 
[𝛼′𝑎 + 𝛽′𝑏  ]𝑁|0⟩       (3) 

where |0⟩ is the vacuum state of the two-component quantum superposition of excitonic BEC 

states and 𝑎 , 𝑏  are creation operators of excitons in |𝜓↑⟩ & |𝜓→⟩ BEC states respectively and 

(𝛼𝑁)2 + (𝛽𝑁)2 = 𝑁|𝜂|2 where 𝛼𝑁 = √𝑁𝛼 , 𝛽𝑁 = √𝑁𝛽  for respective polarizations. As 

mentioned above, here we assume that each incoming photon having either vertical | ↑ ⟩ and 

horizontal |→⟩ polarizations produce only and only one exciton in the device D. Most importantly, 
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the fidelity of such mapping can also be maintained by ensuring that 𝛼 =  𝜂𝛼 and 𝛽 =  𝜂𝛽 

respectively and it will be discussed later in detail. As such, it was known that the large N 

thermodynamic limit, in general, will always produce [24,25] this particular quantum state 

|𝜓2−𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑡−𝐵𝐸𝐶⟩. Detailed theoretical calculations to yield this final state of 

|𝜓2−𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑡−𝐵𝐸𝐶⟩ were already reported [18,24,25] in a different context for condensation of 

Helium-3 as well. Therefore, here we refrain from writing down the same equations already 

elaborated in these past reports [6,18,24,25] as well as for sake of keeping a much wider generality 

in our quantum cloning procedure using such a two-component BEC at this stage. As described in 

the past, this final quantum state | 𝟐−  𝒎𝒑    𝒕−𝑩𝑬 ⟩ can be the harmonic oscillator like ground 

state of this two-component BEC of N excitons as direct product of identical |𝜓1⟩  =

𝛼 |𝜓↑⟩ + 𝛽 |𝜓→⟩ as single particle excitonic excitations which are tuned via Josephson like 

coupling. The relative phase fluctuations of |𝜓↑⟩, |𝜓→⟩ in the | 𝟐−  𝒎𝒑    𝒕−𝑩𝑬 ⟩ will decrease as 

𝑁−
1

2 [18,24,25] and will be practically negligible at the large N limit of thermodynamic 

equilibrium. As a result, it will be possible [6,18,24,25] to generate this quantum state 

| 𝟐−  𝒎𝒑    𝒕−𝑩𝑬 ⟩ =
1

√𝑁 
[𝛼′𝑎 + 𝛽′𝑏  ]𝑁|0⟩ as multiple cloned state of the incoming photon 

with |𝜑⟩.  

There can be two degenerate energy levels [6] of this interacting BECs in case of strong 

coupling under mean field approximations. It was shown [6] that for beyond mean field 

approximations, there can be further splitting of those degenerate energy levels [Eq. 22 & 39 in 

Ref. 6] leading to a two-level quantum system. It was also described there how the ground-state 

wave function can take the form of a Schrodinger-cat state under such circumstances. In a way, 

going beyond the mean field approximation, one can even create [6] a macroscopic ‘‘Schrodinger-
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cat’’ state formed by two interacting Bose condensates of excitons made separately from amplified 

vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal |→⟩ polarizations of single photons. However, exploring such 

experimental situations are currently beyond the scope of this study. 

At this stage, we must also note that the linearity of optical absorption process in the 

excitonic cloning device ‘D’ (blue rectangle in Fig. 1) is, however, important. This will be required 

to prevent the generation of any higher order, multi particle superposition such as [|𝜓↑↑⟩ + |𝜓⇉⟩] 

etc., which can also form during the mixing of amplified vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal 

|→⟩ polarizations while generating two distinct sets of exciton BECs with quantum states 

|𝜓↑⟩, |𝜓→⟩ respectively. This is because superposition states like [|𝜓↑⟩ + |𝜓⇉⟩] and [|𝜓↑↑⟩ + |𝜓⇉⟩] 

etc., are qualitatively different from states 
1

√𝑁 
[𝛼′𝑎 + 𝛽′𝑏  ]𝑁|0⟩ which is required for the 

universal cloning operations using such two-component BEC [6,18,24,25].  

Finally, we expect that M of these excitons in identical quantum state of |𝜓1⟩  =

𝛼 |𝜓↑⟩ + 𝛽 |𝜓→⟩ within that two-component BEC ground state having long range spatial 

coherence to radiatively decay in to photons having vertical | ↑ ⟩ and horizontal |→ ⟩  polarizations 

respectively with quantum efficiency (𝜉). This is because, photons emitted through the 

recombination of all these excitons in the ‘identical’ quantum ground state of this two-component, 

interacting BEC will have a narrow spectral line widths and will be spontaneously phase coherent 

by themselves as consequence of BEC. This can also happen via polarization conserving 

stimulated emissions. One can also use an additional optical cavity to trigger these stimulated 

emissions as well. Thereafter, we can finally recover the initial quantum superposition state |𝜑⟩ =

𝛼| ↑ ⟩ + 𝛽|→⟩ of the incoming photon using the generic spatio-temporally coherent emissions from 

the quantum ground state of the two-component, interacting BECs of excitons as 
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          |       ⟩ = |𝜑⟩⨂|𝜑⟩⨂… |𝜑⟩ =
1

√𝑀 
[𝛼′ 𝑐 + 𝛽′ 𝑑  ]𝑀|0⟩                    (4)                                         

where 𝑐 , 𝑑  are creation operators of photons in |↑⟩ & |→⟩ states respectively and generated from 

the two-component BEC as defined in equation (3) and 𝛼𝑀
 = √𝑀 𝛼  = √𝑀𝜉𝛼 = √𝑀 𝜉𝜂𝛼 =

𝐶𝛼 and 𝛽𝑀
 = √𝑀𝛽′′ = √𝑀𝜉𝛽 = √𝑀 𝜉𝜂𝛽 = 𝐶𝛽 such that (𝛼𝑀′)2 + (𝛽𝑀′)2 = |𝐶|2 and 𝐶 =

√𝑀 𝜉𝜂 where 𝐶 can be the experimentally determined constant factor. As a result, apart from a 

different normalization factor due to non-ideal quantum yields of the optical absorption and 

emission at the cloning device ‘D’, one can, in principle, duplicate  any incoming pure state in 

arbitrary quantum superposition like |𝜑⟩ = 𝛼| ↑ ⟩ + 𝛽|→⟩  as 

                    |       ⟩  ≡  |𝜑⟩⨂|𝜑⟩⨂… |𝜑⟩  
(𝜉𝜂)𝑀

√𝑀 
[𝛼𝑐 + 𝛽𝑑  ]𝑀|0⟩                (5) 

Obviously, in practice, there will also be some Stokes shifts and the energy of the emitted photons 

can be red shifted from those of the absorbed one in the excitonic device ‘D’. However, a prior 

knowledge of the photon energy and polarization basis of the incoming signal being used for 

communication and choosing a known/tailored electronic structure of D can be helpful to match 

the energies of amplified photons suitably with respect to the incoming one. This energy matching 

process is not going to affect the overall fidelity of the quantum cloning process of the incoming 

arbitrary superposition state. Here we are also assuming that the quantum ground state of this two-

component exciton BEC in ‘D’ is not ‘dark’ or forbidden for light emissions due to spin selection 

rules. However, incident angles of amplified photon beams of two different polarizations can 

always be tuned [26] for a desired outcome. 
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4. DISCUSSIONS 

Above mentioned quantum duplication scheme is an ‘interdisciplinary’ experimental proposal 

using quantum optics, light matter interactions and quantum statistical effects in condensed matter 

physics of BEC of excitons or electron-hole pairs. This is possible because these excitons as bosons 

within a BEC are quantum clones of each other in the first place. The overall processes of 

amplification followed by photo generation of excitons (bosons) driven towards a macroscopically 

large two-component, interacting BEC state and subsequently their radiative recombinations are 

certainly not any norm conserving unitary process within a single Hilbert space. Therefore, in this 

proposed QCM, we are not directly violating the no-cloning theorem but just ‘bypassing’ it to 

make quantum clones of any arbitrary superposition of quantum states. We are only using a series 

of quantum statistical light-matter interactions to generate the two-component, interacting 

excitonic BECs at the large N limit of thermodynamic equilibrium. This is possible once the 

individual polarization modes can be first separated, identically amplified and then eventually 

mixed to produce the quantum superposition state of two interacting BECs [6,18,24,25] of excitons 

which are tuned by Josephson like external light-matter interactions. We also argued how this 

scheme of mapping an arbitrary quantum superposition on to the quantum ground state of a two-

component BEC can prevent unwanted multi-particle superposition(s) and produce quantum 

cloning of photons through generation and re-emission processes mediated by this quantum ground 

state of two-component BEC having large number of phase coherent excitons. This is because, 

formation of a superfluid BEC of excitons will resist usual dissipation and decoherence. Moreover, 

one can also extend this scheme beyond such photo generated excitonic ensembles to any other 

two-component BEC systems including exciton-polaritons, photons and even to atomic systems 

as well. Moreover, the relative errors of generating the | 𝟐−  𝒎𝒑    𝒕−𝑩𝑬 ⟩ state as shown in Eq. 



16 
 

(3) will practically vanish at the large N thermodynamic limit. Moreover, the density matrix 𝜌𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡 

for the input quantum state of Eq. 1 and the 𝜌𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 for output quantum state of each single particle 

components of the above Eq. 4 are same (𝜌𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡 = 𝜌𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 = 𝜌) along with the normalization 

prescribed in the text. As a result, the fidelity of such cloning in terms of 𝐹(𝜌𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡, 𝜌𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡) =

[𝑇𝑟 (√√𝜌𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡𝜌𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡√𝜌𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡)]

2

= 𝐹(𝜌, 𝜌) = 1. Therefore, having such abundantly many 

bosonic clones of BEC can increase the cloning fidelity and reduce errors for a perfect cloning to 

an insignificant level by producing a large number of clones. 

The security of quantum cryptography can still be recovered by ‘operationally’ moving 

from a simple ‘qubit’ like 2-level quantum system to a quantum system having large and unknown 

‘d’ dimensional ‘qudits’ or even to an infinite dimensional continuum basis states to transfer 

information. This can make the process of identifying a suitable material system to execute a well-

defined d-component BEC mediated QCM enormously complicated, if not impossible for large, 

unknown and possibly a randomly variable ‘d’ for successive usages. Such qudit based quantum 

processors [27,28] and communication [29] devices are certainly being developed in the recent 

past. 

 

5. Conclusions 

Finally, formation of such a two-component, interacting BEC is not a norm conserving, linear 

process restricted within the domain of a single Hilbert space, but belongs to the domain of 

quantum statistical mechanics of interactive, quantum system of light-matter interactions and 

excitons. Thus generating bosonic clones using the quantum ground state of an excitonic BEC is 
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a suitable medium for operational execution of ‘perfect’ cloning of any arbitrary quantum state 

without having any direct conflict with basic premises of the no-cloning theorem [1,2]. This whole 

experimental proposal is centered around (i) identical and (ii) large amplifications of both vertical 

| ↑ ⟩ and horizontal |→⟩ polarization channels separately, then (iii) ignoring the phase fluctuations 

at large N thermodynamic limit, (iv) photo generation of a two-component excitonic BEC tuned 

with external but ‘weak’ [6] light-matter interactions, finally (v) the radiative recombination of 

phase coherent excitons from the BEC ground state leading to ‘cloned’ photons. We also note that 

instead of pulsed [10], degenerate parametric amplifier as proposed above, use of a continuous 

wave [30] pumped degenerate parametric amplifier may also be beneficial to work along with our 

experimental proposal. The large N thermodynamic limit helps us in two ways – (a) firstly, it helps 

us to ignore phase fluctuations during the amplification of single photon, (b) secondly, it also 

facilitates in generating [6,18,24,25] the superposition state [Eq. 3-5] of two interacting BECs in 

the mean field approximation as the ‘suitable’ mediator for quantum cloned state. Having a phase 

coherent BEC also helps in preventing the quantum phase information from dephasing 

[6,18,24,25] within an experimentally realizable time scale.  

Furthermore, perfect cloning is also a sufficient condition for allowing communication of 

information between space-like separated points using entanglement. Therefore, by that same 

token, such possibilities of ‘perfect’ quantum cloning of any maximally entangled state of photon, 

which are ‘not’ limited [31,32] by the constraints of the linearity, unitarity and completeness of 

the 1st  quantized wave functions within a single Hilbert space, can, in principle, no longer prohibit 

superluminal [33,34], EPR [35] like signal communications using the above mentioned scheme 

involving 2nd quantized state of field operators intermediated via the formation of a two-

component BEC. 
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