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Abstract
The quest for the realization of effective quantum state discrimination strategies is of great interest for quantum
information technology, as well as for fundamental studies. Therefore, it is crucial to develop new and more
efficient methods to implement discrimination protocols for quantum states. Among the others, single photon
implementations are more advisable, because of their inherent security advantage in quantum communication
scenarios. In this work, we present the experimental realization of a protocol employing a time-multiplexing
strategy to optimally discriminate among eight non-orthogonal states, encoded in the four-dimensional Hilbert
space spanning both the polarization degree of freedom and photon energy. The experiment, built on a customdesigned bulk optics analyser setup and single photons generated by a nearly deterministic solid-state source,
represents a benchmarking example of minimum error discrimination with actual quantum states, requiring only
linear optics and two photodetectors to be realized. Our work paves the way for more complex applications and
delivers a novel approach towards high-dimensional quantum encoding and decoding operations.

Introduction

infinite space for encoding, but it is hard to retrieve this
information. We would generally like to communicate using the largest possible alphabet, providing the highest
possible rate of success, and saving resources, in particular the amount of signal and the number of projective
measurements that have to be performed. (this latter
point is also important in terms of communication security [1, 2]).
This represents the main aim of Quantum State Discrimination (QSD), which featured many developments
and applications in the last two decades, ranging from
straightforward quantum communication problems [3, 4],
to dimension witnessing [5], to the discrimination of unitary operations [6, 7] and quantum foundations [8, 9].
Two main approaches to the problem of QSD can be considered: the first one, known as Minimum Error Discrimination (MED) [4] or Quantum Hypothesis Testing [10, 3],

One of the fundamental and most exciting features of
quantum systems consists of their ability to linger in a
superposition of two orthogonal states. Because of this, a
system described in terms of a 2D Hilbert space, spanned
by two orthogonal vectors, can in principle assume an
infinite number of different states. These states are not
orthogonal, in general, and the number of projective measurements necessary to discriminate among them grows as
the number of allowed states grows. If we do not bind in
any way the states that the system can occupy, we would
need to perform an infinite number of measurements to
have a perfect identification of its state, hence we would
need an infinite number of copies of the system.
This issue is particularly relevant in Quantum Communication scenarios: a single qubit features a potentially
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is conceived to discriminate among a certain set of states
featuring the minimum probability of error in guessing
the state; the second one, known as Unambiguous State
Discrimination (USD) [3, 4, 11], aims at discriminating
without errors among a given set of states, but admitting
for inconclusive measurements. Other hybrid approaches
are possible, too [12, 13, 14].
The search for increasingly more and more powerful
QSD protocols is naturally linked to the pursuit of highdimensional quantum information carriers. It is in general important for quantum communication applications
that a single carrier can be filled with as much information as possible, i.e., that high-dimensional systems are
harnessed [15]. Indeed, qudits can carry much more information than both qubits and classical bits [16]. As
an instance, entangled qudits have been demonstrated to
beat the classical channel capacity [17, 18, 19]. Moreover, high-dimensional quantum states are quite robust
to noise, either environmental or due to eavesdropping,
granting a greater security in Quantum Communication
[20, 21, 22]. Thus, any increase in the dimensionality
of systems employed for Quantum Information tasks can
represent a step towards more powerful and secure Quantum Communication [15]. In parallel, it is also important to develop Quantum State Discrimination protocols
working with high-dimensional carriers, in order to increase their effectiveness and range of application.
The ideal platform for quantum communication, and
QSD, is photonics. Single photons represent one of the
best candidates for the role of flying qubits and feature
several fundamental properties such as resistance to decoherence, ease of manipulation with bulk linear optic elements, possibility of encoding information in their several
degrees of freedom [23]. In the wide landscape of singlephoton emitters, semiconductor quantum dots (QDs) are
emerging as promising candidate for the role. They can
emit single and entangled photons on-demand [24, 25],
with high level of indistinguishability [26] and high degree
of entanglement, ultra-low multiphoton emission probability [27] and their properties can be enhanced with
the combination of photonic cavities [28, 29, 30, 31] and
strain-tuning [32]. Using quantum light from semiconductors QD already led to the demonstration of quantum
communication protocols such as quantum teleportation
[33, 34] and entanglement swapping [35, 36] and their use
in quantum key distribution [37, 38, 39] Progress in the
performance of QDs in terms of brightness and indistinguishability [29, 40] are making these emitters ready for
proof of concept applications in quantum cryptography.
By exploiting multi-excitonic cascades in a single QD, one
can achieve the emission of multiple photons with different energies. In fact, the emission of two photons with a
different energy in the biexciton-exciton cascade has already been exploited for spectral multiplexing in quantum

cryptography [41]. This offers an example of a use case
for increasing the Hilbert space dimension of a quantum
state, combining the frequency degrees of freedom with
single photon polarization.
In fact, light polarization has been the first and main
degree of freedom exploited for experimental Quantum
State Discrimination and the only one to be employed in
actual single photon experimental attempts [42, 43, 44,
45]. In a coherent state experimental framework, it is
possible to increase the system dimensionality in different ways, such as Quantum Phase Shift Keying (QPSK)
[46, 47, 48, 49, 50] or the employment of complex modal
structures [51]. Otherwise, it is also possible to exploit
multiple copies of the system to increase effectiveness of
QSD protocols and allowing for adaptivity of measurement operations [52, 53, 14, 47, 54].
In the spirit of adaptive protocols, some efforts have
been devoted to the development of dynamical decoding strategies relying on Quantum Walks [55, 56], neural networks [57, 58] or general sequential measurement
schemes [59, 60]. In a previous experiment, some of the
authors followed this dynamical approach, realizing an
optical network for the MED of four non-orthogonal polarization states of single photons, relying on the pairing
between detection time and input state [61].
In this work, we exploit such time multiplexing method as
a tool to achieve a benchmarking result in the framework
of single-photon QSD protocols. We are able to implement an experimental MED protocol for the discrimination of eight non-orthogonal states, using single photons
generated by a QD. We harness the photon energy as an
additional degree of freedom to generate a 4D encoding
space. Specifically, the eight states are encoded in the
joint 4D Hilbert space obtained composing the photon
polarization degree of freedom and the 2D space spanned
by two different frequencies of the single photons. Our
strategy allows discrimination among the eight states up
to the minimum theoretical error probability, relying on
an evolution scheme mapping both polarization and frequency in time-wise probability distributions.
By our experiment, photon energy is used as an additional
encoding variable in Quantum State Discrimination problems for the first time. In general, frequency-based quantum information processing has been extensively investigated only in the last years [15, 62, 63, 64], thus leaving
room for further research.

Results
Protocol description
Our aim is the discrimination of eight non-orthogonal
states encoded in a ququart with the maximum probability of success. Our approach focuses on saving resources,
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in terms of hardware and signal, and also on the retention
of a fundamental-level security that can only be guaranteed by the employment of single photons.
Therefore, we want each measurement operation we perform to deliver a significant result, thus we consider the
MED framework. We wish to perform discrimination
among N states of a D-dimensional system, achieving the
highest possible average probability of correct guess. We
consider a set of geometrically uniform states (GUSs), i.e.,
a set of equally likely states featuring a particular symmetry with respect to a given transformation Û ; specifically,
they form a finite Abelian commutative group [65]. We
are taking into account the case of geometrically uniform
quantum states rather than their coherent QPSK counterpart. In any case, we know that for GUSs the minimum
error probability of guess (averaged over the eight states)
D
[66]. In particular, we
that is achievable is Perr = 1 − N
are interested in the N = 8, D = 4 case, which yields a
minimum Perr = 0.5, that is in turn equal to the successful guess maximum probability Pguess = 1 − Perr = 0.5.
The space we consider is the composition of the one
spanned by the orthogonal polarization basis |Hi , |V i
and the one spanned by a basis of two different
frequencies |ω1 i , |ω2 i.
In principle, light frequency
spans an infinite dimensional space, but we limit to
two possible distinguishable frequencies, that we are
able to prepare our input states in and that we are
able to discriminate. Hence, we have a joint basis
{|Hi |ω1 i , |V i |ω1 i , |Hi |ω2 i , |V i |ω2 i}.
We choose eight states that are globally non-orthogonal,
although some subsets of them are:
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Figure 1: Model of the network-like receiver. The
system is prepared in a certain frequency and polarization
state, that corresponds to a superposition state of input
layer nodes. The system evolves forth and back from the
input layer to the intermediate one of two parallel networks, according to the unitary operators ÛF and ÛB ,
with a chance of being sent to the output when in the
intermediate layer. There, the two identical networks become different, since the output with ω2 frequency is delayed with respect to the one featuring ω1 . Specifically,
this delay is half the travel time of the back and forth
evolution between the intermediate and input layers. In
this way, signal featuring one of the two frequencies is
maximally distinguishable from the other in time.

This is performed thanks to the imposition of a periodical dynamics on the polarization state of the system.
This dynamics makes possible to associate the detection
of a photon after a certain evolution step and in a certain
polarization state with the presence of a specific input
state among the possible eight given in Eq. 1.
Our protocol can be described as the processing of the
input state through the network depicted in Fig. 1, inspired by [67]: the polarization state is sent forward and
backward through the input and intermediate layers of
the network, with a certain probability of being sent to
the output layer. The frequency degree of freedom, on the
other hand, doesn’t change throughout the evolution and
it is globally discriminated by a final projection. There is
no way that the two frequencies are mistaken; therefore,
states in different frequency subspaces can be regarded
as processed through different networks. The evolution
from the input layer to the intermediate layer is mediated
by the forward unitary evolution ÛF , while the backward
unitary evolution from the intermediate layer back to the
input one is ÛB . These are 2 × 2 unitary matrices acting
on the polarization degree of freedom only. These operators act on both frequency subspaces in parallel. After
the application of ÛF the system is in the intermediate
layer. With a certain probability, it is either sent to the

(1)

i
i
√
√
where |+i = |Hi+|V
and |−i = |Hi−|V
. This set is
2
2
not actually a geometrical uniform set but, in practice,
we can treat it as such, since it is composed of two orthogonal subsets that are, in turn, geometrically uniform.
Our discrimination strategy can be summarized as a four
state discrimination analogous to the one in Ref. [61],
followed by a binary discrimination among the two orthogonal frequency subspaces.

3

output layer, where the frequency discrimination takes
place, or it keeps evolving.
We now consider the polarization-wise discrimination: in
the output layer, we can detect the system in one of two
states of polarization, |Hi or |V i, that from now on we
denote as |Hi = π1 and |V i = π2 . The probability of finding the system in π1 or π2 depends on the initial state and
the dynamics it is subject to. The dynamics we impose
is such that if the system does not propagate towards the
output, it may return at a different evolution step after
travelling back and forth through the network. At this
point, the probability for the system to be found in one of
the two polarization states may have changed. Therefore,
we consider the conditional probabilities P ({t, π}|ψi ) and
manipulate them by tailoring the evolution parameters.
In particular, we can associate a specific duple {ti , πi }
to each state |ψi i and set the evolution unitary so as to
maximize the probabilities P ({ti , πi }|ψi ). If the initial
state is |ψi i, the probability that the system is detected
at the chosen time bin ti with chosen polarization πi is
maximum. This kind of strategy produces an optimal
protocol for four geometrically uniform states, as demonstrated in [61].
In order to apply this method to the eight states defined
in Eq. 1, we have to split the time bins we are considering: for each time bin ti we consider two sub-bins,
one for each frequency. We apply to one of the two frequencies (|ω2 i arbitrarily) a delay line, that provides a
time delay for the detection of states in the |ω2 i subspace
which we set as half of the cycle time of the network.
This is schematically depicted in Fig. 1. We can consider
all the time bins and renumber them, so that detection
in even time bins {t0 , t2 , t4 , ...} corresponds to an initial
state in the |ω1 i subspace while detection in odd time
bins {t1 , t3 , t5 , ...} reveals that the system features an |ω2 i
frequency. Thanks to this strategy, we can in principle
produce a discrimination protocol for eight polarizationfrequency states with the optimal probability of correct
guess Pguess = 0.5.

ton source, while the second one (Fig. 2b)) is the actual
receiver. Further details about the setup are provided in
the Methods section.
The states in Eq. 1 are prepared as follows: the frequency
is selected by sending to the receiver in Fig. 2b) the single photons generated by an exciton-to ground transition
(exciton or X for brevity) or a biexciton-to-exciton one
(biexciton or XX). As depicted in Fig. 2a) the pump
laser backreflection is filtered out by an optical Volume
Bragg Filter (VBG) filter. The VBGs feature a wavelength tunable narrow-band reflection and the tunability
is obtained by changing the angle of incidence. Two other
VBG filters are used to extract photons emitted from the
QD at the two different frequencies. In particular, the
exciton wavelength is 780.3 nm and the biexciton one is
782.3 nm. The FWHM of the emission, obtained with a
Gaussian fit of the peaks, are 22.3 ± 6 pm for the exciton and 37.3 ± 7 pm for the biexciton, while an individual
VBG filter has a bandwidth < 60 pm and an extinction ratio OD3 as stated by the manufacturer. The filter bandwidth is much wider than the QD linewidth, which allows
to collect a specific emission line avoiding filtering losses,
while still effectively separating different emission lines.
Afterwards, photons prepared in the frequency subspace
we desire are sent via single-mode fibers to the second
part of the setup in Fig. 2b) where the polarization state
is prepared by a linear polarizer and a waveplate (WP)
set composed of the sequence of a Quarter-Wave Plate
(QWP), a Half-Wave Plate (HWP), and a QWP. The WP
sequence corresponds to prepare the polarization state by
a unitary preparation operation ÛP and the discrimination protocol begins.
The first evolution step, corresponding to the application of the unitary ÛF bringing the system from the initial to the intermediate network layer, is practically performed by the same WP set as the preparation stage, as
depicted in Fig. 2b). Photons find first on their path
an unbalanced Beam Splitter (BS) with an average reflectivity R ≈ 27.5%. This value is chosen to maximize
the amount of signal collected through the process, while
keeping the detected population in different time bins
Experimental realization
as homogeneous as possible (more details are given in
The time-multiplexing scheme we described above can be the Methods section). If photons are transmitted, they
implemented by a linear optics setup, employing simple travel a loop of mirrors in which their polarization state is
components and two photodetectors only, connected to a evolved by other waveplates, so that they eventually impinge again on the BS with a different polarization state.
time tagger.
We encode the input states in the polarization and fre- If the photon is reflected, another loop evolution begins
quency of single photons generated by a QD source, and the polarization state changes in turn. In this way
driven under resonant two-photon excitation by a we are able to apply a dynamics on the single photon poTi:Sapphire laser at frequency 781.2 nm to produce two larization degree of freedom. The unitaries ÛF and ÛB
photons at different wavelengths via the biexciton-exciton regulating the evolution are chosen as follows: the comto ÛF · ÛB , rotates the
cascade. This approach produces photons with extremely plete loop evolution, corresponding
◦
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Figure 2: Experimental scheme of the a) source setup and the b) optical receiver. A Ti:Sa Pulsed Laser
pumps a Quantum Dot (QD), that generates single photons at different frequencies. The residual laser light is filtered
out by an optical volume Bragg grating (VBG) filter suitably oriented. The |Hi output of the exciton (purple) or the
biexciton (green) light is used as an input for the b) actual discriminator, depending on the state we wish to prepare.
Polarization state is prepared through a Linear Polarizer (LP) and a waveplates set QWP-HWP-QWP ( λ4 − λ2 − λ4
in the picture) that also drive the first evolution step, globally applying ÛF · ÛP . Along the loop L1 , a set of waveplates imposes the transformation ÛF · ÛB on photon polarization. Further sets are employed for phase compensation
through the unitaries Ûφ1 , Ûφ2 . After escaping L1 , the signal arrives on a VBG set to reflect photons at the exciton
frequency ω2 , sending them in a second optical loop L2 . The signal is reflected again, after travelling for a length
lL2 = lL1 /2, so that ω1 and ω2 are time delayed and perfectly distinguishable. Eventually, photons are coupled to
multimode fibers and sent to Single Photon Avalanche Diodes (SPADs), connected to a correlator and interfaced to
a computer.
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tion state will have a maximum probability of being sent
out of the loop in |Hi or |V i state at a different time.
Thanks to that, we can set the evolution parameters to
maximize some selected P ({ti , πi }| |ψii ) and to optimize
the polarization-wise discrimination. The frequency-wise
discrimination happens after the extraction from the first
optical loop, addressed as L1 : single photons encounter
another VBG filter along their path, which is set to reflect the exciton transition ones at ω2 . Reflected photons
travel a supplemental optical loop, called L2 , after which
they impinge again on the VBG and are redirected on the
same path as the ω1 photons, but with a delay in time, tailored to be half the travel time of the L1 . In this way, we
end up with doubled time bins, one for each possible frequency. The signal distribution in time is represented in
Fig. 3b). This time-binning procedure is possible because
of the short lifetimes of the QD emission: in the particular case of the QD used in this experiment we measured
a lifetime of 22±4 ps for the XX transition and 41±2 ps
for the X transition. This guarantees an emission time
distribution after each laser pulse which is much shorter
than the period of the pulse train, minimizing in this way
the cross-talking between two subsequent pulses.
We measure the signal output of the first eight time bins,
corresponding to four L1 trips plus the L2 doubling, both
for the |Hi and |V i polarization. In Fig. 3, we report
histograms of the sampled probabilities P (|ψi i |{t, π}),
of having a certain input state |ψi i if the photon is detected in {t, π}. These quantities, from which we can estimate the performance of our receiver, are proportional
to the probabilities P ({t, π}| |ψi i) we considered in our
optimization procedure, according to Bayes’ rule:
P (|ψi i |{t, π}) =
where P ({t, π}) =

P8

j=1

P ({t, π}| |ψii ) ∗ P (|ψii )
P ({t, π})

reflect the evolution of the system depending on its initial
state. Indeed, the time-wise pattern middle-maximummiddle-minimum of probability values, that is clearly noticeable in Fig. 3a), represents the fixed polarization rotation imposed by passage through L1 . While the time evolution is the same, the starting point changes, resulting in
a probability dynamics that is shifted in time according
to the initial state. A comparison between Fig. 3a) and
c) (i.e. population at the H polarized output) yields exactly this behavior: initial polarization state |+i produces
a dynamics that is shifted of two time bins (corresponding to one passage through L1 ) with respect to an initial
|Hi or |V i. This is true for both the possible frequencies,
so that, for example, the state |ψ5 i = |+i |ω2 i has a timewise probability which is identical to the one corresponding to |ψ1 i, but for a single time bin shift (orange bars
in Fig. 3a)). At the same time, the dynamics in the V
polarized output (reported in Fig. 3 b) and d)) is complementary to the H polarized one. Therefore, by measuring
eight time bins, we are actually considering two maxima
for each input state, one on the horizontal polarization
and one on the vertical one. The experimental data are
shown in comparison with the expected ones, represented
as scattered symbols, produced by a simulation performed
taking into account experimental parameters. Indeed, the
optical components feature some asymmetries that affect
the protocol performance, the most relevant of which is
the uneven response to polarization of the unbalanced
BS. The reflectance and transmittance of the BS depend
on the polarization of incoming light in such a way that,
according to our analysis, the experimentally achievable
average probability of correct guess is slightly lower than
the theoretical optimum. Moreover, these asymmetries
can apparently yield an over-performance of the protocol for some input states: for instance, in Fig. 3 d),
the expected maximum guessing probability for the state
|V i |ω1 i is higher than the theoretical maximum 0.5. Indeed, this effect is compensated by under-performance
for other states, so that the two contributions compensate when considering the average probability of correct
guess, hence the average performances of the receiver.
A thorough discussion of the setup imperfections is
reported in the Methods section.
From the experimental samples, we can compute the average probability of correct guess, where we guess the
input state to be |ψii if the system is detected in the corresponding {ti , πi }, weighing with the total probability
for the system to be found in {ti , πi }:
11X
P (|ψi i |{ti , πi })P ({ti , πi })
(3)
P̄guess =
28 i

(2)

P ({t, π}| |ψj i) ∗ P (|ψj i).

The periodical dynamics is clearly visible, differently
time shifted for each different input state, where the maximum probabilities are achieved at a different {ti , πi } for
each |ψi i. As an instance, we consider the probability
values for the state |ψ1 i = |+i |ω1 i, represented in Fig.
3a) and b) by blue bars. In this case, the system features XX frequency, then we only consider even time bins
(corresponding to transmission through the VBG of L2 ).
The detection of an event at t = 2 and π = π1 points out
that the input state was |+i |ω1 i with a probability that
is maximum time-wise and state-wise. In fact, the bars
in Fig. 3 are normalized to have P ({t, π}) = 1 for any
{t, π}, namely to frame the situation in which something
has been received and information has to be deduced from
that. So, if we consider the input states to be equally where we consider equally likely input states (hence the
likely, we see by Eq. 2 that the probability distributions 1/8 factor), and we sum two terms for each state, as menin figure are just proportional to the P ({t, π}| |ψii ) that tioned above (hence the 1/2 factor). The result of this
6

Figure 3: Probabilities for each of the eight states conditioned to the detection of a photon in each
time bin and in the a)-c) |Hi polarization or b)-d) |V i polarization. The data are normalized so as to have
P ({t, π}) = 1 for any {t, π}. They are compared to their expected values, that are the results of a simulation run
accounting for experimental parameters, here represented by symbols of similar colours with respect to their experimental counterpart. Some discrepancies are present, that are extensively discussed in the Methods section, together
with the error computation. For each state, it is possible to recognize a middle-maximum-middle-minimum dynamics with a different time shifting. Some asymmetries can be ascribed to the slight unbalanced behavior of the Beam
Splitter with respect to polarization.
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computation delivers a P̄guess = 0.486 ± 0.002 which is in
sim
agreement with the expected value P̄guess
= 0.488, and it
is also very close to the ideal performance Pguess = 0.5.
The experimental errors were computed through a Montecarlo procedure based on the uncertainty over the experimental parameters. More details are reported in the
Methods section.

mercial wafer [73]. Then, the sample undergoes several
processing steps to fabricate positioned and size-tailored
CBR around selected QDs, following similar procedures
to those previously developed for the GaAs/AlGaAs system [28, 74].The cavity is designed to have the main resonant mode in the vicinity of the X-XX energies. In this
way the lifetimes of the excitations are strongly reduced,
with Purcell factors up to 6. The sample is then placed
in a cryostat at low temperature (5K) and a single QD
is excited by focusing laser light with an aspheric lens
placed inside the cryostat in a confocal configuration, see
Fig. 2a). The signal from the QD is collected by the same
lens and directed to the optical table. The XX level of
the QD is resonantly excited by tuning the energy of a
Ti:Sapphire pulsed laser at half of the transition energy
from the ground state inducing a two-photon absorption.
To enable the absorption, the QD charge environment
must be stabilized with the aid of an uncollimated halogen lamp with blackbody spectrum [75, 76]. After excitation, the QD relaxes to the ground state by emitting
a cascade of two photons, correlated in polarization, at
two different energies, with an energy difference that depends on the binding energy of the XX state (here equal
to 2 nm). The pump pulses have a 80 MHz repetition
rate, meaning that the narrowest time interval between
two consecutive photon generations is around 12.5 ns. We
tailored the length of the optical loops in order to fit eight
detection time bins in the 12.5 ns laser repetition period.
To this aim, the two loops were set to lL1 = 90 cm and
lL2 = 45 cm. As a consequence, a very narrow time distribution of the photon generation is required from the
Quantum Dot, that is due to the fast recombination of
GaAs/AlGaAs nanostructures further enhanced by Purcell effect, leading to the lifetime values mentioned in the
main text.. The L2 optical loop, also because of its relatively short length, must be aligned very carefully: the
VBG reflects only a small band around a certain wavelength depending on the angle of incidence with a very
high angular selectivity (circa 0.4 mrad). Thus, in order
to close the loop, it is necessary not only to impinge on
the VBG with the same angle at the second reflection,
but also to hit the same spot in order to align with the
trasmitted beam.
To make the whole system flexible to wavelength changes,
for example when using a different QD, the VBG is placed
on a rotating mount that allows for a precise and flexible
angular alignment. To adjust to different angles of reflection of the VBG filter the optical loop L2 is placed on
a platform that can rotate independently from the VBG
filter.

Discussion
We employed a solid state source, featuring excellent efficiency and control over different aspects of the emission
process, to experimentally realize a scheme for discrimination among eight quantum states of actual single photons, encoded in their polarization and frequency degrees
of freedom. The protocol was implemented through a
time-multiplexing dynamics that allows the achievement
of optimal results using linear optics, with no feedback
mechanisms and only two photodetectors.
The importance of our results resides not only on the fact
that, to the best of our knowledge, this is the largest alphabet ever implemented with a single photon platform
for QSD, but also from the novel employment of photon
energy as an encoding variable. Energy is very robust to
environmental noise and, in principle, it can even be used
to span spaces with dimension D > 2.
The possibility of writing information into photon frequency with such reliability derives from the exceptional
properties of our solid state source: not only the source is
nearly deterministic, but the generated photons also feature a convenient trade-off between fast emission and narrow bandwidth, granting reliable encoding and decoding
effectiveness. There are, naturally, some limits to additional developments with this approach: the preparation
of a superposition state in frequency as well as its possible
manipulation inside the receiver are not trivial. However,
some recent efforts have been successfully devolved to efficient frequency conversion and manipulation [69, 70, 71].
Moreover, we deliver a novel experimental method for
frequency-wise delay lines, that may feature a wide applicability. For these reasons, we believe that our work
can represent a relevant step in the implementation of
high-dimensional quantum communication protocols and
the start for further promising investigations.

Methods
Setup details
The source of single photons is a single GaAs/AlGaAs
placed in a circular Bragg resonator (CBR) cavity (also
know as bullseye cavity) [72]. The sample is grown
with the Al-droplet etching technique on a GaAs com8

Data analysis

BS in L1 : specifically, it features RH = 0.26 ± 0.02 and
RV = 0.29 ± 0.02 together with losses of ≈ 21%, that sum
up with another 11% of losses for every loop completion.
Since the BS and the loop L1 are travelled repeatedly,
the asymmetry and the losses are very influential on the
performance of the receiver, resulting on the suboptimal
expected Pguess value of 0.488 instead of the ideal 0.5.
This estimate is in excellent agreement with our analysis
of the experimental data, therefore confirming that the
BS imperfection is the main limiting factor.
The experimental errors employed to compare the experimental data with the expected ones have been computed
by considering possible errors in the parameter evolution
and evaluation: indeed, the waveplates angles positioning and calibration are subject to random errors, that
we estimated jointly as ±1◦ uncertainty on their angular
position, and the BS reflectivities feature the uncertainty
reported above. The errors are computed through a Montecarlo procedure and then summed in quadrature to the
Poissonian error computed on the raw counts.
Without considering the losses, we are able to collect approximately the 98.5% of the input signal by measuring
the output of the first four passages through the L1 loop
(corresponding to the first eight time bins). Therefore,
the scheme can perform both very efficiently and effectively, once losses are reduced.

Measurements were carried over the eight time bins at
the same time, with a count rate oscillating around
≈ 3−3.5·103 /s, each measurement lasting 3 minutes. Before processing, data were cleaned off background noise,
due to dark counts of the SPADs, continuous wave signal
from the QD due to white light illumination, and environmental noise.
In Fig. 2a) we show the single photon source and part
of the preparation stage, that consists in a wavelenghtwise post-selection. The biexciton photons have wavelenght λ1 = 780.27 nm, while the exciton ones have
λ2 = 782.25 nm. A limitation of this approach arise when
the linewidth of the photons is larger than the spectral
bandwidth of the VBG filter. For the QD we exploited
in this work a low intensity band in the vicinity of the X
emission was transmitted through the VBG filter (most
probably due to a non perfect alignment of the central
energies of the VBG selecting the X line on the optical
table and the one on the L2 loop). To reduce this effect
we placed two additional VBG filters on the optical table to rule out any contribution around the X line. The
residual parasite counts are visible in Fig. 3, especially
for larger delays where the lower signal is more affected
by noise and can be ascribed to the finite extinction ratio
of the VBG (OD3). From the counts, we experimentally
estimate a total extinction ratio of 0.0125 for H polarization and 0.0055 for V polarization corresponding to the
double reflection on the VBG in L2 . This discrepancy can
be straightforwardly attributed to an imperfect angular
positioning of the VBG filter and, especially, an imperfect angle of impingement of photons after traveling the
L2 loop. Indeed, the setting of the latter is very difficult
to achieve with a high precision and we estimate that
an error of 0.1% on the angle of incidence on the VBG
can result in a decrease of one order of magnitude in the
extinction ratio. We don’t include this effect in our statistical error computation, since, as we show below, it does
not significantly affect the performance of the receiver.
Indeed, the most relevant imperfection, in terms of effects
on the performance, is the previously mentioned asymmetrical reflectivity with respect to polarization of the
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[5] Nicolas Brunner, Miguel Navascués, and Tamás Vértesi. Dimension witnesses and quantum state discrimination.
Physical review letters, 110(15):150501, 2013.
[6] Antonio Acin. Statistical distinguishability between unitary operations. Physical review letters, 87(17):177901,
2001.
[7] Stefano Pirandola, Riccardo Laurenza, Cosmo Lupo, and Jason L Pereira. Fundamental limits to quantum
channel discrimination. npj Quantum Information, 5(1):1–8, 2019.
[8] Matthew F Pusey, Jonathan Barrett, and Terry Rudolph. On the reality of the quantum state. Nature Physics,
8(6):475–478, 2012.
[9] David Schmid and Robert W Spekkens. Contextual advantage for state discrimination. Physical Review X,
8(1):011015, 2018.
[10] Carl W Helstrom and Carl W Helstrom. Quantum detection and estimation theory, volume 84. Academic press
New York, 1976.
[11] Igor D Ivanovic. How to differentiate between non-orthogonal states. Physics Letters A, 123(6):257–259, 1987.
[12] Alexander Semenovich Holevo. Bounds for the quantity of information transmitted by a quantum communication
channel. Problemy Peredachi Informatsii, 9(3):3–11, 1973.
[13] Sarah Croke, Erika Andersson, Stephen M Barnett, Claire R Gilson, and John Jeffers. Maximum confidence
quantum measurements. Physical review letters, 96(7):070401, 2006.
[14] Sergei Slussarenko, Morgan M Weston, Jun-Gang Li, Nicholas Campbell, Howard M Wiseman, and Geoff J
Pryde. Quantum state discrimination using the minimum average number of copies. Physical review letters,
118(3):030502, 2017.
[15] Daniele Cozzolino, Beatrice Da Lio, Davide Bacco, and Leif Katsuo Oxenløwe. High-dimensional quantum
communication: benefits, progress, and future challenges. Advanced Quantum Technologies, 2(12):1900038,
2019.
[16] Thomas M Cover. Elements of information theory. John Wiley & Sons, 1999.
[17] Julio T Barreiro, Tzu-Chieh Wei, and Paul G Kwiat. Beating the channel capacity limit for linear photonic
superdense coding. Nature physics, 4(4):282–286, 2008.
[18] Xiao-Min Hu, Yu Guo, Bi-Heng Liu, Yun-Feng Huang, Chuan-Feng Li, and Guang-Can Guo. Beating the
channel capacity limit for superdense coding with entangled ququarts. Science advances, 4(7):eaat9304, 2018.
[19] P Ben Dixon, Gregory A Howland, James Schneeloch, and John C Howell. Quantum mutual information
capacity for high-dimensional entangled states. Physical review letters, 108(14):143603, 2012.
[20] Lana Sheridan and Valerio Scarani. Security proof for quantum key distribution using qudit systems. Physical
Review A, 82(3):030301, 2010.
[21] Nicolas J Cerf, Mohamed Bourennane, Anders Karlsson, and Nicolas Gisin. Security of quantum key distribution
using d-level systems. Physical review letters, 88(12):127902, 2002.
[22] Helle Bechmann-Pasquinucci and Wolfgang Tittel. Quantum cryptography using larger alphabets. Physical
Review A, 61(6):062308, 2000.
[23] Fulvio Flamini, Nicolo Spagnolo, and Fabio Sciarrino. Photonic quantum information processing: a review.
Reports on Progress in Physics, 82(1):016001, 2018.
[24] Peter Michler, Alper Kiraz, Christoph Becher, WV Schoenfeld, PM Petroff, Lidong Zhang, Ella Hu, and
A Imamoglu. A quantum dot single-photon turnstile device. Science, 290(5500):2282–2285, 2000.
10
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Marcus Reindl, Val Zwiller, Klaus D Jöns, Armando Rastelli, et al. Entanglement swapping with photons
generated on demand by a quantum dot. Physical Review Letters, 123(16):160501, 2019.
[36] Michael Zopf, Robert Keil, Yan Chen, Jingzhong Yang, Disheng Chen, Fei Ding, and Oliver G Schmidt. Entanglement swapping with semiconductor-generated photons violates bell’s inequality. Physical review letters,
123(16):160502, 2019.
[37] Timm Kupko, Martin von Helversen, Lucas Rickert, Jan-Hindrik Schulze, André Strittmatter, Manuel Gschrey,
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