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Abstract. Transformations achievable by linear optical componeltsvao generate the whole unitary group only
when restricted to the one-photon subspace of a multimodee $fzace. In this paper, we address the more general prob-
lem of encoding quantum information by multiphoton stases] elaborating it via ancillary extensions, linear ogtica
passive devices and photodetection. Our scheme stems turalnaay from the mathematical structures underlying
the physics of linear optical passive devices. In particul@ analyze an economical procedure for mapping a fiducial
2-photon 2-mode state into an arbitrary 2-photon 2-mode stsing ancillary resources and linear optical pasaive
ports assisted by post-selection. We found that addinggiesancilla mode is enough to generate any desired target
state. The effect of imperfect photodetection in postetia is considered and a simple trade-off between success
probability and fidelity is derived.

PACS. 03.67.-a Quantum information — 03.67.Lx Quantum compoitati 42.50.Dv Non classical states of the e.m.
field, including entangled photon states; quantum statseagng and measurements

1 Introduction produced during the computation process, even if at theubutp
they recombine to get back to the dual rail encoding. As it wil

A quantum computef]1], although still a chimera as a comcrdi® show_n in the following, this is a consequence of th_e fact
device, is already a venerable object for physicists, nmagtiie  that the linear space spanned byrajphoton states (on a given
cians and computer scientists, for the wide range of coraigletNUmberXV of optical modes) is the carrier Hilbert space of an
new perspectives that such a tool should offer for the dwewrreduuble unitary representation BiN) which is associated
ment of science as well as for technological applications. N @ natural way with the action of LOP devices. It seems then

Photon states are stable against decoherence, and are@{jf¢ natural to investigate, in addition to the KLM duallrai
rently produced and manipulated in modern laboratoriess&h 1091C, also the possibility of encoding information by meani
features make the possibility of implementing quantumdogft-PhotonN-mode states, with > 1 and N > 2. The case
gates particularly attractive. One of the most promisirgpar Wheren = 1 and N > 2, with gates implemented only by
tectures for implementing a quantum computer by means of ¢f2P components, has been considered by €eal. [6]. This
tical systems is based on a scheme proposed by Knill, LaflanthBEMe is easily seen to be not scalable.
and Milburn (KLM) [2]. In this scheme, information is encatle
by (tensor products of) single-photon two-mode states ef th In this paper, we will consider the case where information
quantized e.m. field; precisely, the qubit states are ifledti is encoded by:-photon states, withh > 1, on N > 2 modes
with a couple of single-photon states on two optical modesd logic gates are obtained by LOP componantiphotode-
(dual rail logic) and multi-qubits are obtained by tensasgpr tectors. As anticipated, this scheme stems in a natural meay f
ucts. The basic ingredients for the elaboration of infofarat the mathematical structures underlying the physics of L&P d
in the KLM scheme are linear optical passive (LOP) compaices, structure that has been investigated in two previaus
nents|[8] — essentially, phase shifters and beam splittetyy—pers [7[8]. We will now address, as a first step, the following
which one is able to realize the single qubit gates; all otiter problem: to engineer any desired state — which may be re-
erations can be obtained in a non-deterministic way exptpit garded as the ‘input state’ of a quantum computation process
in addition, ancillary optical modes and photodetectioneO — in the chosen encoding space, starting with a fixed “fiducial
can show that, with the KLM scheme — hence, using only sistate’, namely, a photon state that can be easily produced by
gle photon sources, LOP devices and photodetectors — itsingle-photon sources. For the sake of definiteness, wdawill
possible to simulate efficiently, i.e. by means of a polyr@imicus on the case where= N = 2. This is the simplest case that
amount of resources, an ideal quantum compUiéi [4,5]. is not contemplated in the Cegf al.and in the KLM schemes.

It is worth noting, however, that in the KLM scheme, statddotice that in our case the building blocks of quantum infor-
that are not in the dual rail logic (e.g. the st{t@00)) may be mation arequtrits instead of qubits.
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The paper is structured as follows. In Secfidn 2, the badtds easy to show that the only maps with propertggl(3-4) are
mathematical ingredients for a natural and systematicrigesc of the form:
tion of LOP transformations are recalled. Next, in Sect@@ns
and[3, our encoding and elaboration scheme is presented. The
effect of realistic imperfect photodetection is then disrd in

Sectiorb. Finally, in Sectidd 6, we end up with some conclud- ) ) . _
ing remarks. where);; isaN x N unitary matrix (/ € U(N)). Itis also a

simple calculation to verify that a map of the forlth (5) pressr
the canonical commutation relations:

ai—>bi:Mijaj 5
aT—>b;-f:M-*aJf ®)

i gy

2 A group theoretical approach to LOP [bi, 0] = [ag, al] = 6,1, (6)
components b)) = B 61] = [ o)) = [alal] =0. ()

A generic LOP transformation can be described 287a-port, Thus one can consider the two realizations of the di-

namely ablack boxwith N input modes anaV output modes. mensional) Heisenberg-Wey! algebra given fay, a;-f, I} and

A pictorial representation is given in figut® 1. In two previo : .

papers|lii.B], it has been shown that the natural mathenhati l?i’ b%T’]I} and notice that by virtue of th.e Stone-von.Ne;.umann
description of the action of LOP transformations is based gheorem LILT2] they are u_nltﬁrlly equnéalerllt, tEat IS, XIS h
the theory of representations of semi-simple Lie groupsand ?hnaltmltary Operatal acting in theV —modes Fock space suc
gebras; in this framework a special role is played by thealord

Schwinger map[]9.10]. In this section, we recall the basic in b, = Ula;U
gredients of such a description. Let us consider a séf of- { o — Uta’U

(8)

Notice that the operatdy is defined only up to an arbitrary

Zl gl phase factor. Since by constructibhcommutes with the total
2 2 photon number operator this phase factor is fixed by theractio
of U on the vacuum state:
U0y = W), 9)
a'N bN
Fig. 1. a black-box picture of 2N —port based on L.O.P. transforma-1 his ambiguity can be removed if one considers an explicit
tion construction of the unitary operatéf. This can be done by

means of the Jordan-Schwinger map.

tical modes with the associated field operators
2.1 The Jordan-Schwinger map
ajal i=1,2...N, (1)
The Jordan-Schwinger (JS) map([9,10], in its general formu-
where the index may label both spatial or polarization modefation, maps a Lie algebra into an algebra of operators d#fine

of the field, with the canonical commutation relations on a bosonic Fock space, this map being an algebra homomor-
phism. The JS map is defined as follows. Let us consider a
lai,al] = 6,51, [ai,a;] = [a],al] =0, (2) m—dimensional Lie algebra realized as an algebraok N

matrices with a given basis of generators
wherel is identity operator. It is well known that the set of
operators{ai,a;f,ﬂ}, endowed with the canonical commuta- Q(®) = ||Q§J°.‘)|| a=1,2,...m i,j=1,2,...N (10)
tion relations [[R), are the generators of a realization &f th _ _
N —dimensional Heisenberg-Weyl algebrd(N) [[7]. We in- and commutation relations

dicate with# ") the bosonic Fock space associated with the (@ AB) _ aBAG)
chosen set oV modes. (@', QW] = c57Q™. (11)

We are interested in Linear Optical Passive (LOP) transfqra; s also consider & —mode bosonic Fock space with field
mationsj.e., maps that are linear in the field amplitudes operatorsy;, aI i=1,2,... N and the (normal ordered) oper-

; ators
{ a]% — b; = Mijaﬁ + Nijaj (3) dij — a;‘raj' (12)
' bl = M*al + N*a; . . _
@i i ig% T NVij The operatord(12) satisfy the following commutation rielad:

(where the sum over repeated indices is assumed) and peeserv N s s
the total photon number operator [dij dnk] = dixOns — dnjOi- (13)

S oblbi= Y dlas. (4)
i=1,...N

i=1,...N

One can consider the following set of bosonic operators:

JS(QW) = Qi dy;. (14)
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The map defined on the badis}(10) in correspondence with the decomposition
Q) — JS(QW) = Qi dy; , (15) HY = @ HW, (24)

n=0,1,...00

extended by linearity, defines the JS map. It is easy to show
that by virtue of the commutation relatiods{13) the JS map\j\ﬁwereHSLN)

is the subspace with photons onV optical modes.
indeed an algebra homomorphism, namely I LnSpacewrap bt

A simple calculation shows that the following relation hald

[JS(Q), JS(QW)] = cﬁ‘;ﬁJS’(Q(v)), (16) dima ) (n+ N —1)! (25)
Let us now come back to the transformatibh (8). Tiex N nl(N —1)!

unitary matrix M can be written in terms of the exponential (V) i
map as\M = exp(A), whereA is an element of the Lie algebraHence, the subspage,,”* can be seen as the space of adifu-
of the N —dimensional unitary group (namelyd x N anti- withd = dim#{). The (sub) representation with= 0 is the
hermitian matrix). It is found that the related unitary cter trivial representation oU(V):

U can be written in the following way by exploiting the JS and

the exponential map, namely M (M)|0) = |0); (26)

U = exp(JS(A)). (17)  while a special role is played by the= 1 (sub) representation
since
In order to check this, consider that, fox < 1, we have!

10\ — 10} — T
Dl = expl—e S(A))arexple S(A) (0larUaf[0) = (0[U (U axU)af[0) = (0}pxaf [0)

_ T _
~ ag + €elag, JS(A)] (18) = ZMkh<O|ahal |0) = Mg, (27)
where
where we have used the fact that/T = T andUT|0) =
lak, JS(A)] = Aij (akajaj - aIajak) U|0) = |0). The nature of the representatioﬁ)s(LN)}n:m,___
has been studied in detail inl[7,8]. A remarkable result & th
= A;; ((aIak + dik)a; — ajajak) = Ayja;. each (sub) representatidr,{N) is a irreducible unitary repre-

(19) sentation (IUR) of the groupy(N). For N = 2 andn = 1,

Tl(Q) is the relevant (sub) representation for the implementatio
The JS map allows to fix the arbitrary phase factofdn (9). f single qubit gates in the framework of dual rail lodi&[R, 7
fact, since the/S(A) is a normally ordered operator, we have:

exp(J5(4))[0) = [0), (20) 3 About two-mode multiphoton states
so thate’?(V) = 1, . . : .

To summarize we have shown that LOP transformations bR the sake of definiteness, in the following we will focus on
N modes are described by means of ffie-dimensional uni- the case wher& = 2. This configuration is at the basis of the
tary group acting on field operators as[ih (5). Such an actﬁon@-M scheme for. a qu_a}ntum. computel [Z]é)ln which the qubit
the N —dimensional unitary group induces a bosonic represdrilbert space is identified with the _spa@é of one photon
tation of the groufJ(IV) acting on theV modes bosonic Fock on two modes. An important requirement for a well defined
space guantum computation is the ability to perform an arbitrang o

U=71®MN (M) (21) qubit gate[[1B], that is, a generic unitary transformatiothe

that b licitly defined b fthe JS ind g&gitspacéﬁm. Itis a well known result thatin KLM scheme
it at can te ef)}(p Il?tr?/ te Ined by means ot the J> map. Inde ry one qubit gates can be implemented with only two-modes
It1S easy to check tha LOP transformations. This follows directly from the facath

(V) (My M) = (V) (Ml)T(N>(M2). (22) Tl(Q) is the fundamental repreSQentation of the gréifp) acting
on the one photon subspa ) (with dimH§2) = 2). This
Since, by constructiorty™ (M) commutes with the total is no more true in those subspaces characterized by a larger
photon number operator, the unitary representatioh) can number of photons. For > 1, 1 is a spin-4 representation
be written as the direct sum of unitary (sub) representatiogcting in then photon subspacétﬁf) 7] (with dimx? =

acting on the subspaces with fixed photon number n +1). Thus, in the case where > 2 it is no more possible
to realize a generic unitary gate in the photon subspace and,
) — @ ngN)a (23) in general, it could not exist a LOP transformation (asgeda
n=0,1,...00 with some unitary matri¥i/) such that

1 For a rigorous proof one can use the well known formula
eXYe ¥ = expladx)Y, for linear operatorst andY’. [y = T2 (M)]e), (28)
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for a genericcouple of normalized state vectorg,), |v) € While the existence of a non-vanishing projection follovgsfi

2 in other words, fom > 2 not all the normalized vectorsthe properties of the irreducible representati@”ég), how to
belong to the sam¥(2)—orbit. realize physically (at least in principle) such a projesctis a

Let us recall that, given a representatibof a groupG in  matter of a different nature. In the following we discusshwit

a Hilbert spacé, the orbitO,,, of the group passing throughsome examples a procedure based on photodetection on ancil-
a given vectoryy) € H is defined as the set of all vectordary optical modes and conditional post-selection. Thaltés
|y € H such thatiy) = Y'(g)]wo), for someg € G. In the a non-deterministic protocol that allows to map a fixeput
case where, = 1, the orbit of the groufJ(2) in %52) passing State into a desirethrget state with a certain probability. In
through a vector of unit norm fulfills the whole unit sphere irder to |I.Iustrate the idea, .Iet us consider the case of etqut
#{?. In the multiphoton case, the orbit of the grouif2), act- encoded in the subspace with two photons on two MBS
ing in #2 via the representatidh®, passing through a nor_The proposed procedure consists in four steps. The firsistep

9 oo P @) ; P 9 9 " toinitialize the qutrit system in a fixed input staté,). The
malized state vectdry) € H. ", is only a proper sub-manifold second step is to add one extra optical mode that plays tae rol

of the unit sphere. o of an ancilla: the state of the ancillary mode is initialized
sider a generi€U(2) matrix: state

a B o) — [o)|m). (33)

-8 a Hence, the relevant space for the system+anC|I}a2E%m. The

with — X cosd — % sind. The two-photon sub third step is to perform a three-mode LOP transformatioh tha
a = eXcosh, f = e¥sind. P acts orfS”)  via the IURTLY) .

space?—[f) has dimension! = 3, hence it can be seen as a
qutrit space. In the number bagi®0), |11), |02) } the operator [0)|m) — Ultbo)|m) = |¢0)|0) +|o1)[1) 4. .. + |dm)|m).

7{¥ (M) has a matrix representation (34)
The final step is a post-selection on the ancillary mode: the
o? V2ap B targetstate is obtained, with a certain probabilRy,, in corre-
YP(M) = | —v2aB* |af? — |82 vV2a*B| . (30) spondence of the detectiomafphotons on the ancillary mode.
B*2 —\2a*B*  a*? Overall the transformation of the initial state is descdibe

by a completely positive maf\™) which depends on the initial

It explicitly shows that it is not possible to realize eveqy(tit) preparation of the ancilla mode. The Kraus-Sudarshan férm o
unitary transformations. Also notice that —s £(m) is of course given by

)

ﬁ”wﬂuw—V%ﬂ%H%MQ—WWHD—ﬁMWT§5 [v0) (w0 — £ (o) (ol) = D A o) (o A"

from which it is apparent that the state vectdrs and|20) (or (35)
|02>_?_d0 not belong to tue sanrg (r)]rb't' _ \é\‘/FereAf:ﬁ) = (m/|U|m). The post-selection conditioned on
0 summarize, in the multiphoton case two categories ff, photodetection of:’ photons on the ancillary mode corre-

p_roblems arise that are not presentin the single photon a:)1‘°’esp0nds to a single branch of the miag to the transformation
given a state vectdt)y), there is in general no LOP transforma-

tion that allows to mag),) into an arbitrarytargetstate vector (m) — b,

[1); 2) it is not possible to perform every qutrit unitary gate o) — A" [t0) = [ém). (36)
only with two-mode LOP transformations. The latter probler the following two examples are presented with= 0, 1. In

was investigated from different points of view in[[4]15}.16 the appendikA it was shown that adding one ancillary mode is
These problems are related to the DiVincenzo’s critérig [1&deed sufficient in order to obtain the optimal working doin
for a well defined quantum computation, namely the point 1) is

related to theability to initialize the state of thqutritto a sim-

ple fiducial statethe point 2) is related to the ability to perform?-1 On the ability to initialize the state of a qutritto a
auniversal set of quantum gatds the following sections, we Simple fiducial state

consider the first problem and suggest a solution based on pho . } ) )

lary mode and a three-mode LOP transformation:

4 Projection via a post-selection protocol 4 — bi = Mya; i,j=1,2,3. (37)

. - Let us also take the third (ancillary) mode initialized ireth
A r_emarkable property of IURs IS that every orbit is to‘zal][‘”vacuum state. Following th(e proce{j)ure outlined above, here
This means that given a normalizeatget state vectoto) € '

(N) ) (N) o ~ we answer the question of whether is possible to find a three
» - and an orbit0y, of the IURY, ", itis always possible modes LOP transformation such that, after a photodeteation
to find af+)) € Oy, with a non vanishing projection alond):  the third (ancillary) mode, a generic qutrit state

(6) # 0. (32) [6) = AJ20) + BI11) + C[02) (38)
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a, b, Let us suppose thates # 0. Equation[[4b) and(48) yield to
a, b, lea] = A E B (51)
V1=laf? =82
that inserted in[(46) gives
oy + B4
Fig. 2. Photodetection assisted three-mode L.O.P. transformatio K = |7|2 + |5|2 + 1- |a|2 — |5|2' (52)

on the first and Seanek, e ande; are found, the remaining coefficients can be
ond (computational) modes. As input state we select the st§fSY computed by an orthonormalization algorithm. Otheewi

o)1z = |11):2 that will be extended with one ancillary modd! ¢i¢2 = 0, there is always the trivial solutian = e = ¢; =
initialized in the vacuum stater( = 0) es = 0 andes; = 1. O Notice that one can always choose

a, 8, andé such that the following normalization condition
|tho) — [11)12]0)3. (39) holds:
2 2 2
The subscripts indicate the mode labels and will be omitted i 2lay|” + |ad + By|” +2|B6]" = 1. (53)
what follows. . , ~ The previous proposition implies that starting from thetesta
_ The action of a LOP transformation acting ¢nl(39) yields 1y|0) for any normalized target stae]38) there exists a LOP
to: . three-mode transformation such that, after a post-seleniea-
¢) = Mp1Mg2a;a4]000)  p,q=1,2,3. (40)  surement corresponding to the vacuum on the ancillary mode,
The global (three-mode) output state, obtained after treeth the following transformation is obtained
mode LOP transformation has the form:

|9) = [60)10) + [61)[1) + [#2)]2), (41)

where|¢,,) are two-mode states. A post-selection conditioned
to the vacuum on the third optical mode gives:

is obtained, with a certain probability,

[11)]0) — [¢)]0). (54)

Proposition 2 Py = k=2 is the probability of success of the
1) — |¢0)[0) = Mp1Myzalal|00)[0) p,g=1,2 , (42) post-selection measurement

where Proof: within the scheme of figulld 2 the output state is
o) = V'2M11 Mi2|20) 1
+ (M Maz + Moy My) [11) 90) = - (V201120) + (a0 + B) [11) + V236]02)) (55)
+ V2M>s1 M5(02) (43)

With the normalization conditior{$3) we obtain tHRy =

is the un-normalizedtiwo-mode output. The square modulus§¢0|¢0> = k=2 is the probability of success] Given a nor-

Po = (¢o|¢o) gives the probability of success of thacuum malized state vector in the forfi{38) the optimal gate corre-
measurement. From a mathematical point of view, the questigponds to the maximum @®, (or the minimum ofk2) with

is whether is possible to find, for evetgrget state [3B), an constraints:

unitary matrixM such that the output staeJ43) and the target

state [3B) are equal apart of a normalization (and phas®yfac V2ay = A
The following propositions hold: ad+ By =B (56)

Proposition 1 for any «, 3,7, 8 with |a|2 + || < 1, there V285 =C
exists an unitary matrix

a y/k es 4.1.1 Examples

M= |08 6/k es (44)

e1 ea/k e Let us suppose that we want to reach the sgtestarting from
for someey, . .. e5 and realk # 0. 111):
Proof: in order the matrix\/ to be unitary the following equa- [11) — [20). (57)
tions have to be satisfied: In the following we are going to describe in which way the

(45) transformation[[d7) can be obtained with the maximum prob-

2 2 2 _
lo” + B +lea|” =1 ability. Notice that the statg20) is obtained from[{38) taking

2 2 2 2
[]° + 1] + |e2|” =k (46) B =C =0, thus we are now looking fdd(3) matrices of the
|€3|2 + |e4|2 + |e5|2 =1 (47) form
oririviany .
a‘es+ [fTes +ejes =0 (49) M=]10 0 e4qf. (58)

vres 4+ 6"es + ese5 = 0. (50) e1 ea/k es
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The normalization conditiofi{$3) implies thity|?> = 1, and a conduction band, and the resulting charge is then amplified

&2) reads as follows to produce a measurable pulse. In practice, however, alaila
photodetectors are not ideally counting all photons, amdt th

k2 — 1 (L 1 ) (59) performances are limited by a non-unit quantum efficiency

2 \ a2 1-—af? namely only a fractior{ of the incoming photons lead to an

electric signal, and ultimately to @ount For intense beam of
Hence, the maximum of probability 18,,,.. = 1/2 (that corre- light the resulting current is anyway proportional to thedm-
sponds to the minimum df*) and it is reached fojn|> = 1/2.  ing photon flux and thus we have a linear detector. On the
Notice that this is the maximal probability allowed in the&n other hand, detectors operating at very low intensitiesrtes
set up|[18]. The corresponding unitary matrix can be chosentg avalanche process in order to transform a single ionizati
follows: event into a recordable pulse. This implies that one caniset d
criminate between a single photon or many photons as the out-

1 %

V2 V2 0 comes from such detectors are eithaliek, corresponding to
M=1|0 (1) L. (60) any number of photons, erothingwhich means that no pho-

75 70 tons have been revealed. ThéSeigerlike detectors are of-

ten referred to as on/off detectors. For unit quantum effiye
This is not the only solution, with this choice the three-modhe action of an on/off detector is described by the two-walu
gate [@D) can be decomposed as product of two-mode gatep@M {11, = |0)(0|, IT; = I — II,}, which represents a par-
the following way tition of the Hilbert space of the signal. In the realisticea

when an incoming photon is not detected with unit probapilit

100] [75 75 0 the POVM is given by([19]
— % 1
M= 8(1)(1) = Lol (61) .
0 01 Mo(n) = > (1 —n)* k) (K],

The circuital implementation is schematically represdrite 7 - ;ZO I 63
figure[3 and consists of a symmetig% beam splitter on the 1(n) = L= IIo(n), (63)
firstand second modé & 7 /4, ¢ = m/2), followed by a swap with 5 denoting quantum efficiency. As a consequence the con-
operation between the second and third mode. ditional state, occurring when the event "no click” is regied

is no longer the pure state given in EQ.(43). The conditional
state is now given by the mixed state

a b,
1 o=m/4 )
=2
a, o b, 00 = T [V IO T ()]
a b 1<
: L B D (= m)¥|dw)(¢rl (64)
k=0
Fig. 3. Circuital implementation scheme of the three-mode L.O.P. o ) )
transformation[{80) with post-selection procedure wherely) is given in Eq.[4D)|¢y.) are the unnormalized states

corresponding to an ideal (unit quantum efficiency, perdiést
crimination) photodetection df photons and?, is the global
As an other example we are going to describe a-psst probability of the "no click” eventi.e
lection assisted LOP transformation with one ancillary mod
which is initialized with one photon. The computational epa

is 7—[52) with an ancillary spacéigl), hence the global space is

Hég). With a procedure analogous to that presented above, it is _ . o )
easy to shown that the same circuit of equatiah (60) (anddigdihe (Uunnormalized) conditional stajtey) is given in Eq. [4B)

2

Py =301~ n)*(xlon)- (65)

k=0

B) allows to perform the transformation whereag¢y), k = 1,2 are given by
[20)[1) — [11)]1), (62) 191) = (Mia Mo + My Ma) [10)
) ) N + (]\/131M22 + M21]Vf32) |01>, (66)

with an optimal probability ofl /2. |a) = V/2Mz1 Mi2]00) . (67)
Realistic photodetection thus degrades the quality of tapa

5 Effects of imperfect photodetection ration. In order to asses the whole procedure we use fidelity t
the target statee.

In the previous sections we have made the assumption that 1

all the components are ideal: in this section we discuss the F = W<¢0|90|¢0>

presence of real photodetectors. Light is revealed by éxplo 0 10

ing its interaction with atoms/molecules or electrons iokds _ 201 _ )k 68
each photon ionizes a single atom or promotes an electron to {(o|do) Po Xk: [(@ol@)I"(1 = n) (68)
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Since the conditional statee,) are mutually orthogonal we post-selection have been considered and a simple trade-off

obtain tween success probability and fidelity has been derived.
_ {¢oldo) _ ﬂ_ (69) Of course the lack of further generality and detail in our
S o(L—mk(klon)  Po present investigation is something to be remedied in therdut

However, we think that it would unrealistic and may be fytile

at this preliminary stage, to try to solve in its full genésal

ot problem of simulating an ideal quantum computer within
the encoding scheme that we have proposed here. Our main
purpose is to suggest that a deeper understanding of th@math
matical structures underlying LOP devices could be a pawerf
{Bol for the further development of optical quantum computa

Therefore there is a simple trade-off between the protigloifi
success and the quality of the preparation, which can be u
to suitably adapt the procedure to the desired task.

In the case of postselection corresponding tdiek of the
photodetector the roles diy and I in (€3) are inverted. A
click on the ancillary mode corresponds to the preparatfon
the computational modes in the mixed states

tion.
1
01 = FIZAk(n)|¢k><¢k|a (70)
Acknowledgments
where i
A =1-(1- 71
() = (1) We wish to thank Prof. G. Marmo of the University of Napoli
and 5 ‘Federico II" for his invaluable scientific and human suppor
o This work has been supported by MIUR through the project
P = ; Ax()(Dk|05)- (72) " PRIN-2005024254-002.

The corresponding fidelity to the target state) is

(¢1o¢1) 1 A One ancilla mode is enough

2
F Gilon - G0 P ZAk(W)|<¢1|¢k>| , (73)
. S In the body of the paper we analyzed in some details the prepa-
which simplifies to ration scheme based on a single ancillary mode. In thismsecti
we show that adding a single ancilla is enough in the sense tha
- Ai(n){d1]d1) - ﬂ (74) with multiple ancillary modes no improvements of the proba-
22:1 Ak (m){(Pr|ok) Py bility of success can be reached. We consider the case ihwhic

o ) the initial input state is the two photon stafel) and discuss
Hence, also in this second example a simple trade off betwag@, ancillary modes generalization of the propositighs 1 and

probability of success and fidelity of real processes isiobth [, The matrix[24) has the following generalized expression
In general, the probability of success and fidelity are indgye case ofn ancillary modes:

pendent quantities in the sense that the maximization of the

success probability does not imply the fidelity optimizatio a v/k es
For example, the optical circuit in figuEé 3 corresponds ® th M=1| B8 6/k es (75)
maximal probability of success for both the transformagion erT ex! /k Es ’

[11)|0) — ]20)|0) and|20)|1) — |11)|1) with an optimal fi-

delity for the former and a non-optimal fidelity for the latte Wwheree; arem-component complex vectors afi is am x m

matrix. Equationd{45]146) and{48) become:
6 Conclusive remarks aFa+ BB+ lerf? =1 (76)

* * 2 2
In this paper we have addressed the problem of whether i addi Y+ 00+ Jeaf =k (77)
tion to the KLM dual-rail quantum computation one can con- oy + 76 + (e1,e2) = 0. (78)
sider a more general-photon N-mode encoding scheme; in
other words, whether there is room for quantum informatiok@king(es, e2) # 0 we obtain
processing based on multiphoton encodingudits In partic-
ular, we investigated the problem of the system initialaat
in Hilbert spaces that are carrier spaces of irreducibléami
representations of unitary groups, representations vdrehs-
sociated in a natural way with LOP transformations. Foaysimvhere
on the case of the 2-photon 2-mode encoding, we found that (e1,e2) = |e1||ea| cosb. (80)
LOP devices assisted by post-selection measurementstallow
engineer any desired state in the encoding space stantimgdr From [Z9) it follows that the maximum probability is reached
suitable fiducial state; moreover, we have shown that thetisat | cos §| = 1 and correspond to the value [@]52). Otherwise,
a single ancilla mode is enough to ensure the maximum prab-the case(e;,e2) = 0, there is always the trivial solution
ability of success. The effects of imperfect photodetectio e; = ez = ez =e4 =0andFE; =1.

|Oz*’7+ﬂ*5|2
|cosO|(1 —[al? —[B[?)’

k? = y?+ 16> + (79)
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