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A nalysis ofcriticalparam eters in the schem e ofB j�ork,Jonsson,and S�anchez-Soto
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Bj�ork,Jonsson,and S�anchez-Soto describe an interesting (gedanken-)experim entwhich dem on-

stratesthatsingle photonscan indeed lead to e�ectswhich have no localrealistic description. W e

study the criticalvaluesofparam etersofsom e possible features ofa non-perfectrealisation ofthe

experim ent(especially photon loss,which could be looked atasthe detection e�ciency),thatneed

to besatis�ed so thattheexperim entcan beconsidered asa valid testofquantum m echanicsversus

localrealism .Interestingly,the schem e turnsoutto be robustagainstphoton loss.

PACS num bers:03.065.U d

Not only is the Belltheorem [1]related to foundations ofphysics,but also to advanced (quantum ) inform ation

processing tasks. Itallowsto exclude alltheoriesbased on localhidden variablesexperim entally. Up to date,there

havebeen m any realizationsofaBell-typeexperim ents[2,3,4],noneofwhich did closeallthepossibleloopholes.The

m ostconspirative theory would allow nature to choose in which loophole localrealism can hide from the observers’

perception. Therefore,ever since the pioneer attem pts offalsi�cation oflocalrealism ,the results alwaysleft som e

doubts.In early experim ents(seee.g.[2])theem itted lightwasnotcorrelated directionally,becausea calcium atom

cascadewasused asa source.Item itsthephotonsin random directions.In theschem eofW eihsetal.[3],which was

a param etricdown-conversion re�nem entoftheAspectetalexperim ent[2],itwasforthe�rsttim epossibleto close

the locality loophole by changing the observables fastenough,and locating the detection stations far enough from

the source. However,the m ain problem in opticalrealizationsofEPR testsisthe detection e�ciency. Experim ents

with entangled atom sallow form uch highere�ciency.However,in ref.[4],wherealm ostperfectdetection e�ciency

wasreported,the spatialseparation between the atom swasm uch to close to callthe experim entloophole free.The

schem eof[5],asweshallsee,lowersvery m uch the e�ciency requirem entsin opticalBell-typetests.

Forthesakeofthefurtherconsideration,webegin with recallinghow thetransm ission and detection e�ciencyenters

the discussion on the falsi�cation oflocalrealism . Clauser and Horne [6]derived a Bellinequality for a following

experim entalsituation: two separated observers,say Caroland Daniel,get particles from an entangled pair in a

singletstate j	 � i= (j01i� j10i)=
p
2. They can,independently from each other,choose between two localstates,

(j0i+ ei�k j1i)=
p
2 or(j0i+ ei�

0

k j1i)=
p
2,(k = c;d)and observedetection eventsassociated with oneofthesestates.

Forphases�c and �d probabilitiesthatthey would succeed are denoted asP (�c)and P (�d),respectively,and the

jointprobability asP (�c;�d).W eretheseprobabilitiesdescribed by any localand realistictheory,theCH inequality

P (�c;�d)+ P (�c;�
0
d)+ P (�0c;�d)

� P (�0c;�
0
d)� P (�c)� P (�d) � 0 (1)

should hold.

W e consider two kinds ofim perfections ofthe setup,nam ely that the detectors and transm ission channels work

with a �nite e�ciency �,and depolarization,transform ing the pure state j	 � ih	 � jinto a m ixture lj	 � ih	 � j+

(1� l)̂I2�2 =4 (0 � l� 1),as in [8]. Taking these two e�ects into accountwe obtain that P (�k)= �=2(k = c;d),

P (�c;�d)= �2(1� lcos(�c � �d))=4,and sim ilarly forallotherchoicesofphases.Thisim pliesa relation between the

criticale�ciency and criticalthe depolarization param eter � C R IT = 2=(
p
2lC R IT + 1) (above the criticalvalues of

both param etersthe CH inequality can be violated).

Another possibility is to consider a Clauser-Horne-Shim ony-Holt inequality [9, 10]. Each observer (random ly)

choosesoneoftwo dichotom icobservables(C;C 0forCharlie,D ;D 0forDaniel)and m easurem entcan yield oneoftwo

distinctresults,+ 1 or� 1. The correlation function isde�ned asa m ean ofa productofthe two resultsoverm any

runsofthe experim ent,E (C;D )= hC D i.Alllocalrealistictheoriesim ply that

jE (C;D )+ E (C;D 0)+ E (C 0
D )� E (C 0

D
0)j� 2: (2)

Assum ing the state to be � = lj	� ih	 � j+ (1 � l)̂I2�2 =4 we get the correlation function as E (X ;Y ) = � l~x � ~y,

where X = ~x � ~�c represents C or C 0 and,sim ilarly,Y = ~y � ~�d stands for D or D 0. Here ~�k is a vector ofPauli

m atricesacting on therespectiveHilbertspace.Fordetectorswith non-unite�ciency,wesucceed to registera known

resultin only a fraction �2 ofallexperim entalruns. O ne can assign to the "no click" eventthe value + 1,see [10].
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The e�cient correlation function is thus E eff(X ;Y ) = �2E (X ;Y )+ (1 � �)2. After putting it into (2) and som e

straightforward algebra,one gets the sam e criticalrelation between land � as in case ofthe CH inequality. Thus,

in an experim entwith two m axim ally entangled particlesand two m easurem entsettingsa localrealistic description

cannotbe convincingly excluded withoutdetectorswith the e�ciency below 2=(
p
2+ 1)� 82:8% . Eberhard gave a

proposalfora loophole free Bellexperim ent[7],in which the required e�ciency to violate CH inequalitiescan be as

low as 66,7% . This is done,however,with the help ofnon-m axim ally entangled states,and in fact in the lim it of

productstatets.Can otherpossiblerealizationsofa Belltestallow to decreasethisbound?

The schem eof[5]isa realization ofthe ideasofTan,W allsand Collett[11].O ne startswith a singlephoton with

a � 45� polarization,whatwe can writeas:

1
p
2
(jH i� jV i)=

1
p
2
(̂a

y

H
� â

y

V
)j0;0i

=
1
p
2
(j1;0i� j0;1i): (3)

The last equation is written using a version ofthe Fock space form alism in which the photon is represented by a

superposition ofthe�rstpolarization m ode(horizontalH )in thesinglephoton stateand thesecond one(verticalV )

in the vacuum state,with the H m odein the vacuum stateand V in the singlephoton state.

Thephoton issentto an inputchannela ofthePBS.A referencelightfrom a localoscillatorisadded through the

second inputchannelb.Thereferencebeam iscoherent,originally ofa m ean photon num ber2j�j2 (hereafter,wetake

� real),and polarized at+ 45�.ThePBS splitsboth signalsinto two channelscand d.During thepropagation phase

shifts!�c and !�d arepicked (! isthe frequency).Atthe end wehavem easuring devices.Thesetup ispresented in

�gure1:

FIG .1: The schem e ofBj�ork,Jonsson,and S�anchez-Soto. A single photon and the coherentbeam are m ixed on a polarizing

beam -splitter (PBS).Each observer is seated at one output ofPBS and m akes speci�c m easurem ents described in the m ain

text. The m easured observablesdepend on a localphase �c and �d. The m easuring devicesare justsuggested (i.e.,they are

som e black boxeswhich m easure the required observables).

Thus behind the PBS the state is j�i = 1p
2
(ei!�c

�
�1;�ei!�c;�ei!�d;0

�
� ei!�d

�
�0;�ei!�c;�ei!�d;1

�
); with m ode

ordering cH ; cV ; dH ; dV (for convenience and without a loss of generality we choose !�c and !�d to be m ul-

tiples of 2�), and the reduced state of m odes of one of the outputs is �k = (j1ih1j+ j0ih0j)
 j�ih�j=2,

where the �rst Hilbert space refers to the single photon polarization and the other{to the coherent state polar-

ization. M easuring devices depend of a localm acroscopic variable �k, and should be able to detect nk-photon

statesde�ned by j+ ;nk;�ki=
�
1+ nk

� 2

��1=2 �p
nk=�j0;nki+ ei�k j1;nk � 1i

�
. The probability ofsuch an eventis

P+ (nk;�k)= e��
2

�2(nk �1)
� ��

1+ nk=�
2
�
(nk � 1)!

�
. The probabilitiesthatwould enterthe inequalitiesare sum sof

probabilitiesofsuch events

P+ (�k)=

1X

nk = 1

P+ (nk;�k); (4)

P+ + (�c;�d)=

1X

nk = 1

1X

nm = 1

P+ + (nk;�k;nm ;�d): (5)
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In the idealcaseonehas

P+ + (�c;�d)= 2sin2(�c � �d)P+ (�c)P+ (�d): (6)

Sincelocally thereisno dependenceon the phase,using the relation (6)onecan show thatClauser-Horneinequality

(1)can be violated wheneverP+ (�k)> 1=(1+
p
2).

The authorsofRef. [5]stressthatthe observation ofthe correlationsism ore e�cientfora strong coherent�eld,

with �2 > > 1.Thereforeweshalldiscussrobustnessofthe setup againstim perfectionsonly forsuch �elds.

An im perfect transm ission [14]with an e�ciency � is equivalent to a perfect one with beam splitters,both ofa

transm ittivity �,put into outputs ofPBS,but we neglectthe signalre
ected by them . Its action on the coherent

partofthe state preservescoherencesbutdecreasesthe excitation num berby a factorof�. The one-photon partis

being statistically m ixed with vacuum ,aswe traceoutexternalm odesofthe �eld.Thestate becom es

1

2
(j1;�;�;0i� j0;�;�;1i)(h1;�;�;0j� h0;�;�;1j) !

�

2
(j1;�

p
�;�

p
�;0i� j0;�

p
�;�

p
�;1i)

� (h1;�
p
�;�

p
�;0j� h0;�

p
�;�

p
�;1j) +

(1� �)j0;�
p
�;�

p
�;0ih0;�

p
�;�

p
�;0j:

(7)

Note thatwhatisim portanthereisonly the the attenuation ofthe singlephoton input.O n can alwaysincreasethe

value ofthe initialam plitude ofthe coherent�eld to com pensate the channeline�ciency.Nevertheless,we shalluse

the aboveapproach of(7).

W e can also introduce decoherence to our m odel. For sim plicity,we assum e that only a (strongly non{classical)

single-photon partofthestateisexposed to destructiveinteraction with theenvironm ent,whilethecoherentpartof

the staterem ainsuna�ected.The lossofcoherencecan be described by a transition:

1

2
(j0;H di� jVc;0i)(h0;H dj� hVc;0j) !

l
1

2
(j0;H di� jVc;0i)(h0;H dj� hVc;0j) +

(1� l)
1

2
(j0;H dih0;H dj+ jVc;0ihVc;0j); (8)

with the decoherenceparam eter0� l� 1.Then the globaland the reduced statesbecom e:

�(�;l)=
l�

2
(
�
�0;�

p
�;�

p
�;1

�
�
�
�1;�

p
�;�

p
�;0

�
)

� (h0;�
p
�;�

p
�;1j� h1;�

p
�;�

p
�;0j)

| {z }
single photon not lost and coherent

+
(1�l)�

2
(
�
�0;�

p
� �

p
�;1

� 

0;�

p
� �

p
�;1

�
�

+ j1;�
p
� �

p
�;0ih1;�

p
� �

p
�;0j)

| {z }
single photon not lost; not coherent

+ (1� �)j0;�
p
�;�

p
�;0ih0;�

p
�;�

p
�;0j

| {z }
single photon lost

(9)

and

�c(d) =
�
�

2
j1ih1j+

�
1�

�

2

�
j0ih0j)

�



�
��
p
�
� 


�
p
�
�
�; (10)
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whatresultsin the following probabilities:

P+ (nk;�k)= e
��

2
�
�(3� �)(�2�)nk �1

�

�
2

�
1+

nk

�2

�
(nk � 1)!

��1
; (11)

P+ + (nc;�c;nd;�d)

=
e�2�

2
�(�2�)nc+ nd�2

�
1+ nc

� 2

� �
1+ nd

� 2

�
(nc � 1)!(nd � 1)!

�

 
�l(1+ �)

2

2
sin2

�c � �d

2
+ (1� l)� + (1� �)�2

!

:

(12)

Theprobabilities,thatwehaveto sum up overnk,areproductsofa function ofnk and an elem entofthePoisson

distribution,with �2 asthem ean value.Thedistribution hastheproperty thatthevariance


(nk � hnk i)

2
�
isequal

to the m ean value,hnk i.Taking �
2 m uch largerthan 1,onegetshnk ineglible againsthnk i

2
and



n2
k

�
,and hence

thelattertwo m ay betaken equal.O necan also draw sim ilarargum entsforhigherm om entsbeing closeto powersof

the m ean. Forlarge � we thustake hf(nk)i= f(hnki)forany su�ciently sm ooth function f. In particular,we will

usethe following approxim ations:

1X

n= 1

1

1+ n

� 2

e
��

2
x (�

2x)n�1

(n � 1)!
�

1

1+ x
; (13)

1X

n= 1

1

1+ n

� 2

e
��

2
x n(�

2x)n

n!�2
�

x

1+ x
; (14)

1X

n= 1

1

1+ n

� 2

e
��

2
x n(�

2x)n�1

(n � 1)!�2
�

x

1+ x
; (15)

1X

n= 1

1

1+ n

� 2

e
��

2
x (�

2x)n

n!
�

1

1+ x
; (16)

with 0� x � 1.Strictly speaking,in (13-16)wedem and �2x,ratherthan �2 itselfto belarge.In �gure2 wecom pare

the num ericalvaluesofthe sum sin ratiosto theirestim ated valuescom puted forx = 0:2 Highervaluesofx would

increasethe accuracy ofthe approxim ations.

Using (13,14)wegetP+ (�k)� �(3� �)=(2(1+ �))and P+ + (�c;�d)� (2� �� lcos(�c� �d))(�=(1+ �))2 W ecan now

putthese probabilitiesinto the CH inequality (1)and perform obvioussteps.The �rstone isto choose the optim al

phasesfortheobservers,such that� cos(�c � �d)� cos(�c � �0d)� cos(�0c � �d)+ cos(�0c � �0d)= 2
p
2.Next,to �nd

the criticalvaluesofland �,wesetthe Clauser-Horneexpression equalto zero and get

� �3C R IT + 2�2C R IT lC R IT (1+
p
2)� 3�C R IT

(1+ �C R IT )
2

= 0; (17)

which can be sim pli�ed to lC R IT = (3� 2�C R IT + �2C R IT )=(2
p
2�2C R IT ).

Ifthesinglephoton canreachthem easuringdeviceswithoutalossofcoherence(lC R IT = 1),thecriticaltransm ission

e�ciency is� C R IT = 1+
p
2� 23=4� 73:2% ,while forperfectdetectorsthe decoherence param etershould be higher

than 1p
2
.Thisindicatesagreatsim ilarity between decoherenceofasingle-photon stateand depolarization actingon a

two-qubitstate[8].Com pletedecoherenceofthesinglephoton m apsastate 1

2
(j0;H di� jVc;0i)(h0;H dj� hVc;0j)onto

a \classically correlated" (in the Fock space)m ixture 1

2
(j0;H dih0;H dj+ jVc;0ihVc;0j)rather than the m axim ally

m ixed state,butsince we m ake m easurem entsin bases,which are unbiased to the eigenbasisofthism ixture,these

"classicalcorrelations" play no rolein the statistics.

O ne can also consider the violation of the CHSH inequality [9] when the described im perfections

are taken into account. To construct the the correlation function we associate the states j+ nk;ki =
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FIG .2:Ratiosbetween num ericalvaluesofleft-hand sidesof(13-16)and theirestim ated valuesasfunctionsof�
2
forx = 0:2.

1
q

1+
n
k

� 2

�p
nk

�
j0;nki+ ei�k j1;nk � 1i

�
with localoutcom es+ 1and j� nk ;ki=

1
q

1+
n
k

� 2

�
j0;nki� ei�k

p
nk

�
j1;nk � 1i

�

with � 1. Its easy to show that the the sates span indeed the whole Hilbert space,except for the vacuum �eld.

The projections j+ ;nk;�kih+ ;nk;�kj+ j+ ;nk;�kih+ ;nk;�kjis the identity operator acting on the subspace of

localnk-photon states. O bviously, sum m ed over nk the projections constitute the globalidentity operator, ex-

cept for the subspace of the vacuum . The correlation function naively obtained from respective probabilities

E (�;l;�c;�d) = P+ + (�;l;�c;�d)� P�+ (�;l;�c;�d)� P+ � (�;l;�c;�d)+ P�� (�;l;�c;�d), reads E (�;l;�c;�d) =

((1� �)=(1+ �))2(1� 2�)+ ((2�)=(1+ �))2 cos(�c � �d).The CHSH inequality,

jE (�;l;�c;�d)+ E (�;l;�c;�
0
d)+ E (�;l;�0c;�d)� E (�;l;�0c;�

0
d)j� 2; (18)

can be violated if

l>
� �3 + 3�2 � � + 1

2
p
2�2

: (19)

Ifthesystem preservestheperfectcoherence,thecriticale�ciency isfound to be� 0
C R IT = (3

p
2)=(4+

p
2)� 71:8% .

Asbefore,the inequality can be violated only ifl> 1=
p
2.

These two resultscannotbe m utually consistent.The CHSH inequality can be expressed asa com bination ofCH

expressions and thus it is less general. O n the other hand,we have obtained that the CH inequality require �ner

experim entalconditionsthan CHSH.Thusacloseranalysisoftheproblem m ustallow theCH inequality tobeviolated

even with lesse�cientchannels.

In orderto achieve this,both Charlie and Danielm usthave m ore freedom than justchanging relative phases�c
�d in (1).Letusallow them thefollowing.Ifthey settheirlocalphaseto theunprim end value,they should m onitor

successfullocalprojectionsonto
P 1

nk = 1
j+ ;nk;�kih+ ;nk;�kj,whereasoncethey choosetheprim ed phasesthecount

eventsarerelated to successfulprojectionsonto
P 1

nk = 1
j� ;nk;�

0
k
ih� ;nk;�

0
k
j.The new probalilitiesread

P+ + (�c;�d)=

�
�

1+ �

� 2

(2� � � lcos(�c � �d));

P�+ (�0c;�d)=

�
�

(1+ �)2

�

(�2 � � + 2+ lcos(�0c � �d));

P+ � (�c;�
0
d)=

�
�

(1+ �)2

�

(�2 � � + 2+ lcos(�c � �
0
d));

P�� (�c;�d)=

�
�

1+ �

� 2

(1� lcos(�c � �d)): (20)
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FIG .3:Relation between lC R IT and thecriticaltransm ission/detection e�ciency � C R IT fortwo-photon (solid line)and single-

photon (dotted line) experim ents for the CH and CHSH inequality. O nly above the curves,respectively,the violation of(1)

and (2)ispossible.

Theseprobabilities,putinto (1):

P+ + (�c;�d)+ P+ � (�c;�
0
d)+ P�+ (�0c;�d)

� P�� (�0c;�
0
d)� P+ (�c)� P+ (�d)� 0; (21)

yield thatlocalrealistic theoriescan be excluded only ifl>
3��

2
p
2
. In the extrem e case ofl= 1,the Bellinequality

can be thusviolated for� > 3� 2
p
2 � 17:15% .O ne m ustbearin m ind,however,thatthe coherentbeam m ustbe

su�cienctly strong to ensurethe validity ofthe appoxim ation.

O ne should m ention here another proposition ofthis type,posed and experim entally realized by Hessm o et al.

[12].Them ostim portantconceptualdi�erencebetween theexperim entsisthatin [12]photonsarenotcounted,but

instead each experim entalisthopesto detectexactly one photon.In the �rstorderofcalculusone photon from this

pair com es from the coherentbeam and the other enters the setup by input A. The optim alintensity ofthe local

oscillatorbeam isalso aboutone photon perpulse (in frontofthe detectors),which in the approach from [5]isnot

enough to violate the CH inequality.Forsuch a low excitation num berourapproxim ation isnotvalid,and the sum

oflocalprobabilitiesisfarlessthan 1=2 (seeFIG .3 in [5]).

In conclusion,thethreshold forthedecoherenceparam eterlookssim ilartotheanalogousparam eterfordepolarizing

channelacting on a two-qubitsingletstateand producing a W ernerstate.A surprising featureoftheBJSS schem eis

the criticalchannele�ciency,see �gure2.The inequalitiesareviolated in the right-hand uppercornerofthe region

ofparam etersshown in the �gure,above the respective curves. Forthe non-depolarized case,one hasthe e�ciency

threshold which is m uch lower than in the standard case ofthe singlet state Bellexperim ent. Non{classicality is

carried by one,nottwo photons.A lossofthephoton hasan analoguein a 2-qubitpictureofadding a m onochrom atic

product adm ixture j00ih00jto the entangled state j	 � ih	 � j,so that the two states are orthogonal. It is then

known by thePeres-Horodekicriterion [13]thatan arbitrarily sm allweightoftheBellstatein them ixturepreserves

entanglem ent.

Thereforethereisa high incentiveto perform such an experim entforsu�ciently e�cientdetectors.However,such

an experim entwould additionally require a precise tailoring ofthe frequency pro�le ofboth the single photon beam

and the coherent beam . Ifthere is a m ism atch one cannot expect high visibilities even for non{decohered single

photon beam .

Interestingly,unlikein caseoftwo entangled photons,the CH inequality isnotequivalentto the CHSH inequality.

Asthe latterprovidesa reasonableim provem ent(71:8% ratherthan 82:8% ),forthe form erthe criticaltransm ission

e�ciency can beaslow as17:2% .However,oneneedscom plicated m easurem entdevices.Thisisthem ostchallenging

aspectforapossibleexperim entalrealization.Nevertheless,theveryhigh resistancetophoton lossm akestheproposal

ofRef.[5]an attractiveschem eforquantum inform ationalapplications.

The work is part of EU 6FP program m e Q AP.M . _Zukowskiis supported by W enner-G ren Foundations. M .

W ie�sniak issupported by an FNP stipend (within ProfessorialSubsidy 14/2003forM Z).Theearly stageofthiswork

wassupported by a UG grantBW 5400-5-0260-4,and a M NiIG rant1 P03B 04927.
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