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Linear optics and quantum m aps
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W e present a theoretical analysis of the connection betw een classical polarization optics and quan—
tum m echanics of two-level system s. F irst, we review them atrix form alisn of classical polarization
optics from a quantum inform ation perspective. In thism anner the passage from the Stokes-Jones—
M ueller description of classical optical processes to the representation ofone-and tw oqubit quantum
operations, becom es straightforward. Second, as a practical application of our classicalvs-quantum
form alism , we show how two-qubit m axin ally entangled m ixed states M EM S), can be generated
by using polarization and spatial m odes of photons generated via spontaneous param etric down

conversion .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum com putation and quantum inform ation have
been am ongst the m ost popular branches of physics in
the last decade [l]. One of the reasons of this success
is that the sm allest unit of quantum informm ation, the
qubit, could be reliably encoded in photons that are easy
to m anipulate and virtually free from decoherence at op—
tical frequencies [4,[3]. Thus, recently, there hasbeen a
grow Ing interest in quantum inform ation processing w ith
linear optics [4,15,1€,17] and several techniques to gener—
ate and m anipulate optical qubits have been developed
for di erent puryposes ranging from , eg., telportation
[, 9], to quantum cryptography [], to quantum mea-
surem ents of qubits states [LJ] and processes [L1], etc.
In particular, Kwiat and coworkers [L2, [13] were able
to create and characterize arbitrary one-and two-qubit
states, using polarization and frequency m odes of pho—
tons generated via spontaneous param etric down conver—
sion (SPDC) [L4].

M anipulation of optical qubits is perform ed by m eans
of linear optical nstrum ents such as half- and quarter—
w ave plates, beam splitters, polarizers, m irrors, etc., and
networks of these elem ents. Each of these devices can
be thought as an ob fct where incom ing m odes of the
electrom agnetic elds are tumed into outgoing m odes by
a linear transform ation. From a quantum inform ation
perspective, this transfom s the state of qubits encoded
In som e degrees of freedom of the incom ing photons, ac—
cording to a com pltely positive m ap E descrbing the
action of the device. Thus, an optical Instrum ent m ay
be put In correspondence w ith a quantum m ap and vice
versa. Such corregoondence has been largely exploited
[1,112,113,119] and stressed [LG, |17] by several authors.
M oreover, classical physics of linear optical devices is a
textbook m atter [LE, 119], and quantum physics of ele-
m entary optical nstrum entshasbeen studied extensively
0], aswell. H owever, surprisingly enough, a system atic
exposition of the connection between classical linear op—
tics and quantum m aps is still Jacking.

In thispaperwe aim to 1lthisgap by presenting a de-
tailed theory of linear optical instrum ents from a quan-—

tum Inform ation point of view . Speci cally, we estab—
lish a rigorousbasis of the connection betw een quantum
m aps describing one- and two-qubit physical processes
operated by polarization-a ecting optical instrum ents,
and the classicalm atrix form alisn ofpolarization optics.
M oreover, we w ill use this connection to interpret som e
recent experin ents in our group R21].

W e begih in Section IT by review ing the classical the—
ory ofpolarization-a ecting linear opticaldevices. T hen,
In Section ITTwe show how to pass, In a naturalm anner,
from classicalpolarization-a ecting opticaloperations to
one-qubit quantum processes. Such passage is extended
to two—qubi quantum m aps in Section IV . In Section V
we fimish two explicit applications of our classicalvs—
quantum form alisn that illustrate its utility. F inally, in
Section V we summ arize our results and draw the con—
clusions.

II. CLASSICAL POLARIZATION OPTICS

In this Section we focus our attention on the descrip—
tion of non-in age-form ing polarization-a ecting optical
devices. First, we shortly review the m athem atical for-
m alisn of classical polarization optics and establish a
proper notation. Second, we introduce the concepts of
Jones and M ueller m atrices as classicalm aps.

A . Polarization states of light beam s

M any textbooks on classical optics introduce the con—
cept of polarized and unpolarized light w ith the help of
the Jones and StokesM ueller calculi, respectively [L8].
In these calculi, the description of classical polarization
of light is form ally identical to the quantum description
of pure and m ixed states of two-level system s, respec—
tively R2]. In the Jones calculus, the electric eld of a
quasim onochrom aticpolarized beam oflight which prop—
agates close the z-direction, is represented by a com plex—
valued two-dim ensional vector, the so-called Jones vec—
tor E 2 C2 :E = Eogx + E,y, where the three real-
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valued unit vectors fx;y;zg de ne an orthogonalC arte—
sian fram e. T he sam e am ount of nform ation about the

state ofthe eld isalso contained in the2 2matrix J
of com ponents Ji5 = EiEj; ({;3= 0;1), which isknown

as the coherency m atrix ofthe beam [L9]. Them atrix J

is Hem itean and positive sem ide nite

J¥=J; w;Jv) = iv;E)S  0; @)

wherev 2 C?, and (u;v) = Louivi denotes the ordi-
nary scalarproduct in C2. Further, J has the profction
property

J%= JTuJ; @)

and is trace equals the total intensity of the beam :
Tl = EoF+ £1F. Ifwe choose the electric el units
In such away that TrJ = 1, then J has the sam e proper-
ties ofa density m atrix representing a tw oJevelquantum
system in a pure state. In classicalpolarization opticsthe
coherency m atrix description ofa light beam has the ad-
vantage, w ith respect to the Jones vector representation,
of generalizing to the conoept of partially polarized light.
Fom ally, the coherency m atrix of a partially polarized
beam of light is characterized by the properties [), whike
the profction property [2) is Iost. In this case J has the
sam e properties of a density m atrix representing a two—
¥evelquantum system in am ixed state. C oherency m atri-
ces of partially polarized beam s @f light m ay be obtained
by tacking linear combinations | wy Jy of coherency
m atrices Jy ofpolarized beam s (allparallel to the sam e
direction z), where the lndex N runs over an ensem bl
of eld con gurationsand w 0. T he degree of polar-
ization O OP, denoted P ) of a partially polarized beam
isde ned by the relation

DetI = (TrJ)> @1 P?)=4: 3)

For a polarized beam of light, profction property [2)

ImpliesDetd = 0 and P = 1, otherwise 0 P < 1.
Tt should be noted that the o -diagonal elem ents of the
coherency m atrix are com plex-valued and, therefore, not
directly observables. However, asany 2 2m atrix, J can

be w ritten either in the Paulibasis X

X 10 % 01
0 Ol ’ 1 lO ’
4)
0 i 1 0
XZ i 0 ’ X3 0 1 7
or In the Standard basis Y
v 10 v 01
0 OO ’ 1 OO ’
)
00 00
Y2 10 ’ Y3 01 I
as
1 %3 x3
J= — x X = vY; ©)

wherex = TrX J)2 R,y = Tr¥'J)2 C and, from
now on, allG reek indices ; ; ; ;:::, take the values
0;1;2;3. The four real coe cients x , called the Stokes
param eters 23] of the beam , can be actually m easured
thus relating J w ith observables of the optical eld. For
exam ple, xog = TrJ represents the total intensity of the
beam . Conversly, the four com plex coe cintsy are
not directly m easurable but have the advantage to fur-
nish a particularly sin ple representation ofthem atrix J
since yo = Jooiyr = Jo17¥2 = Ji07ys = Ji1. The two
di erent representations x and y are related via the
m atrix

210 0 13
601 1 0 7
10 0 1
P
such that x = V yv ,whereV =TrX Y ),and

VYV = 2I;, = VVY,where I isthe4 4 dentity m atrix.

B . Polarization-transform ing linear optical
elem ents

W hen a beam oflight passesthrough an opticalsystem
is state of polarization m ay change. W ithin the con-
text of polarization optics, a polarization-a ecting linear
optical istrum ent is any device that perform s a linear
transform ation upon the electric eld com ponents of an
ncom ing light beam w ithout a ecting the spatialm odes
ofthe eld. Half-and quarterw aveplates, phase shifters,
polarizers, are all exam ples of such devices. T he class of
polarization-a ecting linear optical elem ents com prises
both non-depolarizing and depolarizing devices. R oughly
speaking, a non-depolarizing linear opticalelem ent trans—
form s a polarized input beam into a polarized output
beam . O n the contrary, a depolarizing linear opticalele—
m ent transform s a polarized input beam into a partially
polarized output beam [R4]. A non-depolarizing device
m ay be represented by a classicalm ap via a singke 2 2
com plex-valied m atrix T, the Jones m atrix [L8], such
that

Ein! Eoue= TEun; ®)

for polarized input beam s or, for light beam s w ith arbi-
trary degree of polarization:

Jin ! Jout = TJjnTy: (9)

In this paper we consider only passive (namely, non—
am plifying) optical devices for which the relation
TrJout TrJy, holds. There exist two fiindam ental
kinds of non-depolarizing optical elem ents, nam ely re—
tarders and diattenuators; any other non-depolarizing
elem ent can be modelled as a retarder followed by a
diattenuator R8]. A retarder (@lso known as birefrin—
gent elem ent) changes the phases ofthe two com ponents



of the electric— eld vector of a beam , and m ay be rep—
resented by a unitary Jones matrix Ty . A diattenu-
ator (also known as dichroic elem ent) instead changes

the am plitudes of com ponents of the electric— eld vector
(polarization-dependent losses), and m ay be represented

by a Hem iean Jonesm atrix Ty .

Let Typ denotes a generic non-depolarizing device rep—
resented by the Jonesm atrix T, such that Ji, ! Jout =
TJnTY. W e can rew rite explicitly this relation In tem s
of com ponents as

Uout)is = Tix Ty Tindk1i 10)

where, from now on, summ ation over repeated indices
is understood and all Latin indices i; j;k;L;m ;n;:::take

the values 0 and 1. Since Tj_ijl= (T T )ij;kl M ijikl
we can rewrite Eq. [10) as
Tout)iy = M 151 Tin k15 11)

whereM = T T isaéd4 4 complx-valied m atrix
representing the device Typ , and the symbol  denotes
the ordinary K roneckerm atrix product. M isalso known
as the M ueller m atrix in the Standard m atrix basis [2€]
and it is sin ply related to the m ore comm only used real-
valied M ueller matrix M [L8] via the change of basis
matrix V :
1
M = EVM vY: @2)
For the present case of a non-depolarizing device, M is
nam ed as M ueller-Jones m atrix. From Egs. [@,[1I) i
readily ollow s that we can indi erently represent the
transform ation operated by Typ either in the Standard
or In the Paulibasis as
X3 x3

y"; or x%t= M x™;  (13)

respectively.

W ith respect to the Jonesm atrix T , theM uellerm atri-
cesM and M have the advantage of generalizing to the
representation of depolarizing optical elem ents. M ueller
m atrices of depolarizing devicesm ay be obtained by tak—
Ing linear com binations ofM uellerdJonesm atrices ofnon-—
depolarizing elem ents as
X X

PaM A =
A A

M = 14)

Pa Ta Ty

w here pa 0. Index A runsoveran ensam ble (either de—
termm Inistic 7] or stochastic R8]) ofM ueller-Jonesm atri-
cesM , = Ta T, ,each representing a non-depolarizing
device. The realvalied m atrix M corresponding to M
w ritten in Eq. [14)), can be easily calculated by using Eq.
[I2) that it is stillvalid R6]. In the current literature M
is often w ritten as 5]

M dr
M = 00 ;

b W 1s)

wherep 2 R3; d 2 R3, are known as the polarizance vec—
tor and the diattenuation vector (superscript T indicates
transposition), regoectively, and W isa 3 3 realvalued
m atrix. N ote that p is zero forpure depolarizersand pure
retarders, whilke d isnonzero only for dichroic opticalele—
m ents 25]. M oreover, W reduces to a three-din ensional
orthogonal rotation for pure retarders. It the next Sec—
tion, we shall show that ifwe choose M oo = 1 (this can
be always done since it am ounts to a trivial polarization—
independent renomm alization), the M ueller m atrix of a
non-dichroic opticalelem ent (d = 0), is form ally identi-
calto a non-unital, tracepreserving, one-qubi quantum
map (@lso called channel) R9]. Ifalsop = 0 (oure de-
polarizers and pure retarders), then M is ddenticalto a
unital onequbit channel (@sde ned, eg. nil]).

ITII. FROM CLASSICALTO QUANTUM MAPS:
THE SPECTRALDECOM POSITION

An in portant theorem in classical polarization optics
states that any linear opticalelem ent (either determ inis-
tic or stochastic) isequivalent to a com posite devicem ade
ofatm ost fournon-depolarizing elem ents in parallel 3C].
T his theorem follow s from the spectral decom position of
the Hem iean positive sam ide nie matrix H [B1] as—
sociated to M . In this Section we shortly review such
theorem and illustrate isequivalence w ith the K rausde-
com position theorem of onequbit quantum m aps [I].

Given a Mueller matrix M , i is possbl to built a
4 4 Hem iean positive sem ide nitematrixH = H 1 )
by sin ply reshu ing [32] the indices ofM

X
M ;1= 16)

Hijx Pa (Ta )iy (Ty k17

A

where the last equality ollows from Eq. [4). Equiv-
alently, affter introducing the com posite indices =
gi+ 3 = 2k+ L wecan rewriteEq. [I6) asH =

AaPa Ta) (Ty) In view of the clain ed connection
betw een classicalpolarization optics and one-qubit quan-—
tum m echanics, it worth noting that H is form ally identi-
calto the dynam ical (or Choi) m atrix, describing a one—
qubit quantum process [33]. The spectral theorem for
Hem iean m atrices provides a canonical (or spectral)
decom position for H ofthe form [34]

X3
) @) ; a7

=0

w here 0 are the non-negative eigenvalues of H ,
and fu g = fug;ui;uz;usg is the orthonom al basis

of eigenvectors of H : .M oreoEyer, from a

straightrward calulation i ©lows that: - =

=0
2M oo R€]. Ifwe rearrange the four com ponents of each

elgenvectoru to form a2 2matricesT de ned as

Hu = u

T = (u)l;

@ ) a8)



P
we can rewrite Eq. [I7) as H = T ) (T )
Sihce Eq. [18) can be rewritten as (T )i5 = @ ) 21+ 5/
we can go back from G reek to Latin indices and rew rite
Eq. 1) as

X3 x3
(T )iy T = (T

=0 =0

Hijx1= T )ik;51: (19)

Finally, from the relation above and using Eq. [16), we
obtain

@0)

Equation [20) represents the content of the decom posi-
tion theorem in classical polarization optics, as given by
C oude BQ,[35]. It inplies, via Eq. [II), that the m ost
generaloperation that a linear opticaldevice can perform

upon a beam of light can be w ritten as

X3

Jin ! Jour = T JnTY; 1)

=0

w here the four Jonesm atrices T represent ourdi erent
non-depolarizing optical elem ents.

Since 0, Eq. [2I) is ©om ally identical to the
Kraus form [l] of a com plktely positive one-qubit quan—
tum map E. Therefore, because of the isom orphian be—
tween J and p2], when a single photon encoding a
polarization qubit (represented by the 2 2 density m a—
trix i), passes through an optjcaldqyjoe classically de—

scribbed by the M uellerm atrix M = T T , is
state w ill be transform ed according to
X3
in ! out / T inTyr (22)

=0

w here the proportionality symbol\/ " accounts fora pos—
sble renom alization to ensure Tr oyt = 1. Such renor-
m alization is not necessary in the corresponding classical
equation [2Il) since TrJoyu: is equalto the total intensity
of the output light beam that does not need to be con—
served. Note that by using the de nition [20) we can
rew rite explicitly Eq. [22) as
outiij / Soutij = M i3kl mkli 23)
where ( );3 = hij Jji are density m atrix elem ents In the
single-qubit standard basis fiig, 12 £0;1g, and eyt is
the un-nom alized singlequbit density m atrix such that
out = €out=Tresue. From Egs. [[2F) and Eq. [23), i
readily follow s

Moo+ M o1 (o1 +
+ 1M 02 ( m;01

+M 03 ( ;00

Tregut = in;10)
in;10)

in;j11)7 @4)

where we have assumed Tr ;, = 1. The equation above
shows that M represents a tracepreserving m ap only if
Moo= 1land d® = M 01;M 02;M 03) = (0;0;0), nam ely,
only ifM describes the action of a non-dichroic optical
Instrum ent. In addition, if ;i represents a com pletely
m ixed state, that is if i, = X ¢=2, then from Eq. [23) it
follow s:

1%
Sout = %

2
=0

@5)

werewehavede nedp M g9 and (1;p2;p3) = p isthe
polarizance vector. Equation [29) show sthat in this case
Treour = Moo, and out = €ut™ 00 § X o=2 ifp 6 O,
that is, them ap represented by M (or, M ) isunialonly
ifp = 0.

By writing Egs. [2IH25) we have thus com pleted the
review of the analogies between linear optics and one-
qubit quantum m aps. In the next Section we shall study
the connection between classical polarization optics and
two—qubit quantum m aps.

Iv. POLARIZATION OPTICS AND
TW OQUBIT QUANTUM MAPS

Let us consider a typical SPDC setup where pairs of
photons are created In the quantum state along two
wellde ned spatialm odes (say, path A and path B) of
the electrom agnetic eld, as shown in Fig. 1. Each pho—

Pump

Nonlinear

Path B
crystal

FIG .1l: (Coloronline) Layout ofa typicalSPD C experim ental
setup. An optically pum ped nonlinear crystal, em is photon
pairs that propagate along path A and B through the scatter—
ing devices Ta and Tg , respectively. Scattered photons are
detected in coincidence by detectors D, and Dy that pem it
a tom ographically com plete tw o-photon polarization state re—
construction.

ton of the pair encodes a polarization qubi and can
be represented by a 4 4 Hemn itean m atrix. Let Ta

and Tp be two distinct optical devices put across path
A and path B, respectively. T heir action upon the two-
qubit state can be described by a bi-local quantum

m ap ! Ep Egz [ ] B€]. A sub—class of bidlocal quan—
tum m aps occurs when either Tp or Tz is not present
In the setup, then either B, = I orEz = I, respec—
tively, and the corresponding m ap is said to be local. In



the above expressions I represents the identity map: It
does not change any nput state. W hen a m ap is local,
that iswhen it acts on a sihgle qubi, it is sub fcted to
som e restrictions. This can be easily understood in the
follow ing way: For de niteness, ket assume kB = I so
that the bcalmap E can bewritten asE[ 1= Ea I[ ].
Let A lice and Bob be two spatially ssparated observer
who can detect qubits in m odes A and B, respectively,
and ket and g denote the two-qubit quantum state be-
fore and after T, , respectively. In absence of any causal
connection between photons in path A w ith photons In
path B, special relativity dem ands that Bob cannot de-
tect via any type of local m easurem ent the presence of
the device Tp located in path A . Since the state ofeach
qubit received by B ob is represented by the reduced den—
sty matrix 2 = Trj (&), the bcality constraint can be
w ritten as

o= B 6)

W e can wrie explictly the map Ep I as a Kraus

operator-sum decom position [1]
X3
T e/ @ I) AY I ;
=0

@7

where, from now on, the symbol I denotes the 2 2
dentity m atrix and fA g is a set of four 2 2 Jones
m atrices descrdbing the action of Ta . Then, Eq. [28)
becom es

X X3 X
(28)

kikjr
k;l =0 k

which in plies the trace-preserving condition on the local
map Ep I:

X3
AYA [/ I: (29)

=0

Localm aps that do not satisfy Eq. [29) are classi ed as
non-physical. In this Section we show how to associate
a general twoqubi quantum map E[ ]= En Eg [ Jto
the classical M ueller m atricesM ®» and M ® describing
the opticaldevices Tp and Ty , regoectively. Surprisingly,
we shall nd that do exist physical linear optical devices
(dichroic elem ents) that m ay generate non-physical two—
qubit quantum m aps [37].

Let denoteswith Jiji Ji i, 1,2 £0;1g the two—
qubit standard basis. A pairofqubits is initially prepared
inthegenericstate = ypafijitklj= § 5 fihkj Hinlg
where superscript R indicates reshu ing of the indices,
the sam e operation we used to pass from M to H :
ix1 = hijj ki is transform ed under the

J.k,jl
action of the bi-local linearmap E[ ]= Ea Ez [ ] Into
the state
X
g=Ern Eg[1]/ A B AY BY ; (30)

where fA gand fB garetwo setsof2 2 Jonesm atrices
descrbing the action of Ta and Tg , regpectively. From
Eq. [B0) we can calculate explicitly the m atrix elem ents
hijjg kli= (g)ijx1 In the two-qubit standard basis:

(E)isxkt /@ Jin B kp mpmg B In B )y
= M ?.k-m pM Bl,nq arerQ'
(31)

w here sum m ation over repeated Latin and G reek indices
isunderstood. Sinceby de nition (g)ijx1= ( &)1 we
can rew rite Eq. [3l) using only G reek indices as

/JM2MB R - A pyB R,
(32)

where summ ation over repeated G reck indices is again
understood. Equation [3Z) relates classical quantities
(the two M ueller matrices M * and M B) with quan-—
tum ones (the nput and output density m atrices ® and
5, respectively). M oreover, it is easy to see that Eq.
[32) is the twoqubit quantum analogue of Eq. [13).
In fact, if we introduce the 16 16 two-gqubit M ueller
m atrix M M ?* M B, and the imput and output
two-qubit Stokes param eters in the standard basis de-
ned s L = () L = () uher
a;b2 £0;:::;15g, then wecan write Eq. [32) a

()

)é.5
ygut / M abylg;n;
b=0

(33)

which is orm ally identicalto Eq. [I3). Thus, Eq. B3)
realizes the connection betw een classicalpolarization op—
tics and tw oqubit quantum m aps.

An important case occurswhen Eg = I ) M B = I,
and Eq. [32) reduces to
S/ MR R (34)

Equation [34) illustrates once m ore the sinple relation
existing between the classical M ueller m atrix M * and
the quantum state z.

W ih a typical SPDC setup it isnot di cult to pre-
pare pairs of entangled photons in the singlt polariza—
tion state. Via a direct calculation, it is sin ple to show
that when represents two qubits In the singlet state

s=3®o Xo X1 X1 X, X, X3 Xs3)and
M 2 isnom alized :n such away thatM % = 1, then the
proportionably sym bolin the last equation above can be
substituted w ith the equality sym bol:

e V- B VO R N < )
where, from now on,wewriteM ®rM ? to sinplify the
notation. Note that this pleasant property is true not
only or the singlkt but for all bourBell states [l], aswell

Equation [35) has several rem arkable consequences: Let
M denotes the realvalued M ueller m atrix associated to



M and assume M g9 = 1. Then, the follow ng resuls

hold:
Tr(2) = TrM M T)=4; 36)
Trj (e&g) = A+D)+Mp @B +C)
+iMep2B C)+Moez@® D); (3B7)

where e M ® % istheun-nom alized output density
m atrix. Equation [37) is m ore generalthan Eq. [38),
since i holds for any nput density m atrix  and not
only for the singkt one . In addition, n Eq. [37) we
w rote the input density m atrix  in a block-m atrix form
as

A B
cp ¢ (38)
where A, B, C = BY, and D are 2 2 sub-m atrices
and A + D = Trj (). Equation Bd) shows that the
degree of m ixedness of the quantum state g is In a
one-to-one correspondence w ith the classical depolariz—
Ing power R4] of the device represented by M . Fi-
nally, Eq. [37), together with Eqgs. [13[26), tells us
that the two-qubit quantum map Eq. [B3) is trace-
preserving only ifthe device is not dichroic, nam ely only
ide = Mo]_;M 02;M 03) = (O;O;O). This last result
show sthat despite oftheir physicalnature (think of, eg.,
a polarizer), dichroic optical elem ents m ust be handled
w ith care when used to build two—qubi quantum m aps.
W e shall discuss further this point in the next Section.
Before concluding this Section, we want to point out
the analogy between the 16 16 Muellermatrix M =
M? M ® associated to a bilocal two-qubit quantum
map,and the4 4M uellerJdonesmatrixM =T T rep-—
resenting a non-depolarizing device in a one-qubit quan-—
tum map. In both cases the M ueller m atrix is said to
be separabk. Then, in Eq. [14) we lramed how to build
non-separableM uellerm atrices representing depolarizing
optical elem ents. By analogy, we can now build non-
separable twoqubi M ueller m atrices representing non—

bcal quantum m aps, as
X
M =

A B

wagM A M B; (39)

where wap O,wap & wa Wwp,and indicesA ;B run
over two ensembles of arbitrary M ueller m atrices M 2
and M B representing optical devices located in path A
and path B , regoectively.

V. APPLICATIONS

In this Section we exploi our form alisn, by apply—
Ing i to two di erent cases. Asa rst application, we
build a sin ple phenom enological m odel capable to ex—
plain certain ofour recent experim entalresults R1]about
scattering of entangled photons. T he second application
consists In the explicit construction of a bidocal quan—
tum m ap generating two-qubitM EM S states. A realistic
physical in plem entation of such m ap is also given.

A . Example 1: A sim ple phenom enologicalm odel

In Ref. R1], by usihg a setup sin ilar to the one
shown in Fig. 1, we have experin entally generated en—
tangled two-qubi m ixed states that lie upon and below
the W emer curve In the linear entropy-tangle plane [3€].
In particular, we have found that: (a) B irefringent scat-
terers always produce generalizead W emer states of the
form gy =V Iy VY I,where y denotesordhary
W emer states [39], and V representsan arbitrary unitary
operation; (o) D ichroic scatterers generate sub-W emer
states, that is states that lie below the W emer curve in
the linear entropy-tangle plane. In both cases, the input
photon pairs were experim entally prepared in the polar-
ization singlet state . In this subsection we build, w ith
the aid ofEq. [33)), a phenom enologicalm odelexplaining
both results @) and ©).

To thisend let us consider the experin ental setup rep—
resented In Fig. 1. A ccording to the actual schem e used
In Ref. R1], where a single scattering device was present,
in this Subsection we assume Tz = I, so that the re—
sulting quantum map is bcal. The scattering elem ent
Tp Inserted acrosspath A can be classically described by
someM uellermatrix M . In Ref. R3], Lu and Chipm an
have shown that any given M ueller m atrix M can be
decom posed In the product
whereM ,M p,and M p are complx-valied M ueller
m atrices representing a pure depolarizer, a retarder, and
a diattenuator, respectively. Such decom position is not
unigue, orexample,M =M M pM p isanothervalid
decom position [4d]. O fcourse, the actualvaliesofM
M g ,andM p depend on the speci c order one chooses.
However, In any case they have the general form s given
below :

ZLC 0 0 1_C3
2 2
0 &b ab
1 1+
5 0 0 =
Mg =Ty Ty; 42)

where a;b;c 2 R, and Ty, Ty are the uniary and
Hem iean Jones m atrices representing a retarder and
a diattenuator, respectively. A ctually, the expression
of M given in Eq. [4]) is not the m ost general pos—
sble RS], but i is the correct one for the representa-
tion of pure depolarizers w ith zero polarizance, such as
the ones used In Ref. [R1]. Note that although M g

and M p areM ueller-Jdonesm atrices, M isnot. W hen
a=Db=c p:p2 ;1] the depolarizer is said to be
isotropic (or, better, polarization-isotropic). This case
isparticularly relevant w hen birefringence and dichroisn

are absent. In thiscaseM 5 = I, = M  , and Eq. [40)
givesM = M . Thus, by usihg Eq. [4Il) we can calcu—



lbteM (o) and use it n Eq. [33) to obtain
p
E=Pst 2 L W 44)
that is, we have just obtalned a W emer state: g = y !

T hus, we have found that a local polarization-isotropic
scatterer acting upon the two-qubit singlet state, gener—
ates W emer states.

Next, et us consider the cases of birefringent (re—
tarders) and dichroic (diattenuators) scattering devices
that we used In our experin ents. In these cases the total
M ueller m atrices M of the devices under consideration,
can be written asM = M ;M , where either Z = B
orZ =D ,and M =M (o) represents a polarization-—
isotropic depolarizer. Forde niteness, et consider In de-
tail only the case of a birefringent scatterer, since the
case of a dichroic one can be treated in the sameway. In
this case

MegM ()= Ty T TyT ; 45)

=0

and, as result of a straightforward calculation, o= @1+
3p)=2; 1= 2= 3= (1 P)=2,T =X = 2;whilkTy
isan arbitrary unitary 2 2 Jonesm atrix representing a
generic retarder. For the sake of clarity, nstead ofusing
directly Eq. [39), we prefer to rew rite Eq. [30) adapted
to this case as

X3
E = ©) Ty T I o TYT] I
=0 "
X3 #
= Ty I ©) T I ., TY 1 T I
=0
=Ty, IwTd I
= GW 7 (46)

where Eq. [44) hasbeen used. Equation Eq. [46) clearly
show sthat thee ect ofa birefringent scatterer is to gen-
erate what we called generalized W emer states, in full
agream ent w ith our experim ental results 21].
T he analysis for the case of a dichroic scatterer can be
done in the sam e m anner lading to the resul
g/ &=Ta IuT{ I; @an
where Ty isa 2 2 Hem iean m atrix representing a
generic diattenuator [L8]:

dpoos 2+ dysinh 2 dy di)cos sh

Ta = @ d)cos sn doos 2+ dysin 2

7(48)

where d; 2 [0;1], are the diattenuation factors, while

2 (0;2 ] gives the direction of the tranam ission axis
of the linear polarizer to which Ty reduces when either
do = 0ord; = 0. Figure 2 reports, in the tangle-linear
entropy plane, the resuls of a num erical sin ulation were

we generated 10? states ; from Eq. [@7), by random Iy
generating W ith uniform distrdbutions) the ur param —
eters p; dg; di, and In the ranges: p;d ;d; 2 [0;1],

2 (0;2 ]. The num erical sin ulation show s that a local

0 02 04 06 08 1
Linear entropy, S;

FIG. 2: Numerical sinulation from our phenom enological
m odel qualitatively reproducing the behavior of a dichroic
scattering system . The gray region represents unphysical
statesand it isbounded from below by M EM S (dashed curve).
T he lower continuous thick curve represents W emer states.

dichroic scatterer m ay generate subW emer two-qubit
states, that is states located below the W emer curve in
the tangle-lnear entropy plane. The qualitative agree—
m ent between the result ofthis sim ulation and the exper-
Inental ndings shown in Fig. 3 ofRef.|21] is evident.

1. D iscussion

Tt should be noticed that while we used the equality
symbolin writing Eq. [46)), wehad to use the proportion—
ality symbolin w ritihg Eq. [47). This isa consequence of
the H emn itean characterofthe Jonesm atrix Ty that gen—
erates a non-tracepreserving m ap. In fact, in this case
from M = MpM (o), whereMp = Ty T, VY)=2
andM ()= VM @)VYE2 eeEq. [12)], we obtain
Tr(ez) = &+ d&)=26 1.M oreover, Eq. [37) gives

B _

E TIj\(E)
_ X & df Xi:sh2 + Xjco0s2 . @9)
2 P era 2 ’
where g = e=Tr(e). This resul is in contradiction,

fordy 6 d;, wih the locality constraint expressed by Eq.
[2d) which requires

B =2 (50)

As we already discussed in the previous Section, only
the latter result seem s to be physically m eaningfiil since
photons in path B, descrbed by E , cannot carry infor-
m ation about device T which is located across path A .
On the contrary, Eq. [49) showsthat £ isexpressed In



term s of the fourphysicalparam etersp;dp;d; and that
characterize Ta . Is there a contradiction here?

In fact, there is none! O ne should keep In m Ind that
Eq. [@9) expresses the one-qubit reduced density m atrix

¢ that is extracted from the two-qubit density m atrix

g after the latter has been reconstructed by the two
observers A lice and Bob by means of nonlcal coinci-
dence m easuram ents. Such m atrix contains inform ation
about koth qubits and, therefore, contains also nform a-
tion about Ta . Conversely, £ = Xo=2 n Eq. [50), is
the reduced densiy m atrix that could be reconstructed
by Bob alone via Jocal m easurem entsbefore he and A lice
had com pared their own experin ental resuls and had
selected from the raw data the coincidence counts.

From a physical point of view, the discrepancy be-
tween Eq. [49) and Eq. [B0) is due to the polarization—
dependent losses (that is, dg & d;) that characterize
dichroic optical devices and it is unavoidable when such
elem ents are present in an experim ental setup. A ctually,
it hasbeen already noticed that a dichroic opticalelem ent
necessarily perform s a kind of post-selective m easure—
ment [L€]. In our case coincidence m easurem ents post—
select only those photons that have not been absorbed
by the dichroic elem ents present in the setup. H owever,
sihce In any SPDC setup even the initial singlet state
is actually a post-selected state (in order to cut o the
otherw ise overw helm Ing vacuum contrdbution), the prac-
tical use of dichroic devices does not represent a severe
lim itation for such setups.

B. Example 2: G eneration oftwo—qubit M EM S
states

In the previous subsection we have shown that it ispos—
sble to generate two-qubit states represented by points
upon and below the W emer curve in the tangle-linear
entropy plane, by operating on a single qubit (local op—
erations) belonging to a pair hiially prepared in the
entangled singlkt state. In another paper [37] we have
shown that it is also possible to generate M EM S states
(see, eg., B8,141] and references therein), via local op—
erations. However, the price to pay In that case was
the necessity to use a dichroic device that could not be
represented by a \physical", nam ely a trace-preserving,
quantum m ap. In the present subsection, as an exam ple
ustrating the usefilness of our conceptual schem e, we
show that by allow ing bidocal operations perform ed by
tw 0 separate opticaldevices T, and Ty located ash Fig.
1, it is possbl to achieve M EM S states w ithout using
dichroic devices.

To this end, lt us start by rew riting explicitly Eq.
[30), where the most general bidocal quantum m ap

E[ ]= En Ep [ ]operating upon the generic input two—

qubit state , is represented by a K raus decom position:
X

e=Ex Eg[]= A B AY BY ; (B1)

w here now the equality symbolcan be used since we as—
sum e that both single-qubitmapsE, and Ez are trace—
preserving,

X3 X3
AYA =1I=
=0 =0

BYB ; (52)

but not necessarily unial: Er I]16 I;F 2 fA;Bg [B3€].
Under the action ofE, the initial state ofeach qubit trav-
elling In path A orpath B is transform ed into either the
output state

53)

or

54)

respectively, where ® = Trj (), and B = Trj ().
W ihout lossofgenerality, we assum e that the two qubits
are initially prepared in the s@g]et state: = 5. Then
Egs. B364) reduceto § = F FY=2; F 2 fA;Bg.
From the previous analysis [see Egs. [BOB2)] we know
that to each bidocalquantum map E, Eg can be asso—
ciated a pair of classical M uellerm atricesM , and M 3
such that
X
(3) = MA MP

(%) (55)

T he realvalied M uellerm atricesM , andM g associated
viaEq. [I2) toM a andM g , respectively, can bew ritten
as

1 07 1 0%

Ma = a A 7 Mp = b B 7 (56)
where Eq. [[8) with da = 0 = dg and M oo = 1 has
been used, and

2 3 2 3
ai b
a=425; b=4p>d; 57)

as b3

are the polarizance vectors of M 5 and M p , respectively.
W e ram em ber that the condition da = dg = 0 is a
consequence of the fact that both maps E, and Ez are
tracepreserving, whilke the conditionsa € 0 andb € 0

re ect the non-unital nature of B and Egz . W ih this
notation we can rew rite Eqgs. [535E4) as
1%
= — ax ; 58
E > (58)
=0
1%
E=2 bx (59)
E ’



wherewehavede ned g = 1= Iy.M oreover, the output
two-qubit density matrix g = E[ ] can be decom posed
Into a real and an in aghary part as g = §e+ ié‘“,

w here
2, 3
¥ + + +
18 ' ]
pe=—8 7 ; 60
E 44 + + S (60)
+
and
2 3
0 + + +
lg 0 7
m_ 6 + )
E 44 N 0 55 (61)
n 0
w ith
Y (l+as) s+ as) Casl;
1 a3) bs@ as3)+ Css3); (62)
and
b @ Cz1);
a; (@abs Ci3);
aitlby Ci1 (@b Ca2); (63)
and
b @b Caz);
az (azbs  Ca23);
azly C21 (@il Ci2); (64)
wheJ:eCij (ABT)ij;i;jZ f1;2;3g'.

At this point, our goalis to determ ine the two vectors
a;b and thetwo 3 3matricesA;B such that & = 0

and
g2 0 0 p=2 °
6 0 1 gp) O 0o 7
E— MEMS = 4 0 0 0 0 5; (65)
p=2 0 0 gp)=2
w here
8
< 2=3; 0 p 2=3
gpP) = (66)
tops 2=3<p 1:
To thisend, rstwe calculate a and b by in posing:
1 gp)=2 O
2= MEMs ™ 0 so=2 ©67)
B _ B . gp)=2 0 .
E - MEMS 0 1 ge)=2 ' (68)

respectively. Note that only ful ling Egs. [6/68), to—
getherwith £°= ygzys and = 0, willensure the

achievem ent of true M EM S states. It is surprising that

In the current literature the in portance of this point
is neglected. Thus, by solving Eqgs. [EHE8) we obtain
ays=a =0,a3=1 gp),andb = a, where Egs.
[E859) have been used. Then, after a little of algebra,
it is not di cul to nd that a possble bidocal m ap

E = Ep Ep that generates a solution g for the equa—
tion g = yEgwms,can be expressed as in Egs. [BAH54) in
term s of the two realvalued M ueller m atrices
2 1 pO 0 0 3
_ 6 0 p 0 0 7
MA = 4 0 0 pI—D 0 ’
1 gp) 0 0 g
(69)
2 1 8 0 0 3
_ 0 p 0 0 7.
Mg = 2 0 0 pI—D 0 5:
gpE) 1 0 0 g@E

Tt iseasy to check that both M , and M 5 are physically
adm issible M ueller m atrices since the associated m atri-
ces Hpy and Hpy have the sam e spectrum m ade of non—
negative eigenvalies £ g= £ o; 1; 2; 39. In partic—

ular:
f g=1f0;1 p;0;1+pg; for 2=3<p 1l: (70)
and
15 p1+36p 5+p1+36p
£ g= 0i3; ; i (1)
3 6 6
for0 p 2=3. Lt is also easy to see that themap E

can be decomposed as in Eq. [BI) in a K raus sum w ith
Ag=A,=0,

P—
P — 01 P — 1.0
B 1= g o0 i As 3= gPg (2
andBo=B2=O,
P— 0_ o0 p— o Pgp
Bi 1= oPr—g i Bs 3= g o 09
for2=3< p 1. Analogously, or0 p 2=3 we have
A0=O,
r_
p— 0 1= 3
A, 1= ; (74)
p— 0 P — 0
Ay 2= 0 L Aj 3= 6 ;7 (75)
aIldB():O,
p— 0 %
B, 15 51— 3 7 (76)
p 0 p— 0
2 2= o i B3 = o 50D



w here

1+ 6p
P ;

78
1+ 36p 78

N

(79)
s

1,1 %
3 1+ 36p

N ote that these coe clents satisfy the follow ing relations:

X3
AYA = {4+ =1; (80)
=0

X3

BYB = —+ (81)

Wl

=0

A straightforw ard calculation show sthat the singlequbit
mapsEy andEp aretracepressrvingbutnot unial, since

S 2 g 0
Y — .
y A A 0 g) 82)
and
X3
y_ 9© 0
B B 0 2 g6 83)

=0

At thispoint ourtask hasbeen fiully accom plished. How -
ever, before concluding this subsection, we want to point
out that both m apsE, and Eg m ust depend on the sam e
param eter p In order to generate proper M EM S states.
This m eans that either a classical com m unication m ust
be established between Tp and Tz In oxder to x the
sam e value ofp for both devices, or a classical signalen—
coding the inform ation about the value ofp m ust be sent
towardsboth T and Tg .

1. Physical in plem entation

Now we fumish a straightforward physical in plem en—
tation for the quantum m aps presented above. Up to
now , several linear optical schem es generating M EM S
states were proposed and experim entally tested. Kwiat
and cow orkers B8€]were the rstto achieveM EM S using
photon pairs from spontaneous param etric down conver—
sion. B asically, they lnduced decoherence in SPD C pairs
Initially prepared In a pure entangled state by coupling
polarization and frequency degrees of freedom ofthe pho-—
tons. Atthe sam etim e, a som ewhat di erent schem ewas
used by DeM artiniand cow orkers [41] who instead used
the spatial degrees of freedom of SPDC photons to in—
duce decoherence. In such a schem e the use of spatial
degrees of freedom ofphotons required the m anipulation
of not only the em itted SPD C photons, but also of the
pum p beam .
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In this subsection, we show that both sihglequbit
maps Ex and Eg can be physically in plem ented as lin—
ear optical networks [€] where polarization and spatial
m odes of photons are suitably coupled, w ithout acting
upon the pump beam . The basic buiding blocks of
such netw orks are polarizing beam splitters PBSs), half-
waveplates HW Ps), and m frrors. Let ji;N i be a single—
photon basis, where the indices 1 and N label polariza-
tion and spatialm odes of the electrom agnetic eld, re—
spectively. W e can also write ;N i= &} Piin tem sof
the anniilation operators &y and the vacuum state Pi.
A polarizing beam splitter distributes horizontal i= H )
and vertical (i= V) polarization m odes over tw o distinct
spatialmodes, say N = n and N = m , as follow s:

Hinin ! Hiniwe and Vinin ! Vim oue;

(84)
Vinioues

Himin ! Himie and ¥im dg !

as illustrated in Fig. 3. A halfwaveplate does not cou—

‘ Ji m>out
' N

i,n>in—|Z|—>

i'n>out

‘j’m>in

FIG . 3: The polarizing beam splitter couples horizontal and
vertical polarization m odes (i;j 2 fH ;V g), w ith two distinct
goatialm odesN = n and N = m ofthe electrom agnetic eld.

plk polarization and spatialm odes of the electrom agnetic
eld and can be represented by a 2 2 Jones m atrix
Tuwe () as

sin 2
cos2

cos2

Tawp ()= sn 2 ; 85)

where is the anglk the optic axis m akes w ith the hori-
zontal polarization. Two halfwaveplates in series con-—
stitute a polarization rotator represented by Tr () =
Tawp (0t =2)Tyw e (o), where ( isan arbitrary angle
and

cos sin

TR ()= & s 86)

By combining these basic elem ents, com posite devices
may be builk. Figures 4 (@) show the structure of a
horizontal (a), and vertical (o) variable beam splitter,
denoted HVBS and VVBS, respectively. HVBS perfomm s
the follow ing transform ation

®7)

Hiniy ! cos Hiniuet sih H,m e



while VVBS m akes

Vimin ! cos Vinkye+ sn Vim bye: (88)
Atthispointwehave allthe Ingredientsnecessary to built
the optical linear netw orks corresponding to our m aps.
W e begin by illustrating in detail the optical netw ork
Inplementing E, (for2=3 < p 1), which is shown in
Fig.5.Let j gi= af i+ by ibe the input single-photon
state entering the network. Ifwe de ne the VVBS angle

o= al:coosp D; (89)

then it is easy to obtain after a straightforward calcula—
tion:

p_ . .
1A1Joi=Db

pH i (90)

T
Ji11=

LT P — . . . P- .
J31i= s3Az3joi=aH i+ b pyi: 91)
Since detector D does not distinguish gpatialm ode 1
from spatialm ode 2, the two states j 11 and j i, sum
nhooherently and the single-photon output density m atrix
canbewritten as g, = j ;ih 13+ j 3ih jj where
. jo

- 2+ jogg p) ab" P ©2)

g ab p pPF
O f course, if we w rite the Input density m atrix as ¢ =
J oih o3 it iseasy to see that

X3

0AY: (93)

pres [|Hwp

FIG .4: The varable beam splitters HVBS and VVBS.
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2y
pres [ |Hwp
H VVBS E Mirror

FIG .5: Linear optical network in plem enting Ea
p 1), ©orMEM S Igeneration.

(for 2=3 <

where Egs. [72)) have been used. Equation [93), together
with Eq. [53), proves the equivalence between the quan—
tum map Ep and the linear optical setup shown In Fig.
5. Note that the M ach-Zehnder interferom eters present
In Figs. 5 and 6 arebalanced, that is their am shave the
sam e optical length. In a sim ilar m anner, we can phys-
ically mplement Eg (or 2=3 < p 1), In the optical
network shown in Fig. 6, where we have de ned

p_ . .
1B1Joi=D

jii= Py i; (94)
T P — . . o . .

J31= 3B3joi= b pHi+tayVi (95)
and, again, g, = jiih 13+ j3ih 33

The optical networks necessary to realize quantum

m aps generating M EM S IT states are a bit m ore com —
plicated. In order to illustrate them we need to de ne
the follow ing two angles ;-3 and that determ ine the
tranam ission am pliudesoftwo VVBSsused in theM EM S

II netw orks:
r

1=3 = arcoos ; (96)

Tl

r _

3
= arcoos > ¢ : 97)

In addition, a third angle determm ning the tranam is-
sion am plitudes ofa HVB S, m ust be Introduced:

= arccos 4 : (98)

Then, themap Ex (for0 p 2=3), is realized by the
opticalnetwork shown in Fig. 7, where we have de ned

j3ti= sAzjoei= a Hi+b L ¥Vi; 99



Dg
B) B
25
o
0[7
\%

%) a

res [|Hwp

H VVBS EMirror

FIG . 6: Linear optical network Im plem enting Ez (for 2=3 <
p 1), orMEM S Igeneration.
j3i=  sAszjoi=a s Hi+b Vi (100)
IT s p - R . b .
jii= 1A1] ol= p—g:H i: (101)

In this case, Incoherent detection produces the output
mixed state g, = Jj;'ih 373+ j3Tih 33+ JiTih T
Finally, themap Eg (for0 p 2=3), is realized by the
opticalnetwork shown in Fig. 8, where we have de ned

ji= ,B,joi=b . Hita Vi (102)
375=" .B3joei= b Hit+a , ¥Vi; (103)
. IT P — . . b .
jii= 1B1J oi= ?—55711 (104)

Asbefre, now wehave g, = j;tih 7'3+ j 1Tih 115+

31T 113

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

C lassical polarization optics and quantum m echanics
oftwoJlevel system saretwo di erent branches ofphysics
that share the sam e m athem atical m achinery. In this
paper we have described the analogies and connections
betw een these two sub gcts. In particular, after a review
of the m atrix form alisn of classical polarization optics,
w e established the exact relation between one—and two—
qubi quantum m aps and classical description of linear
optical processes. Finally, we successfully applied the
form alism just developed, to tw o cases ofpracticalutility.
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DAK'%

o) |ad)  |of)

Co

by —P7

91/3

\%
W =
o) ﬂH 540

res [|Hwp

H VVBS H HVBS EMirror

FIG .7: Linear opticalnetwork In plem entingEa (for0 p
2=3), forM EM S ITIgeneration. Each ofthetwoM ach-Zehnder
interferom eters constituting the netw ork are balanced.

DB/—%

o) ) )

45°

Gt 94

51/3

Vv
W P
o) 2

Pres [ Hwp

H VVBS H HVBS EMirror

FIG .8: Linear opticalnetwork In plem enting Ez (or0 p
2=3), forM EM S ITgeneration. Each ofthetwoM ach-Zehnder
interferom eters constituting the netw ork are balanced.

W e believe that the present paper will be usefiil to
both the classical and the quantum optics com m unity
since it enlightens and puts on a rigorous basis, the so—



w idely used relations between classical polarization op-—
tics and quantum m echanics of qubits. A particularly
Interesting aspect of our work is that we describe in de-
tailhow dichroic devices (ie., devices w ith polarization—
dependent losses), t into this general schem e.
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