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Linear optics and quantum m aps
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W epresenta theoreticalanalysisoftheconnection between classicalpolarization opticsand quan-

tum m echanicsoftwo-levelsystem s.First,we review them atrix form alism ofclassicalpolarization

opticsfrom a quantum inform ation perspective.In thism annerthepassage from theStokes-Jones-

M uellerdescription ofclassicalopticalprocessestotherepresentation ofone-and two-qubitquantum

operations,becom esstraightforward.Second,asa practicalapplication ofourclassical-vs-quantum

form alism ,we show how two-qubit m axim ally entangled m ixed states (M EM S),can be generated

by using polarization and spatialm odes ofphotons generated via spontaneous param etric down

conversion.

PACS num bers:03.65.U d,03.67.M n,42.25.Ja

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum com putation and quantum inform ation have

been am ongst the m ost popular branches ofphysics in

the last decade [1]. O ne ofthe reasons ofthis success

is that the sm allest unit of quantum inform ation, the

qubit,could bereliably encoded in photonsthatareeasy

to m anipulateand virtually freefrom decoherenceatop-

ticalfrequencies[2,3]. Thus,recently,there hasbeen a

growinginterestin quantum inform ation processingwith

linearoptics[4,5,6,7]and severaltechniquesto gener-

ate and m anipulate opticalqubits have been developed

for di� erent purposes ranging from , e.g., teleportation

[8,9],to quantum cryptography [3],to quantum m ea-

surem ents ofqubits states [10]and processes [11],etc.

In particular, K wiat and coworkers [12, 13]were able

to create and characterize arbitrary one-and two-qubit

states,using polarization and frequency m odes ofpho-

tonsgenerated via spontaneousparam etricdown conver-

sion (SPDC)[14].

M anipulation ofopticalqubitsisperform ed by m eans

oflinear opticalinstrum ents such as half-and quarter-

waveplates,beam splitters,polarizers,m irrors,etc.,and

networks ofthese elem ents. Each ofthese devices can

be thought as an object where incom ing m odes ofthe

electrom agnetic� eldsareturned into outgoing m odesby

a linear transform ation. From a quantum inform ation

perspective,thistransform sthe state ofqubitsencoded

in som edegreesoffreedom ofthe incom ing photons,ac-

cording to a com pletely positive m ap E describing the

action ofthe device. Thus,an opticalinstrum ent m ay

be putin correspondencewith a quantum m ap and vice

versa. Such correspondence has been largely exploited

[7,12,13,15]and stressed [16,17]by severalauthors.

M oreover,classicalphysics oflinear opticaldevices is a

textbook m atter [18,19],and quantum physics ofele-

m entaryopticalinstrum entshasbeen studied extensively

[20],aswell.However,surprisingly enough,a system atic

exposition ofthe connection between classicallinearop-

ticsand quantum m apsisstilllacking.

In thispaperweaim to � llthisgap by presentinga de-

tailed theory oflinearopticalinstrum entsfrom a quan-

tum inform ation point ofview. Speci� cally,we estab-

lish a rigorousbasisofthe connection between quantum

m aps describing one- and two-qubit physicalprocesses

operated by polarization-a� ecting optical instrum ents,

and theclassicalm atrix form alism ofpolarization optics.

M oreover,we willuse this connection to interpretsom e

recentexperim entsin ourgroup [21].

W e begin in Section IIby reviewing the classicalthe-

ory ofpolarization-a� ectinglinearopticaldevices.Then,

in Section IIIweshow how to pass,in a naturalm anner,

from classicalpolarization-a� ecting opticaloperationsto

one-qubitquantum processes. Such passage isextended

to two-qubitquantum m apsin Section IV.In Section V

we furnish two explicit applications ofour classical-vs-

quantum form alism thatillustrate itsutility. Finally,in

Section V we sum m arize our results and draw the con-

clusions.

II. C LA SSIC A L P O LA R IZA T IO N O P T IC S

In thisSection we focusourattention on the descrip-

tion ofnon-im age-form ing polarization-a� ecting optical

devices. First,we shortly review the m athem aticalfor-

m alism of classicalpolarization optics and establish a

proper notation. Second,we introduce the concepts of

Jonesand M uellerm atricesasclassicalm aps.

A . Polarization states oflight beam s

M any textbookson classicalopticsintroducethe con-

ceptofpolarized and unpolarized lightwith the help of

the Jones and Stokes-M ueller calculi,respectively [18].

In these calculi,the description ofclassicalpolarization

oflightisform ally identicalto the quantum description

ofpure and m ixed states oftwo-levelsystem s,respec-

tively [22]. In the Jones calculus,the electric � eld ofa

quasi-m onochrom aticpolarized beam oflightwhich prop-

agatesclosethez-direction,isrepresented by a com plex-

valued two-dim ensionalvector,the so-called Jones vec-

tor E 2 C
2 : E = E 0x + E 1y, where the three real-

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611179v1
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valued unitvectorsfx;y;zg de� nean orthogonalCarte-

sian fram e. The sam e am ountofinform ation aboutthe

state ofthe � eld isalso contained in the 2� 2 m atrix J

ofcom ponentsJij = E iE
�
j;(i;j= 0;1),which isknown

asthecoherency m atrix ofthe beam [19].The m atrix J

isHerm itean and positive sem ide� nite

J
y = J; (v;Jv)= j(v;E)j

2
� 0; (1)

where v 2 C
2,and (u;v)=

P
1

i= 0
u�ivi denotesthe ordi-

nary scalarproductin C2.Further,J hastheprojection

property

J
2 = J TrJ; (2)

and its trace equals the total intensity of the beam :

TrJ = jE 0j
2 + jE 1j

2.Ifwe choosethe electric� eld units

in such a way thatTrJ = 1,then J hasthesam eproper-

tiesofadensity m atrix representinga two-levelquantum

system in apurestate.In classicalpolarizationopticsthe

coherency m atrix description ofa lightbeam hasthead-

vantage,with respectto theJonesvectorrepresentation,

ofgeneralizing to theconceptofpartially polarized light.

Form ally,the coherency m atrix ofa partially polarized

beam oflightischaracterized by theproperties(1),while

theprojection property (2)islost.In thiscaseJ hasthe

sam e propertiesofa density m atrix representing a two-

levelquantum system in am ixed state.Coherencym atri-

cesofpartially polarized beam soflightm ay beobtained

by tacking linearcom binations
P

N
wN JN ofcoherency

m atricesJN ofpolarized beam s(allparallelto the sam e

direction z),where the index N runs over an ensem ble

of� eld con� gurationsand wN � 0.Thedegreeofpolar-

ization (DO P,denoted P )ofa partially polarized beam

isde� ned by the relation

DetJ = (TrJ)2(1� P
2)=4: (3)

For a polarized beam oflight, projection property (2)

im plies DetJ = 0 and P = 1,otherwise 0 � P < 1.

Itshould be noted thatthe o� -diagonalelem entsofthe

coherency m atrix arecom plex-valued and,therefore,not

directly observables.However,asany 2� 2m atrix,J can

be written eitherin the PaulibasisX �:

X 0 �

�
1 0

0 1

�

; X 1 �

�
0 1

1 0

�

;

X 2 �

�
0 � i

i 0

�

; X 3 �

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

;

(4)

orin the Standard basisY�:

Y0 �

�
1 0

0 0

�

; Y1 �

�
0 1

0 0

�

;

Y2 �

�
0 0

1 0

�

; Y3 �

�
0 0

0 1

�

;

(5)

as

J =
1

2

3X

�= 0

x�X � =

3X

�= 0

y�Y�; (6)

where x� = Tr(X �J)2 R,y� = Tr(Y
y

�
J)2 C and,from

now on,allG reek indices �;�;�;�;:::,take the values

0;1;2;3. The fourrealcoe� cientsx�,called the Stokes

param eters [23]ofthe beam ,can be actually m easured

thusrelating J with observablesofthe optical� eld.For

exam ple,x0 = TrJ representsthe totalintensity ofthe

beam . Conversely,the four com plex coe� cients y� are

not directly m easurable but have the advantage to fur-

nish a particularly sim plerepresentation ofthem atrix J

since y0 = J00;y1 = J01;y2 = J10;y3 = J11. The two

di� erent representations x� and y� are related via the

m atrix

V =

2

6
4

1 0 0 1

0 1 1 0

0 i � i 0

1 0 0 � 1

3

7
5 ; (7)

such thatx� =
P

�
V��y�,where V�� = Tr(X �Y�),and

V yV = 2I4 = V V y,whereI4 isthe4� 4 identity m atrix.

B . Polarization-transform ing linear optical

elem ents

W hen abeam oflightpassesthrough an opticalsystem

its state ofpolarization m ay change. W ithin the con-

textofpolarization optics,a polarization-a� ecting linear

opticalistrum ent is any device that perform s a linear

transform ation upon the electric � eld com ponentsofan

incom ing lightbeam withouta� ecting thespatialm odes

ofthe� eld.Half-and quarter-waveplates,phaseshifters,

polarizers,areallexam plesofsuch devices.The classof

polarization-a� ecting linear opticalelem ents com prises

both non-depolarizingand depolarizingdevices.Roughly

speaking,anon-depolarizing linearopticalelem enttrans-

form s a polarized input beam into a polarized output

beam .O n thecontrary,a depolarizing linearopticalele-

m enttransform sa polarized inputbeam into a partially

polarized output beam [24]. A non-depolarizing device

m ay be represented by a classicalm ap via a single2� 2

com plex-valued m atrix T,the Jones m atrix [18], such

that

E in ! E out = TE in; (8)

forpolarized inputbeam sor,forlightbeam swith arbi-

trary degreeofpolarization:

Jin ! Jout = TJinT
y
: (9)

In this paper we consider only passive (nam ely, non-

am plifying) optical devices for which the relation

TrJout � TrJin holds. There exist two fundam ental

kinds ofnon-depolarizing opticalelem ents, nam ely re-

tarders and diattenuators; any other non-depolarizing

elem ent can be m odelled as a retarder followed by a

diattenuator [25]. A retarder (also known as birefrin-

gentelem ent)changesthephases ofthetwo com ponents
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ofthe electric-� eld vector ofa beam ,and m ay be rep-

resented by a unitary Jones m atrix TU . A diattenu-

ator (also known as dichroic elem ent) instead changes

the am plitudes ofcom ponentsofthe electric-� eld vector

(polarization-dependentlosses),and m ay be represented

by a Herm itean Jonesm atrix TH .

LetTN D denotesagenericnon-depolarizingdevicerep-

resented by the Jonesm atrix T,such thatJin ! Jout =

TJinT
y. W e can rewrite explicitly thisrelation in term s

ofcom ponentsas

(Jout)ij = TikT
�

jl(Jin)kl; (10)

where,from now on,sum m ation over repeated indices

isunderstood and allLatin indicesi;j;k;l;m ;n;:::take

thevalues0 and 1.SinceTikT
�
jl= (T 
 T �)ij;kl � M ij;kl

wecan rewriteEq.(10)as

(Jout)ij = M ij;kl(Jin)kl; (11)

where M = T 
 T � is a 4 � 4 com plex-valued m atrix

representing the device TN D ,and the sym bol
 denotes

theordinaryK roneckerm atrixproduct.M isalsoknown

asthe M uellerm atrix in the Standard m atrix basis[26]

and itissim ply related to them orecom m only used real-

valued M ueller m atrix M [18]via the change of basis

m atrix V :

M =
1

2
V M V

y
: (12)

For the presentcase ofa non-depolarizing device,M is

nam ed as M ueller-Jones m atrix. From Eqs. (6,11) it

readily follows that we can indi� erently represent the

transform ation operated by TN D either in the Standard

orin the Paulibasisas

y
out

� =

3X

�= 0

M ��y
in

� ; or x
out

� =

3X

�= 0

M ��x
in

� ; (13)

respectively.

W ith respecttotheJonesm atrixT,theM uellerm atri-

cesM and M havethe advantageofgeneralizing to the

representation ofdepolarizing opticalelem ents. M ueller

m atricesofdepolarizing devicesm ay beobtained by tak-

inglinearcom binationsofM ueller-Jonesm atricesofnon-

depolarizing elem entsas

M =
X

A

pA M A =
X

A

pA TA 
 T
�

A ; (14)

wherepA � 0.Index A runsoveran ensem ble(eitherde-

term inistic[27]orstochastic[28])ofM ueller-Jonesm atri-

cesM A = TA 
 T
�
A ,each representinganon-depolarizing

device. The real-valued m atrix M corresponding to M

written in Eq.(14),can beeasily calculated by usingEq.

(12)thatitisstillvalid [26].In thecurrentliteratureM

isoften written as[25]

M =

�
M 00 dT

p W

�

; (15)

wherep 2 R
3;d 2 R

3,areknown asthepolarizance vec-

tor and thediattenuation vector (superscriptT indicates

transposition),respectively,and W isa 3� 3 real-valued

m atrix.Notethatp iszeroforpuredepolarizersandpure

retarders,whiled isnonzeroonly fordichroicopticalele-

m ents[25].M oreover,W reducesto a three-dim ensional

orthogonalrotation forpure retarders. Itthe nextSec-

tion,we shallshow thatifwe choose M 00 = 1 (thiscan

bealwaysdonesinceitam ountsto a trivialpolarization-

independent renorm alization),the M ueller m atrix of a

non-dichroic opticalelem ent(d = 0),isform ally identi-

calto a non-unital,trace-preserving,one-qubitquantum

m ap (also called channel) [29]. Ifalso p = 0 (pure de-

polarizersand pure retarders),then M is identicalto a

unitalone-qubitchannel(asde� ned,e.g.,in [1]).

III. FR O M C LA SSIC A L T O Q U A N T U M M A P S:

T H E SP EC T R A L D EC O M P O SIT IO N

An im portanttheorem in classicalpolarization optics

statesthatany linearopticalelem ent(eitherdeterm inis-

ticorstochastic)isequivalenttoacom positedevicem ade

ofatm ostfournon-depolarizingelem entsin parallel[30].

Thistheorem followsfrom thespectraldecom position of

the Herm itean positive sem ide� nite m atrix H [31]as-

sociated to M . In this Section we shortly review such

theorem and illustrateitsequivalencewith theK rausde-

com position theorem ofone-qubitquantum m aps[1].

G iven a M ueller m atrix M ,it is possible to built a

4� 4Herm itean positivesem ide� nitem atrix H = H (M )

by sim ply reshu� ing [32]the indicesofM :

H ij;kl� M ik;jl =
X

A

pA (TA )ij(T
�

A )kl; (16)

where the last equality follows from Eq. (14). Equiv-

alently, after introducing the com posite indices � =

2i+ j;� = 2k + l,we can rewrite Eq. (16) as H �� =P

A
pA (TA )�(T

�
A )�. In view ofthe claim ed connection

between classicalpolarization opticsand one-qubitquan-

tum m echanics,itworth notingthatH isform allyidenti-

calto the dynam ical(orChoi)m atrix,describing a one-

qubit quantum process [33]. The spectraltheorem for

Herm itean m atrices provides a canonical (or spectral)

decom position forH ofthe form [34]

H �� =

3X

�= 0

��(u�)�(u
�

�)�; (17)

where �� � 0 are the non-negative eigenvalues of H ,

and fu�g = fu0;u1;u2;u3g is the orthonorm albasis

ofeigenvectors ofH : H u� = ��u�. M oreover,from a

straightforward calculation it follows that:
P

3

�= 0
�� =

2M 00 [26]. Ifwe rearrange the fourcom ponentsofeach

eigenvectoru� to form a 2� 2 m atricesT� de� ned as

T� =

�
(u�)0 (u�)1
(u�)2 (u�)3

�

; (18)
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we can rewrite Eq. (17) as H �� =
P

�
��(T�)�(T

�
�)�.

Since Eq.(18)can be rewritten as(T�)ij = (u�)�= 2i+ j,

we can go back from G reek to Latin indicesand rewrite

Eq.(17)as

H ij;kl=

3X

�= 0

��(T�)ij(T
�

� )kl=

3X

�= 0

��(T�
 T
�

�)ik;jl: (19)

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

obtain

M =

3X

�= 0

��T� 
 T
�
�: (20)

Equation (20) represents the content ofthe decom posi-

tion theorem in classicalpolarization optics,asgiven by

Cloude [30,35]. Itim plies,via Eq. (11),thatthe m ost

generaloperation thatalinearopticaldevicecan perform

upon a beam oflightcan be written as

Jin ! Jout =

3X

�= 0

��T�JinT
y

�; (21)

wherethefourJonesm atricesT� representfourdi� erent

non-depolarizing opticalelem ents.

Since �� � 0,Eq. (21) is form ally identicalto the

K rausform [1]ofa com pletely positive one-qubitquan-

tum m ap E. Therefore,because ofthe isom orphism be-

tween J and � [22], when a single photon encoding a

polarization qubit(represented by the 2� 2 density m a-

trix �in),passesthrough an opticaldeviceclassically de-

scribed by the M ueller m atrix M =
P

�
��T� 
 T �

�,its

statewillbe transform ed according to

�in ! �out /

3X

�= 0

��T��inT
y

�; (22)

wheretheproportionalitysym bol\/ "accountsforapos-

sible renorm alization to ensure Tr�out = 1. Such renor-

m alization isnotnecessary in thecorrespondingclassical

equation (21)since TrJout isequalto the totalintensity

ofthe outputlightbeam thatdoesnotneed to be con-

served. Note that by using the de� nition (20) we can

rewriteexplicitly Eq.(22)as

�out;ij / e�out;ij = M ij;kl�in;kl; (23)

where (�)ij = hij�jjiare density m atrix elem entsin the

single-qubitstandard basis fjiig,i2 f0;1g,and e�out is

the un-norm alized single-qubitdensity m atrix such that

�out = e�out=Tre�out. From Eqs. (12-15)and Eq. (23),it

readily follows

Tre�out = M 00 + M 01(�in;01 + �in;10)

+ iM 02(�in;01 � �in;10)

+ M 03(�in;00 � �in;11); (24)

where we have assum ed Tr�in = 1. The equation above

showsthatM representsa trace-preserving m ap only if

M 00 = 1 and dT = (M 01;M 02;M 03)= (0;0;0),nam ely,

only ifM describesthe action ofa non-dichroic optical

instrum ent. In addition,if�in represents a com pletely

m ixed state,thatisif�in = X 0=2,then from Eq.(23)it

follows:

e�out =
1

2

3X

�= 0

p�X �; (25)

werewehavede� ned p0 � M 00 and (p1;p2;p3)= p isthe

polarizancevector.Equation (25)showsthatin thiscase

Tre�out = M 00,and �out = e�out=M 00 6= X 0=2 ifp 6= 0,

thatis,them ap represented by M (or,M )isunitalonly

ifp = 0.

By writing Eqs. (21-25) we have thus com pleted the

review ofthe analogies between linear optics and one-

qubitquantum m aps.In thenextSection weshallstudy

the connection between classicalpolarization opticsand

two-qubitquantum m aps.

IV . P O LA R IZA T IO N O P T IC S A N D

T W O -Q U B IT Q U A N T U M M A P S

Let us consider a typicalSPDC 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,asshown in Fig.1.Each pho-

 
  

TB 

Path B 

Path A 

B
D

Nonlinear 
crystal  

A
D

&

TA 
Pump

FIG .1:(Coloronline)LayoutofatypicalSPD C experim ental

setup. An optically pum ped nonlinearcrystal,em its photon

pairsthatpropagatealong path A and B through thescatter-

ing devices TA and TB ,respectively. Scattered photons are

detected in coincidence by detectors D A and D B thatperm it

a tom ographically com pletetwo-photon polarization statere-

construction.

ton ofthe pair encodes a polarization qubit and � can

be represented by a 4 � 4 Herm itean m atrix. Let TA
and TB be two distinct opticaldevices put across path

A and path B ,respectively.Theiraction upon the two-

qubit state � can be described by a bi-local quantum

m ap � ! EA 
 EB [�][36]. A sub-classofbi-localquan-

tum m aps occurs when either TA or TB is not present

in the setup, then either EA = I or EB = I, respec-

tively,and the corresponding m ap issaid to be local.In
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the above expressionsI representsthe identity m ap: It

doesnotchange any inputstate. W hen a m ap islocal,

thatiswhen itactson a single qubit,itissubjected to

som e restrictions. This can be easily understood in the

following way: For de� niteness,let assum e EB = I so

thatthelocalm ap E can bewritten asE[�]= EA 
 I[�].

Let Alice and Bob be two spatially separated observer

who can detect qubits in m odes A and B ,respectively,

and let� and �E denotethetwo-qubitquantum statebe-

fore and afterTA ,respectively.In absence ofany causal

connection between photons in path A with photons in

path B ,specialrelativity dem andsthatBob cannotde-

tect via any type oflocalm easurem ent the presence of

the device TA located in path A.Since the stateofeach

qubitreceived by Bob isrepresented by thereduced den-

sity m atrix �B
E
= TrjA (�E),thelocality constraintcan be

written as

�
B
E = �

B
: (26)

W e can write explicitly the m ap EA 
 I as a K raus

operator-sum decom position [1]

� 7! �E /

3X

�= 0

�� (A � 
 I)�
�
A
y

� 
 I
�
; (27)

where, from now on, the sym bolI denotes the 2 � 2

identity m atrix and fA �g is a set offour 2 � 2 Jones

m atrices describing the action ofTA . Then,Eq. (26)

becom es

X

k;l

�li;kj

� 3X

�= 0

��A
y

�A �

�

kl
/
X

k

�ki;kj; (28)

which im pliesthetrace-preserving condition on thelocal

m ap EA 
 I:

3X

�= 0

��A
y
�A � / I: (29)

Localm apsthatdo notsatisfy Eq.(29)areclassi� ed as

non-physical. In this Section we show how to associate

a generaltwo-qubitquantum m ap E[�]= EA 
 EB [�]to

the classicalM ueller m atrices M A and M B describing

theopticaldevicesTA and TB ,respectively.Surprisingly,

weshall� nd thatdo existphysicallinearopticaldevices

(dichroicelem ents)thatm ay generatenon-physicaltwo-

qubitquantum m aps[37].

Letdenoteswith jiji� jii
 jji;i;j2 f0;1g the two-

qubitstandardbasis.A pairofqubitsisinitiallyprepared

in thegenericstate� = �ij;kljijihklj= �R
ik;jl

jiihkj
 jjihlj,

where superscriptR indicates reshu� ing ofthe indices,

the sam e operation we used to pass from M to H :

�R
ik;jl

� �ij;kl = hijj�jkli. � is transform ed under the

action ofthe bi-locallinearm ap E[�]= EA 
 EB [�]into

the state

�E = EA 
 EB [�]/
X

�;�

����
�
A � 
 B �

�
�
�
A
y

� 
 B
y

�

�
; (30)

wherefA �gand fB �garetwosetsof2� 2Jonesm atrices

describing the action ofTA and TB ,respectively. From

Eq.(30)wecan calculateexplicitly the m atrix elem ents

hijj�Ejkli= (�E)ij;kl in the two-qubitstandard basis:

(�E)ij;kl / ��(A �)im (A
�
�)kp �

R
m p;nq ��(B �)jn(B

�
�)lq

= M A
ik;m p

M B
jl;nq

�Rm p;nq;

(31)

wheresum m ation overrepeated Latin and G reek indices

isunderstood.Sinceby de� nition (�E)ij;kl = (�R
E
)ik;jl we

can rewriteEq.(31)using only G reek indicesas

(�RE )�� / M A
��M

B
�� �

R
�� =

�
M A 
 M B

�

��;��
�
R
��;

(32)

where sum m ation over repeated G reek indices is again

understood. Equation (32) relates classicalquantities

(the two M ueller m atrices M A and M B ) with quan-

tum ones(theinputand outputdensity m atrices�R and

�R
E
,respectively). M oreover,it is easy to see that Eq.

(32) is the two-qubit quantum analogue of Eq. (13).

In fact,ifwe introduce the 16 � 16 two-qubit M ueller

m atrix M � M A 
 M B , and the input and output

two-qubit Stokes param eters in the standard basis de-

� ned as: yinb= 4�+ � = (�R )��,y
out

a= 4�+ � = (�R
E
)��,where

a;b2 f0;:::;15g,then wecan writeEq.(32)as

y
out

a /

15X

b= 0

M aby
in

b ; (33)

which isform ally identicalto Eq. (13). Thus,Eq. (33)

realizestheconnection between classicalpolarization op-

ticsand two-qubitquantum m aps.

An im portantcase occurswhen EB = I ) M B = I4

and Eq.(32)reducesto

�
R
E / M A

�
R
: (34)

Equation (34) illustrates once m ore the sim ple relation

existing between the classical M ueller m atrix M A and

the quantum state�E.

W ith a typicalSPDC setup it is not di� cult to pre-

pare pairs ofentangled photons in the singlet polariza-

tion state. Via a directcalculation,itissim ple to show

that when � represents two qubits in the singlet state

�s =
1

4
(X 0 
 X 0 � X 1 
 X 1 � X 2 
 X 2 � X 3 
 X 3)and

M A isnorm alized in such a way thatM A
00
= 1,then the

proportionably sym bolin thelastequation abovecan be

substituted with the equality sym bol:

�
R
E = M �

R
s =) �E =

�
M �

R
s

�R
; (35)

where,from now on,wewriteM forM A to sim plify the

notation. Note that this pleasant property is true not

only orthesingletbutforallfourBellstates[1],aswell.

Equation (35)hasseveralrem arkableconsequences:Let

M denotesthe real-valued M uellerm atrix associated to
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M and assum e M 00 = 1. Then,the following results

hold:

Tr(�2E) = Tr(M M
T )=4; (36)

TrjA (e�E) = (A + D )+ M 01(B + C )

+ iM 02(B � C )+ M 03(A � D ); (37)

wheree�E �
�
M �R

�R
istheun-norm alizedoutputdensity

m atrix. Equation (37) is m ore generalthan Eq. (36),

since it holds for any input density m atrix � and not

only forthe singletone �s. In addition,in Eq. (37)we

wrotethe inputdensity m atrix � in a block-m atrix form

as

� =

�
A B

C D

�

; (38)

where A, B , C = B y, and D are 2 � 2 sub-m atrices

and A + D = TrjA (�). Equation (36) shows that the

degree of m ixedness of the quantum state �E is in a

one-to-one correspondence with the classicaldepolariz-

ing power [24] of the device represented by M . Fi-

nally, Eq. (37), together with Eqs. (15,26), tells us

that the two-qubit quantum m ap Eq. (35) is trace-

preserving only ifthedeviceisnotdichroic,nam ely only

if dT = (M 01;M 02;M 03) = (0;0;0). This last result

showsthatdespiteoftheirphysicalnature(think of,e.g.,

a polarizer),dichroic opticalelem ents m ust be handled

with care when used to build two-qubitquantum m aps.

W e shalldiscussfurtherthispointin the nextSection.

Before concluding this Section,we wantto point out

the analogy between the 16� 16 M ueller m atrix M =

M A 
 M B associated to a bi-localtwo-qubit quantum

m ap,and the4� 4M ueller-Jonesm atrixM = T
 T � rep-

resenting a non-depolarizing devicein a one-qubitquan-

tum m ap. In both cases the M ueller m atrix is said to

be separable.Then,in Eq.(14)welearned how to build

non-separableM uellerm atricesrepresentingdepolarizing

opticalelem ents. By analogy,we can now build non-

separable two-qubit M ueller m atrices representing non-

localquantum m aps,as

M =
X

A ;B

wA B M
A 
 M B

; (39)

where wA B � 0,wA B 6= wA � wB ,and indicesA;B run

over two ensem bles of arbitrary M ueller m atrices M A

and M B representing opticaldeviceslocated in path A

and path B ,respectively.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N S

In this Section we exploit our form alism , by apply-

ing it to two di� erent cases. As a � rst application,we

build a sim ple phenom enologicalm odelcapable to ex-

plain certain ofourrecentexperim entalresults[21]about

scattering ofentangled photons.The second application

consists in the explicit construction ofa bi-localquan-

tum m ap generatingtwo-qubitM EM S states.A realistic

physicalim plem entation ofsuch m ap isalso given.

A . Exam ple 1: A sim ple phenom enologicalm odel

In Ref. [21], by using a setup sim ilar to the one

shown in Fig. 1,we have experim entally generated en-

tangled two-qubitm ixed statesthatlie upon and below

theW ernercurvein thelinearentropy-tangleplane[38].

In particular,we havefound that:(a)Birefringentscat-

terers always produce generalized W erner states ofthe

form �G W = V 
 I�W V y
 I,where�W denotesordinary

W ernerstates[39],and V representsan arbitraryunitary

operation; (b) Dichroic scatterers generate sub-W erner

states,thatisstatesthatlie below the W ernercurve in

thelinearentropy-tangleplane.In both cases,theinput

photon pairswereexperim entally prepared in the polar-

ization singletstate�s.In thissubsection webuild,with

theaid ofEq.(35),aphenom enologicalm odelexplaining

both results(a)and (b).

To thisend letusconsidertheexperim entalsetup rep-

resented in Fig.1.According to the actualschem eused

in Ref.[21],whereasinglescatteringdevicewaspresent,

in this Subsection we assum e TB = I,so that the re-

sulting quantum m ap is local. The scattering elem ent

TA inserted acrosspath A can beclassically described by

som e M uellerm atrix M .In Ref.[25],Lu and Chipm an

have shown that any given M ueller m atrix M can be

decom posed in the product

M = M D M B M � ; (40)

where M � ,M B ,and M D are com plex-valued M ueller

m atricesrepresenting a puredepolarizer,a retarder,and

a diattenuator,respectively. Such decom position is not

unique,forexam ple,M = M � M D M B isanothervalid

decom position [40].O fcourse,the actualvaluesofM � ,

M B ,and M D depend on thespeci� corderonechooses.

However,in any case they have the generalform sgiven

below:

M � =

2

6
6
4

1+ c

2
0 0 1� c

2

0 a+ b

2

a� b

2
0

0 a� b

2

a+ b

2
0

1� c

2
0 0 1+ c

2

3

7
7
5 ; (41)

M B = TU 
 T
�

U ; (42)

M D = TH 
 T
�

H ; (43)

where a;b;c 2 R, and TU , TH are the unitary and

Herm itean Jones m atrices representing a retarder and

a diattenuator, respectively. Actually, the expression

ofM � given in Eq. (41) is not the m ost generalpos-

sible [25], but it is the correct one for the representa-

tion ofpure depolarizerswith zero polarizance,such as

the ones used in Ref. [21]. Note that although M B

and M D areM ueller-Jonesm atrices,M � isnot.W hen

a = b = c � p : p 2 [0;1]the depolarizer is said to be

isotropic (or,better,polarization-isotropic). This case

isparticularly relevantwhen birefringenceand dichroism

are absent. In thiscase M B = I4 = M D ,and Eq. (40)

givesM = M � .Thus,by using Eq.(41)we can calcu-
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lateM � (p)and use itin Eq.(35)to obtain

�E = p�s +
1� p

4
I4 � �W ; (44)

thatis,wehavejustobtained a W ernerstate:�E = �W !

Thus,we have found that a localpolarization-isotropic

scattereracting upon the two-qubitsingletstate,gener-

atesW ernerstates.

Next, let us consider the cases of birefringent (re-

tarders) and dichroic (diattenuators) scattering devices

thatweused in ourexperim ents.In thesecasesthetotal

M uellerm atricesM ofthe devicesunderconsideration,

can be written as M = M Z M � ,where either Z = B

orZ = D ,and M � = M � (p)representsa polarization-

isotropicdepolarizer.Forde� niteness,letconsiderin de-

tailonly the case ofa birefringent scatterer,since the

caseofa dichroiconecan betreated in thesam eway.In

thiscase

M B M � (p)=

3X

�= 0

��(p)TU T� 
 T
�

U T
�

�; (45)

and,asresultofa straightforward calculation,�0 = (1+

3p)=2;�1 = �2 = �3 = (1� p)=2,T� = X �=
p
2;whileTU

isan arbitrary unitary 2� 2 Jonesm atrix representing a

genericretarder.Forthe sakeofclarity,instead ofusing

directly Eq.(35),we preferto rewrite Eq.(30)adapted

to thiscaseas

�E =

3X

�= 0

��(p)
�
TU T� 
 I

�
�s
�
T
y

�T
y

U

 I

�

= TU 
 I

"
3X

�= 0

��(p)
�
T� 
 I

�
�s
�
T
y

� 
 I
�
#

T
y

U

 I

= TU 
 I�W T
y

U

 I

= �G W ; (46)

whereEq.(44)hasbeen used.Equation Eq.(46)clearly

showsthatthee� ectofa birefringentscattereristo gen-

erate what we called generalized W erner states,in full

agreem entwith ourexperim entalresults[21].

Theanalysisforthecaseofa dichroicscatterercan be

donein the sam em annerleading to the result

�E / e�E = TH 
 I�W T
y

H

 I; (47)

where TH is a 2 � 2 Herm itean m atrix representing a

genericdiattenuator[18]:

TH =

�
d0 cos�

2 + d1 sin�
2 (d0 � d1)cos� sin�

(d0 � d1)cos� sin� d1 cos�
2 + d0 sin�

2

�

;(48)

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

� 2 (0;2�]gives the direction ofthe transm ission axis

ofthe linearpolarizerto which TH reduceswhen either

d0 = 0 ord1 = 0. Figure 2 reports,in the tangle-linear

entropy plane,theresultsofa num ericalsim ulation were

we generated 104 states�E from Eq. (47),by random ly

generating (with uniform distributions)the fourparam -

eters p;d0;d1, and � in the ranges: p;d0 ;d1 2 [0;1],

� 2 (0;2�].The num ericalsim ulation showsthata local

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Linear entropy, SL

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
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g

n
a

T
,
T

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
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0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
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g

n
a

T
,
T

FIG . 2: Num erical sim ulation from our phenom enological

m odel qualitatively reproducing the behavior of a dichroic

scattering system . The gray region represents unphysical

statesand itisbounded from below byM EM S (dashed curve).

The lowercontinuousthick curve representsW ernerstates.

dichroic scatterer m ay generate sub-W erner two-qubit

states,thatis states located below the W erner curve in

the tangle-linear entropy plane. The qualitative agree-

m entbetween theresultofthissim ulation and theexper-

im ental� ndingsshown in Fig.3 ofRef.[21]isevident.

1. Discussion

It should be noticed that while we used the equality

sym bolin writingEq.(46),wehad tousetheproportion-

alitysym bolin writingEq.(47).Thisisaconsequenceof

theHerm itean characteroftheJonesm atrixTH thatgen-

eratesa non-trace-preserving m ap. In fact,in this case

from M = M D M � (p),where M D = (V TH 
 T �
H V

y)=2

and M � (p)= [V M � (p)V
y]=2 [see Eq. (12)],we obtain

Tr(e�E)= (d2
0
+ d2

1
)=26= 1.M oreover,Eq.(37)gives

�B
E

= TrjA (�E)

=
X 0

2
� p

�
d2
0
� d2

1

d2
0
+ d2

1

�
X 1 sin2� + X3 cos2�

2
;

(49)

where �E = e�E=Tr(e�E). This result is in contradiction,

ford0 6= d1,with thelocality constraintexpressed by Eq.

(26)which requires

�
B
E =

X 0

2
: (50)

As we already discussed in the previous Section, only

the latterresultseem sto be physically m eaningfulsince

photonsin path B ,described by �B
E
,cannotcarry infor-

m ation aboutdevice TA which islocated acrosspath A.

O n the contrary,Eq.(49)showsthat�B
E
isexpressed in
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term softhefourphysicalparam etersp;d0;d1 and � that

characterizeTA .Istherea contradiction here?

In fact,there is none! O ne should keep in m ind that

Eq.(49)expressesthe one-qubitreduced density m atrix

�B
E
that is extracted from the two-qubit density m atrix

�E after the latter has been reconstructed by the two

observers Alice and Bob by m eans of nonlocal coinci-

dence m easurem ents. Such m atrix containsinform ation

aboutboth qubitsand,therefore,containsalso inform a-

tion about TA . Conversely,�B
E
= X 0=2 in Eq. (50),is

the reduced density m atrix thatcould be reconstructed

by Bob alonevia localm easurem entsbefore heand Alice

had com pared their own experim entalresults and had

selected from the raw data the coincidencecounts.

From a physicalpoint of view, the discrepancy be-

tween Eq. (49)and Eq. (50)isdue to the polarization-

dependent losses (that is, d0 6= d1) that characterize

dichroic opticaldevicesand itisunavoidable when such

elem entsarepresentin an experim entalsetup.Actually,

ithasbeen alreadynoticedthatadichroicopticalelem ent

necessarily perform s a kind of post-selective m easure-

m ent [16]. In our case coincidence m easurem ents post-

select only those photons that have not been absorbed

by the dichroic elem entspresentin the setup. However,

since in any SPDC setup even the initialsinglet state

is actually a post-selected state (in order to cut o� the

otherwiseoverwhelm ing vacuum contribution),theprac-

ticaluse ofdichroic devices does notrepresenta severe

lim itation forsuch setups.

B . Exam ple 2: G eneration oftw o-qubit M EM S

states

In theprevioussubsection wehaveshownthatitispos-

sible to generate two-qubitstates represented by points

upon and below the W erner curve in the tangle-linear

entropy plane,by operating on a single qubit(localop-

erations) belonging to a pair initially prepared in the

entangled singlet state. In another paper [37]we have

shown that itis also possible to generate M EM S states

(see,e.g.,[38,41]and references therein),via localop-

erations. However, the price to pay in that case was

the necessity to use a dichroic device thatcould notbe

represented by a \physical",nam ely a trace-preserving,

quantum m ap.In the presentsubsection,asan exam ple

illustrating the usefulnessofourconceptualschem e,we

show thatby allowing bi-localoperations perform ed by

twoseparateopticaldevicesTA and TB located asin Fig.

1,it is possible to achieve M EM S states without using

dichroicdevices.

To this end, let us start by rewriting explicitly Eq.

(30), where the m ost general bi-local quantum m ap

E[�]= EA 
 EB [�]operating upon thegenericinputtwo-

qubitstate�,isrepresented by a K rausdecom position:

�E = EA 
 EB [�]=
X

�;�

����
�
A � 
 B �

�
�
�
A
y

� 
 B
y

�

�
; (51)

wherenow the equality sym bolcan be used since weas-

sum e thatboth single-qubitm apsEA and EB are trace-

preserving,

3X

�= 0

��A
y

�A � = I =

3X

�= 0

��B
y

�B �; (52)

but not necessarily unital: EF [I]6= I;F 2 fA;B g [36].

Undertheaction ofE,theinitialstateofeach qubittrav-

elling in path A orpath B istransform ed into eitherthe

outputstate

�
A
E = TrjB (�E)=

3X

�= 0

��A ��
A
A
y

�; (53)

or

�
B
E = TrjA (�E)=

3X

�= 0

��B ��
B
B
y
�; (54)

respectively, where �A = TrjB (�), and �B = TrjA (�).

W ithoutlossofgenerality,weassum ethatthetwoqubits

are initially prepared in the singletstate:� = �s. Then

Eqs. (53-54)reduce to �F
E
=
P

�
F�F

y
�=2; F 2 fA;B g.

From the previous analysis [see Eqs. (30-32)]we know

thatto each bi-localquantum m ap EA 
 EB can beasso-

ciated a pairofclassicalM uellerm atricesM A and M B

such that

(�RE )�� =
X

�;�

�
M A 
 M B

�

��;��
(�Rs )��: (55)

Thereal-valued M uellerm atricesM A and M B associated

viaEq.(12)toM A and M B ,respectively,can bewritten

as

M A =

�
1 0T

a A

�

; M B =

�
1 0T

b B

�

; (56)

where Eq. (15) with dA = 0 = dB and M 00 = 1 has

been used,and

a =

2

4
a1
a2
a3

3

5 ; b =

2

4
b1
b2
b3

3

5 ; (57)

arethepolarizancevectorsofM A and M B ,respectively.

W e rem em ber that the condition dA = dB = 0 is a

consequence ofthe fact that both m aps EA and EB are

trace-preserving,while the conditionsa 6= 0 and b 6= 0

re
 ect the non-unitalnature ofEA and EB . W ith this

notation wecan rewriteEqs.(53-54)as

�
A
E =

1

2

3X

�= 0

a�X �; (58)

�
B
E =

1

2

3X

�= 0

b�X �; (59)
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wherewehavede� ned a0 = 1 = b0.M oreover,theoutput

two-qubitdensity m atrix �E = E[�s]can be decom posed

into a realand an im aginary part as �E = �R e
E

+ i�Im
E
,

where

�
R e

E =
1

4

2

6
6
4

�
+

+
�+ 
+ �+

�+ �
+

� �� 
�


+ �� �
�

+
��

�+ 
� �� �
�

�

3

7
7
5 ; (60)

and

�
Im

E =
1

4

2

6
4

0 � �+ � �+ � �+
�+ 0 � �� � ��
�+ �� 0 � ��
�+ �� �� 0

3

7
5 ; (61)

with

�
+

� � (1+ a3)� [b3(1+ a3)� C33];

�
�

� � (1� a3)� [b3(1� a3)+ C33]; (62)

and

�� � b1 � (a3b1 � C31);


� � a1 � (a1b3 � C13);

�� � a1b1 � C11 � (a2b2 � C22); (63)

and

�� � b2 � (a3b2 � C32);

�� � a2 � (a2b3 � C23);

�� � a2b1 � C21 � (a1b2 � C12); (64)

whereCij � (AB T )ij;i;j2 f1;2;3g.

Atthispoint,ourgoalisto determ inethetwo vectors

a;b and the two 3� 3 m atricesA;B such that�Im
E

= 0

and

�
R e

E = �M EM S =

2

6
4

g(p)=2 0 0 p=2

0 1� g(p) 0 0

0 0 0 0

p=2 0 0 g(p)=2

3

7
5 ; (65)

where

g(p)=

8
<

:

2=3; 0 � p � 2=3;

p; 2=3< p � 1:

(66)

To thisend,� rstwe calculatea and b by im posing:

�
A
E = �

A
M EM S

=

�
1� g(p)=2 0

0 g(p)=2

�

; (67)

�
B
E = �

B
M EM S

=

�
g(p)=2 0

0 1� g(p)=2

�

; (68)

respectively. Note that only ful� lling Eqs. (67-68),to-

gether with �R e
E

= �M EM S and �Im
E

= 0,willensure the

achievem entoftrue M EM S states. Itissurprising that

in the current literature the im portance of this point

is neglected. Thus,by solving Eqs. (67-68) we obtain

a1 = a2 = 0,a3 = 1� g(p),and b = � a,where Eqs.

(58-59) have been used. Then,after a little ofalgebra,

it is not di� cult to � nd that a possible bi-localm ap

E = EA 
 EB thatgeneratesa solution �E forthe equa-

tion �E = �M EM S,can beexpressed asin Eqs.(55-56)in

term softhe two real-valued M uellerm atrices

M A =

2

6
4

1 0 0 0

0
p
p 0 0

0 0
p
p 0

1� g(p) 0 0 g(p)

3

7
5 ;

M B =

2

6
4

1 0 0 0

0 �
p
p 0 0

0 0
p
p 0

g(p)� 1 0 0 � g(p)

3

7
5 :

(69)

Itiseasy to check thatboth M A and M B arephysically

adm issible M ueller m atrices since the associated m atri-

ces H A and H B have the sam e spectrum m ade ofnon-

negative eigenvaluesf��g = f�0;�1;�2;�3g. In partic-

ular:

f��g = f0;1� p;0;1+ pg; for 2=3< p� 1: (70)

and

f��g=

�

0;
1

3
;
5�

p
1+ 36p

6
;
5+

p
1+ 36p

6

�

; (71)

for 0 � p � 2=3. It is also easy to see that the m ap E

can be decom posed asin Eq. (51)in a K raussum with

A 0 = A 2 = 0,

A 1

p
�1 =

�
0
p
1� p

0 0

�

; A 3

p
�3 =

�
1 0

0
p
p

�

; (72)

and B 0 = B 2 = 0,

B 1

p
�1 =

�
0 0

0
p
1� p

�

; B 3

p
�3 =

�
0 �

p
p

1 0

�

;(73)

for2=3 < p � 1. Analogously,for0 � p � 2=3 we have

A 0 = 0,

A 1

p
�1 =

�
0 1=

p
3

0 0

�

; (74)

A 2

p
�2 =

�
� �� 0

0  +

�

; A 3

p
�3 =

�
�+ 0

0  �

�

;(75)

and B 0 = 0,

B 1

p
�1 =

�
0 0

0 1=
p
3

�

; (76)

B 2

p
�2 =

�
0  +
�� 0

�

; B 3

p
�3 =

�
0 �  �
�+ 0

�

;(77)
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where

�� �

s

1

2

�

1�
1+ 6p

p
1+ 36p

�

; (78)

(79)

 � �

s

1

3

�

1�
1� 9p

p
1+ 36p

�

:

Notethatthesecoe� cientssatisfythefollowingrelations:

3X

�= 0

��A
y

�A � = �
2

+
+ �

2

� = 1; (80)

3X

�= 0

��B
y
�B � =

1

3
+  

2

+
+  

2

� = 1: (81)

A straightforward calculation showsthatthesingle-qubit

m apsEA andEB aretrace-preservingbutnotunital,since

3X

�= 0

��A �A
y

� =

�
2� g(p) 0

0 g(p)

�

; (82)

and

3X

�= 0

��B �B
y

� =

�
g(p) 0

0 2� g(p)

�

: (83)

Atthispointourtask hasbeen fully accom plished.How-

ever,beforeconcluding thissubsection,wewantto point

outthatboth m apsEA and EB m ustdepend on thesam e

param eter p in order to generate proper M EM S states.

This m eans that either a classicalcom m unication m ust

be established between TA and TB in order to � x the

sam evalueofp forboth devices,ora classicalsignalen-

coding theinform ation aboutthevalueofp m ustbesent

towardsboth TA and TB .

1. Physicalim plem entation

Now we furnish a straightforward physicalim plem en-

tation for the quantum m aps presented above. Up to

now, severallinear optical schem es generating M EM S

states were proposed and experim entally tested. K wiat

and coworkers[38]werethe� rstto achieveM EM S using

photon pairsfrom spontaneousparam etricdown conver-

sion.Basically,they induced decoherencein SPDC pairs

initially prepared in a pure entangled state by coupling

polarization and frequency degreesoffreedom ofthepho-

tons.Atthesam etim e,asom ewhatdi� erentschem ewas

used by DeM artiniand coworkers[41]who instead used

the spatialdegrees offreedom ofSPDC photons to in-

duce decoherence. In such a schem e the use ofspatial

degreesoffreedom ofphotonsrequired them anipulation

ofnotonly the em itted SPDC photons,but also ofthe

pum p beam .

In this subsection, we show that both single-qubit

m aps EA and EB can be physically im plem ented as lin-

ear opticalnetworks [6]where polarization and spatial

m odes ofphotons are suitably coupled,without acting

upon the pum p beam . The basic building blocks of

such networksarepolarizingbeam splitters(PBSs),half-

waveplates(HW Ps),and m irrors.Letji;N ibe a single-

photon basis,where the indices iand N labelpolariza-

tion and spatialm odes ofthe electrom agnetic � eld,re-

spectively.W e can also write ji;N i= â
y

iN
j0iin term sof

theannihilation operatorsâiN and thevacuum statej0i.

A polarizingbeam splitterdistributeshorizontal(i= H )

and vertical(i= V )polarization m odesovertwodistinct

spatialm odes,say N = n and N = m ,asfollows:

jH ;niin ! jH ;niout and jV;niin ! jV;m iout;

jH ;m iin ! jH ;m iout and jV;m iin ! jV;niout;

(84)

asillustrated in Fig. 3. A half-waveplate doesnotcou-

 

in
,ni

 out,ni  

out
,mj

 

in,mj  

FIG .3: The polarizing beam splittercouples horizontaland

verticalpolarization m odes(i;j2 fH ;V g),with two distinct

spatialm odesN = n and N = m oftheelectrom agnetic�eld.

plepolarization and spatialm odesoftheelectrom agnetic

� eld and can be represented by a 2 � 2 Jones m atrix

TH W P (�)as

TH W P (�)=

�
� cos2� � sin2�

� sin2� cos2�

�

; (85)

where � isthe angle the optic axism akeswith the hori-

zontalpolarization. Two half-waveplates in series con-

stitute a polarization rotator represented by TR (�) =

TH W P (�0+ �=2)TH W P (�0),where�0 isan arbitraryangle

and

TR (�)=

�
cos� � sin�

sin� cos�

�

: (86)

By com bining these basic elem ents, com posite devices

m ay be built. Figures 4 (a-b) show the structure ofa

horizontal(a), and vertical(b) variable beam splitter,

denoted HVBS and VVBS,respectively. HVBS perform s

the following transform ation

jH ;niin ! cos�jH ;niout+ sin�jH ;m iout; (87)
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while VVBS m akes

jV;m iin ! cos�jV;niout+ sin�jV;m iout: (88)

Atthispointwehavealltheingredientsnecessarytobuilt

the opticallinear networks corresponding to our m aps.

W e begin by illustrating in detailthe opticalnetwork

im plem enting EA (for 2=3 < p � 1),which is shown in

Fig.5.Letj 0i= ajH i+ bjV ibetheinputsingle-photon

stateentering the network.Ifwede� ne the VVBS angle

�p = arccos
p
p; (89)

then itiseasy to obtain aftera straightforward calcula-

tion:

j�I
1
i=

p
�1A 1j 0i= b

p
1� pjH i; (90)

j�I
3
i=

p
�3A 3j 0i= ajH i+ b

p
pjV i: (91)

Since detector DA does not distinguish spatialm ode 1

from spatialm ode 2,the two statesj�I
1
i and j�I

3
i,sum

incoherentlyand thesingle-photon outputdensitym atrix

can be written as�EA = j�I
1
ih�I

1
j+ j�I

3
ih�I

3
j,where

�EA =

�
jaj2 + jbj2(1� p) ab�

p
p

a�b
p
p pjbj2

�

: (92)

O fcourse,ifwe write the inputdensity m atrix as�0 =

j 0ih 0j,itiseasy to seethat

�EA =

3X

�= 0

��A ��0A
y

�: (93)

0θ
 

20
θθ +

 

0θ
 

20
θθ +

 

in 
,nH  

4
π−

 

out 
,cos nHθ  

out 
,sin mHθ  

4
π−

 

in,mV  

out,cos nVθ  

out 
,sin mVθ  

PBS HWP 

HVBS = 

VVBS = 

(a) 

(b) 

FIG .4:The variable beam splittersHVBS and VVBS.

 

�45  

�0  

PBS HWP 

VVBS Mirror 

pθ
 

H  

V  

0ψ
 

A D 
I
1α

 

I
3α

 

FIG .5: Linear opticalnetwork im plem enting EA (for 2=3 <

p � 1),forM EM S Igeneration.

whereEqs.(72)havebeen used.Equation (93),together

with Eq.(53),provestheequivalencebetween thequan-

tum m ap EA and the linearopticalsetup shown in Fig.

5. Note thatthe M ach-Zehnderinterferom eterspresent

in Figs.5 and 6 arebalanced,thatistheirarm shavethe

sam e opticallength. In a sim ilarm anner,we can phys-

ically im plem ent EB (for 2=3 < p � 1),in the optical

network shown in Fig.6,wherewehavede� ned

j�I
1
i=

p
�1B 1j 0i= b

p
1� pjV i; (94)

j�I
3
i=

p
�3B 3j 0i= � b

p
pjH i+ ajV i; (95)

and,again,�EB = j�I
1
ih�I

1
j+ j�I

3
ih�I

3
j.

The optical networks necessary to realize quantum

m aps generating M EM S II states are a bit m ore com -

plicated. In order to illustrate them we need to de� ne

the following two angles�1=3 and � thatdeterm ine the

transm issionam plitudesoftwoVVBSsusedin theM EM S

IInetworks:

�1=3 = arccos

r
1

3
; (96)

� = arccos

 r
3

2
 +

!

: (97)

In addition,a third angle �� determ ining the transm is-

sion am plitudesofa HVBS,m ustbe introduced:

�� = arccos�+ : (98)

Then,the m ap EA (for0 � p � 2=3),is realized by the

opticalnetwork shown in Fig.7,wherewehavede� ned

j�II
2
i=

p
�2A 2j 0i= � a�� jH i+ b + jV i; (99)
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PBS HWP 

VVBS Mirror 

�0
 

�45
 

pθ

H

V

0ψ

BD

I
1β

 

I
3β

FIG .6: Linear opticalnetwork im plem enting EB (for 2=3 <

p � 1),forM EM S Igeneration.

j�II
3
i=

p
�3A 3j 0i= a�+ jH i+ b � jV i; (100)

j�II
1
i=

p
�1A 1j 0i=

b
p
3
jH i: (101)

In this case,incoherent detection produces the output

m ixed state �EA = j�II
2
ih�II

2
j+ j�II

3
ih�II

3
j+ j�II

1
ih�II

1
j.

Finally,the m ap EB (for0� p � 2=3),isrealized by the

opticalnetwork shown in Fig.8,wherewehavede� ned

j�II
2
i=

p
�2B 2j 0i= b + jH i+ a�� jV i; (102)

j�II
3
i=

p
�3B 3j 0i= � b � jH i+ a�+ jV i; (103)

j�II
1
i=

p
�1B 1j 0i=

b
p
3
jV i: (104)

Asbefore,now wehave�EB = j�II
2
ih�II

2
j+ j�II

3
ih�II

3
j+

j�II
1
ih�II

1
j.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

Classicalpolarization optics and quantum m echanics

oftwo-levelsystem saretwo di� erentbranchesofphysics

that share the sam e m athem aticalm achinery. In this

paper we have described the analogies and connections

between thesetwo subjects.In particular,aftera review

ofthe m atrix form alism ofclassicalpolarization optics,

we established the exactrelation between one-and two-

qubit quantum m aps and classicaldescription oflinear

opticalprocesses. Finally, we successfully applied the

form alism justdeveloped,totwocasesofpracticalutility.

A D 

�0  

ψθ
 

φθ
 H  

II
2α

 

II
3α

 

II
1α

 

V  

0ψ
 

PBS HWP 

VVBS Mirror HVBS   

3/1θ
 

�0  

�45

FIG .7:Linearopticalnetwork im plem enting EA (for0 � p �

2=3),forM EM S IIgeneration.Each ofthetwoM ach-Zehnder

interferom etersconstituting the network are balanced.

B D 

�45−  
�0  

�45  

ψθ
 

φθ
 H  

II
2β

 

II
3β

 

II
1β

 

V  

0ψ
 

PBS HWP 

VVBS Mirror HVBS   

3/1θ
 

FIG .8:Linearopticalnetwork im plem enting EB (for0 � p �

2=3),forM EM S IIgeneration.Each ofthetwoM ach-Zehnder

interferom etersconstituting the network are balanced.

W e believe that the present paper willbe usefulto

both the classicaland the quantum optics com m unity

since it enlightensand puts on a rigorousbasis,the so-
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widely used relations between classicalpolarization op-

tics and quantum m echanics ofqubits. A particularly

interesting aspectofourwork isthatwe describe in de-

tailhow dichroicdevices(i.e.,deviceswith polarization-

dependentlosses),� tinto thisgeneralschem e.
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