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W e report the st experin ental dem onstration of an alloptical oneway im plem entation of
D eutsch’s quantum algorithm on a fourqubit cluster state. A 1l the possible con gurations of a
balanced or constant fiinction acting on a two-qubit register are realized w thin the m easurem ent—
based m odel for quantum com putation. T he experin ental results are In excellent agreem ent w ith
the theoreticalm odel, therefore dem onstrating the successfiill perform ance of the algorithm .

PACS numbers: 03.67.4a, 02.50Le, 03.67M n, 4250D v

T he steadily increasing interest in topics of quantum
Infom ation processing @ IP ) and quantum com putation
has stim ulated considerable e orts in the realization of
quantum hardware based on various kinds of experin en—
tal settings. These e ortshave resulted in the realization
of prom ising one and two-qubit logical gates [I], even
though the netw orking of these basic building blocks is
still far from being practical. N evertheless, investiga—
tions In this direction, both at the experim entaland the—
oretical evel are vital for the advancem ent ofQ IP. The
ultin ate ain is the realization of m ultiqubi quantum
algorithm s w ith the ability to outperform their classical
analogues [1,/2]. In this context, the in plem entation of
few qubi quantum algorithm s represents a step orward
tow ard the construction of working processors based on
quantum technology [3,14].

Very recently, a radical change of perspective in the
design of quantum ocom putational protocols has been
proposed and fomn alized In the so—called \oneway"
model [B]. Here, com putation is not perform ed by n-
ducing a sequence of logical gates involring the elem ents
ofa quantum register, as in the standard quantum circuit
m odel [II]. In the oneway case, a m ultpartite quantum
correlated state, the cluster state, is used as a resource
for running a \program " represented by a sequence of
particular singlequbit m easurem ents, perform ed in or-
der to sin ulate a given com putationaltask [E]. Thisnew
paradigm for quantum com putation, which 1 its the
am ount of control one needs over a register to the abil-
ity of perform ing sihglequbit m easurem ents, has raised
an enom ous interest In the physical com m uniy. It has
triggered investigations directed toward a better under—
standing and sim pli cation of the m odel [€] and also its
practical applications [7,18]. The e orts produced so far
have culn inated in the experim ental dem onstration of
the basic features of the one-way m odel, the realization
ofa two-qubi quantum search algorithm [/1]and the the-
oretical proposal for a m easurem ent-based realization of
a quantum gam e [@]. The relevance of the oneway ap-—
proach to Q IP is not m erely practical, it is also helping

us to understand the param ount role ofm easurem ents in
the quantum dynam ics ofa system .

In this paper, we report the rst experin entaldem on—
stration ofa one-way based in plem entation ofD eutsch’s
algorithm [3]. It represents a sin ple but yet interesting
Instance ofthe role that the inherent parallelisn of quan-—
tum com putation plys in the speed-up characterizing
quantum versions of classicalproblem s. W e have used an
alloptical setup, w here the construction of cluster states
hasbeen successfiilly dem onstrated [7,18]. N egligble de-
coherence rates a ecting qubits em bodied by photonic
degrees of freedom ensure the perform ance of the proto—
colin a virtually noise-free setting. A Ithough D eutsch’s
algorithm hasbeen in plem ented In a linear optical sestup
before [L0], our protocol represents its rst realization In
the context ofone-w ay quantum com putation. It isbased
on the use of an entangled resource locally equivalent to
the cluster state used previously for perform ing a two—
qubit search algorithm [7], thereby renforcing the idea
ofthe high exbility of cluster resources. W e show that
four qubits in a lnear cluster con guration are su cient
to realize allthe possible con gurationsofa function act-
Ing on a logicaltwo—qubit register. Two of the possble
con gurations are the result of an application of an en—
tangling gate to the elem ents of the register. In princi
pl, this gate can be realized by inducing an interaction
betw een the photonic qubits. In our cluster statebased
approach, the required entangling operations are realized
by using the entanglem ent present in the cluster resource
and the nonlinearity induced by the detection. T here is
no necessity forengineering it in a case by case basis [L0],
which isa very in portant advantage. T he reconstruction
ofthe density m atrix ofthe logicaloutput qubits is In ex—
cellent agreem ent w ith the theoretical predictions.

M odel- The generalized version of Deutsch’s algo—
rithm , also known as the D eutsch-Josza algorithm [L1],
takes an N -bit binary nput x and allow s one to distin—
guish two di erent types of function f (x) in plem ented
by an oraclke. A function is constant if i retums the
sam e value (either O or 1) for all possble inputs of x
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FIG.1l: Network diagram s for each black box operation in
Deutsch’s algorithm . W e have BB ()=1 1, BB (i)=1

x,BB (iil)=CNOT and BB ()= (1L x)CNOT,whereCNOT
denotes a Controlled-NO T gate.

and balnced if it retums 0 for half of the inputs and
1 for the other half. Classically one would need to
query such an orack asmany as2” ' + 1tinesin some
cases. However the quantum version of this algorithm
requires only one query in all cases [L1]. In the two
qubit version [E3], the algorithm in plem ents the orack
as a function £ on a sihglk query bi x using an input
ancilla bit y. The applied uniary operation is given
by xiyi ! xiy £ &)i. Prepala'n_g the Input state
as j+ij i, where j i= (Pi Ji)= 2 and £Pi;Jig is
the single it com putationalbasis, the oraclem aps the
stateto (1= 2)[( 1)T@ pi+ ( 1)f® 41i]§ i. By mea-
suring the query qubi in the fj ig basis, one can de-
term ine which type of function f (x) corresponds to. For
a balanced (constant) function, j i (3+ i) is always ob—
tained for the query qubit. T herefore only one query of
the orack is necessary, com pared to two in the classical
version .

The action of the oracke in D eutsch’s algorithm is et
ther preset or dictated by the outcom e of another algo—
rithm . In order to in plem ent all possble con gurations
that the orack m ight take in the two qubit version, we
must be able to construct them usihg a com bination of
quantum gates. In Fig.[ll we show all possble oracks
In term s of their quantum network. By describing the
orack sin ply as a \black box", it is easy to see that all
urblack boxes given in Fig.[Qlby BB (i)—() inplm ent
their respective oraclke operation. In order to carry out
D eutsch’s algorithm using these quantum gates, wem ake
use ofan entangled qubit cluster state resource and carry
out one-w ay quantum com putation on it. Thisallow sthe
In plem entation ofthe algorithm by perform ing a correct
program ofm easurem ents. No adjistm ent to the exper—
In ental set-up is necessary.

G ven a cluster state, there are two types of single
qubitm easurem ents that allow a one-way quantum com —
puter to operate. First, by measuring a qubi j in
the com putational basis fj)ij ;jLijg it can be disentan—
glkd and removed from the cluster, laving a smaller
cluster state of the rem aining qubis. Second, In or—

der to perform actual Q IP, qubits must be m easured
in the basis B5( ) = fj +4;j iy9, where j i =

(Pi €' Ji)5= 2 ( 2 R). Choosing the m easure-
m ent basis determ ines the singlequbit rotation R, ( ) =

exp( i p=_2), followed by a Hadam ard operation H =

( x+ 2)= 2beingsinulated on an encoded logicalqubit
in the cluster residing on qubit j ( x; y; , arethePauli
matrices). W ith a su ciently large cluster state, any

quantum logic operation can be carried out w ith an ap—
propriate choice for the B5( ). W e de ne the value s;5

tobe 0 (1) ifthe m easurem ent outcom e is j 4 J.J ! ij)
on qubit j. W henever sy = 0 the com putation proceeds
as intended, however when s; = 1 a Paulierrorof ; is
applied in addition to the H R, ( ) rotation. This error
can easily be rem oved by a feed-forw ard technique, w here
the value of sy determm nes the m easurem ent settings for
foture m easurem ents on the cluster.

E xperim ental In pkm entation — For the entangled re—
source, In an ideal case, the ollow Ing fourphoton state
is produced by m eans of the experim ental set-up shown
nFig.Q @)

1
jei= S (PO00i+ POILi+ J100i J1lld)ps (1)

w ith j)ij (jlij) em bodied by the horizontal (vertical) po—
larization state of one photon populating a spatialm ode
j = 1;:34. The preparation of the resource relies on
postselection : a fourphoton coincidence event at the de—
tectors facing each spatialm ode w inesses the prepara—
tion of the state. This state is obcally equivalent to a
fourqubit linear cluster state (the required local oper—
ation being H 1 1, 15 H,4). The expermm entally
produced state $ is veri ed by means of a m axin um —
likelihood technique for tom ographic reconstruction [12]
perform ed overa set 0£1296 localm easurem ents, each ac—
quired w ithin a tin ew Indow 0£500 ns. W e have used all
the possble com binations ofthe elem ents ofthem utually
unbiased singlequbit basis £Pi;ji; 3 i;3 i;R1i;Fdg5
wih 7 J.J em bodied by th% polarization state at 45

and L=R J.J = (Pi 4idi)s= 2 corresponding to left and
right-circularly polarized photons. T he din ension of our
m easurem ent set is due to the requirem ents of the algo-
rithm being perform ed, as explained later. The recon-
structed density m atrix of the experin ental state $ hasa

delity w ith the idealstatein Eq. {Il) ofF = h %7 ci=

062 001,which iswelkabovethelm it F = 05 Porany
bissparable fourqubit state. T hisdem onstratesthe pres—
ence of four particle entanglem ent in the produced state.

In order to perform D eutsch’s algorithm on the entan—
gled cluster resource given in Eq. [I), we have used a
set m easurem ent pattem fr each black box case. Fig.[2
(b) show s the input and output logical states of the al-
gorithm corresponding to the physical cluster qubis. In
all cases, the state of qubit 1 istaken to be the nput and
output logical qubit state corresponding to ki = i 1.



A fter qubits 2 and 4 have been m easured, qubit 1 isthen
m easured In an appropriate basis to provide the neces-
sary infom ation about the black box’s function f (x).
Qubi 4 represents a logical qubit state 3 i, which is
rotated to the state j i by measuring qubi 4 in the
B4 ( ) basis, to becom e the nput qubi i of the al-
gorithm . Qubit 3 is then taken to be the output qubit
¥ f&)i. For all black boxes, qubit 2 plays the piv—
otal role In a two—qubi quantum gate applied between
the logical input qubis ki and i residing on clister
qubits 1 and 3. By measuring i in the com putational
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FIG. 2: (a): Setup for the experim ental im plem entation
of D eutsch’s algorithm . An ultraviolet pum p-laser perform s
two passages through a nonlinear B eta-B arium B orate crys—
tal BBO ) aligned produce entangled photon pairs of the
orm (POi Jli)ap= 2and (POi+ li)eg= 2. Com pensators
(Comp) are halfwave plates HW P) and BBO crystals used
in order to counteract walk-o e ectsat the BBO .By consid—
ering the possbility of cbtaining a doublepair em ission into
the sam e pair ofm odes and the action of the polarizing-beam

splitters (PBS’s), the furtem sentering Eq. [I) are obtamned
and their am plitudes and respective signs adjusted [1] w ith
an additionalHW P in m ode a. T he algorithm is executed by
using quarterwave plates QW Ps), HW P’s, PBS’s and pho—
tocounter pairs fD 5;D 50g for the perform ance of polarization
m easurem ents In arbitrary bases of the photons in m ode j.
() : Sketch of the clusterstate con guration used for the al-
gorithm . Q ubit 1 embodies the logical input and output for
i, wih qubit 4 asthe logicalinput for ¥i. Q ubit 3 em bodies
the output ¥ f (x)iand isalways found tobe j i,.

M easurem ent basis |

BB () fB1(0);£P4, 71, 9;£P4, ;34i,9/Ba (g
BBc (@) | ££P4 ;34 g;£P4 ;1 g;£P4, ;i g; £33, ;P1,99
BB (iti) fB1( =2);B2 ( =2);£P4i, ;3i,9iBa( )g

BB (iii) fB1 (3 =2);B. ( =2);fPi, ;jig;fii, ; Pi, g9

TABLE I: M easurem ent basis for im plem enting the black
boxes In the experim ent. The feed—forward operations are
(21 (3)s PrBBc(@ and ( ;2 )1 ( 3")s for BB, (iil).

basis, we disentangle it from the cluster, thus break-
Ing any entanglem ent between ki and jyi. In this case,
the two-qubi quantum gate applied is sin ply the iden—
tity (I 1). This operation is necessary for BB (i) and
BB (i) . However, by m easuring qubit 2 In the B, ( =2)
basis, we e ectively apply the two-qubi quantum gate
R, (=2) R,(=2))CPHASE on bgical nput qubits ki
and i (seeTameetal In [@]), where CPHASE shifts the
relative phase of the state jlijli by . This operation is
necessary for BB (iil) and BB (iv) and together with H
applied to the input state jyi from the m easurem ent of
qubit 4, it isequivalent to a CNO T gate by subsequently
applying theoperation R, ( =2) H R,( =2).Thisis
achieved by m odifying the m easurem ent basis of qubits
1 and 3 when the feed-forward is carried out. In Tablk[d
we provide the m easurem ent basis set and feed—forward
operationsused to carry out the black boxeson j .iand
the locally equivalent cluster state. A sBB (il) and BB (i)
are obtained from BB (i) and BB (iii) by using altemative
feed-forw ard operations, in what follow s we concentrate
on BB (i) and BB (ii) .

T he resuts ofourexperin ental investigation are shown
in Figs.[d and[d, where the density m atrix describing the
state ofthe output qubits 1 and 3 hasbeen reconstructed
through a maxinum lkelhood technigque [12]. Fig.
(F ig.[4) showsthe case of BB (i) BB (iii)) being realized.
B oth the no—feed-forward (no¥F) and feed-orward EF)
situations are shown. In the latter case, the state of the
output qubits is corrected from the random ness of the
m easuram ents perform ed on the physical qubits 2 and
4. From the analysis perform ed in the previous Section,
we know that the expected outcom e when a constant
(balanced) function isapplied is 3+ ; i5 (3 ; i3).Ev-
dently, the reconstructed density m atrices, both in the
FF and noFF case, are In very good agreem ent w ih
the theoretical expectation. T he real part is dom nated
by the correct m atrix elem ent, whilke neither signi cant
In aghhary parts nor quantum ocorrelations between the
di erent states are found. Q uantitatively, the deliy
w ith the desired state in the case ofa constant (palanced)
function is found tobe aslargeas0:90 0:01 (078 0:01)
fortheFF caseand 0:82 001 (0:63 0:01) forthenoFF
one. M oreover, no entanglem ent is found In any of the
output states, as w itnessed by the negativity of partial



FIG . 3: The output density m atrices for cluster qubis 1 and
3 when BB (i) is lmnplem ented. Panels (@) and ) ((c) and
(d)) show the real (in aginary) parts of the twoqubit densiy
m atrix elem ents as obtained from a m axinum lkelhood re—
construction. Panels (@) and (c) refer to thenoFF casewhile
panels (o) and (d) show the FF case due to the random ness
ofm easurem ent outcom es for qubits 2 and 4.

transposition criterion, which is necessary and su cient
for any two—qubit state [L3]. The an all adm ixture ofthe
undesired 3 ; i, to the expected j ; i, state when
a balanced fiinction is applied F1ig.[4, panel (a)) is due
to the relatively low delity of the experin ental cluster
state with Eq. [). This e ect is m ore pronounced for
BB (i) than for BB (i), where the m easurem ent of qubit
2 isdesigned in such a way so as to break the channelbe-
tween qubits1 and 3, and resuls in a protocoldependent
noise-inheritance e ect for im perfect cluster states (see
Tameetal In [@]).
Rem arks— W e have designed and dem onstrated the

rst experin ental realization of D eutsch’s algorithm in
a cluster-state setup using only our qubits. O ur experi-
m ent is one of the few quantum algorithm s entirely in —
plem ented w ithin the fram ew ork of the one-way com pu—
tationalm odel [4,9]. T he agreem ent betw een the exper—
In ental data and the theoretical predictions is excellent
and only lim ited by the overall quality of the entangld
resource used in the experin ent.
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FIG . 4: The output density m atrices for cluster qubits 1 and
3 when BB (iii) is in plem ented. Panels @) and () ((c) and
(d)) show the real (in aginary) parts of the two—qubit density
m atrix elem ents as obtained from a m axinum lkelhood re—
construction. Panels (@) and (c) refer to thenoFF casewhile
panels (o) and (d) show the FF case due to the random ness
ofm easum ent outcom es for qubits 2 and 4.
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