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Experimental Entanglement and Nonlocality of a Two-Photon Six-Qubit Cluster State
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We create a six-qubit linear cluster state by transformimgaphoton hyperentangled state in which three
qubits are encoded in each particle, one in the polarizatiohtwo in the linear momentum degrees of freedom.
For this state, we demonstrate genuine six-qubit entarggigrpersistency of entanglement against the loss of
qubits, and higher violation than in previous experimem®ell inequalities of the Mermin type.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Bg,03.65.Ud,42.50.Ex, 42.65.Lm

Introduction.—Progress in one-way quantum computing be written as
[|ﬂ] requires the creation of-qubit graph state£|[2] of high N
number of qubits. Graph states are also fundamental re- _ N ‘
sources for quantum nonlocality [2,/4,[5, 6], quantum error 9) = (H CZ”) @ [+,
correction [7], and quantum entanglement([2, 8]. In order (9)

to create multiqubit graph states it is possible to incréase \yhere(i. 7) indi i -
_ , 7) indicates the connected verticegimand|+); =
number of entangled parUcIeB @ @p 16]L(|O><Z— +>|1>i). +)
or to encode many qubits in each of theéml 20] V2

' The specific distribution of the six qubits between the two

Multiqubit graph states can be created by distributing thephotons in Fig[lL (qubits 1, 2, and 3 are carried by photon
qubits between the particles so that each particle carries o A, and qubits 4, 5, and 6 by photd3) allows bipartite non-
qubit. This is the way in which four-qubit graph states with | .’ -

- _locality [5] because, in this distribution, all the singjebit
atoms [] and photons [ 0.111,112]13] 14), and six-qubito, i ohservables satisfy EPR’s criterion for elementsef r
graph states with atoms [15] and photdE [16] were create

X - | q;llity [|2_;l|], since the result of measuring any of the Pauli ob-
A second strategy is to distribute the qubits so that each °§ervables on qubits 1, 2, and 3 can be predicted with cer-

the particles encodes two qubits. This has been used to Cr‘?ﬁinty from measurements on qubits 4, 5, and 6, and vicev-

ate two-photon four-qubit graph stat@[ﬁl, a8, 19] and URrsa. This property is not satisfied by other methods of cre-

to five-photon ten-qubit graph states|[20]. By generalizingaiin g graph states using different DOFs of the same photon,

this strategy, we have created a six-qubit two-photon finea,, ;. o e new qubits are added by local operationks [20].
cluster statdL.Cg), by encoding three qubits in each parti- Experimental preparation.We create the statH:EG),
cle: one qubitin the polarization and two qubE§inthe linea equivalent up to single qubit unitary transformations to
momentum degrees of freedom (DOFs). Th€) is the
only distribution of six qubits between two particles whose
perfect correlations have the same nonlocality as thogeeof t

(1)

six-qubit Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) state [6)t b E/I
only requires two separated carriers [5].
H/V
Consider the graph in Fifl 1 and associate a single qubit T/f

to each vertex. The linear cluster stdt&’) is defined as
the only six-qubit state which satisfigg§.Cs) = |LCq), V4, FIG. 1: Graph associated to a two-photon six-qubit entahsfiate.

whereg; corresponds to the vertexof the graph in FigllL, Each set represents a photon and each vertex correspongistii.a
and is defined ag; — X; ® Z;, where, e.g.X, is Each link represents a CZ operation between the two corshecte
(A 1 JEN (i) “I» 1 CeYedg

. . o N . qubits. Dashed lines represent links present inltl;) state and
the Pauli matrixr,. of qubiti, and/\/ (i) is the set of vertices  apsent in théHEs) state. In the experiment, qubits 1 and 4 are en-

which are connected to An equivalent definition of graph  coded into external/internaF{I) modes, qubits 2 and 5 into hori-
states can be given in terms of Controll&dbperations de-  zontal/vertical {1/V) polarization, and qubits 3 and 6 into right/left
fined on qubits andj as CZ; = |0>i<0| Q1+ |1>i<1| ® Z;. (r/f) modes. See the text for details.

The graph statgg) associated to thé&/-vertex graphg can
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FIG. 2: Generation of the six-qubit linear cluster state Sel)eme of the entangled two-photon six-qubit parametticcgo a UV laser
beam (wavelength,) impinges on the Type | BBO crystal after reflection on a snmattor. The polarization entangled stdté!)|H) —
[V)|V))/+/2 arises from the superposition of the degenerate emissioesaaf the crystal. Basic elements of the source are: i) aigphe
mirror (M), reflecting both the parametric radiation and the pump be#mse micrometric displacement enables phase contraicleet
the|H)|H) and|V)|V) events. ii) A quarter wave-plate (WP), located betweenanitd and BBO, performing théH )| H) — |V)|V)
transformation on the left cone. iii) A positive leds transforming the conical parametric emission of the alystto a cylindrical
one. Four pairs of correlated longitudinal modesh; (: = 1,...,4) are selected by an eight-hole screen. One half WP orierited a
45° intercepting modesz, as and two half WPs oriented @t interceptingbs, b4 determine the transformation frotﬁ?E@ to |If36>.

b) Spatial superposition between the left &nd right ) modes on the common 50/50 beam splitter; B8 modesa, a2 (bs, bs) are
respectively matched withmodesaa, as (b2, b1) on the A (B) side. Temporal indistinguishability is obtained by setio zero the path
delay between the right and the left modes. c) Spatial sogérpn between the interndl(az, as, b2, bs) and externaF (a1, a4, b1, ba)
modes is performed on B3 and BS i for the A and B photon, respectively. Independent adjustment of timeydet¢tween thed and B
modes coming out of BSdetermines interference between the modes. Aftar, BSly the A (B) modes contribute to the interference on
BS:;4 (BS:2), while the others modes are intercepted by beam stops.

|LCs), in two steps: first, we prepare a six-qubit hyperentanstates and qubit states
gled state |{{Es)) [cf. Fig.[d] by a triple entanglement of

two photons. The quantum information is encoded in the {IEY A, |I) A} — {|0)1, 1)1}, (3a)
polarization (qubits 2 and 5) and longitudinal momentum (1HY 4, VY A} = {[0)2, |1)a} (3b)
(qubits 1 and 4, and 3 and 6) photon DOFs. Then, we trans- ' ’ '
TE.) into [1.C i i {Ir)a,16)a} = {10)3,[1)s}, (3¢)
form |HEg) into |LCs) by applying a sequence of unitary
transformations which entangle qubits 1 and 2, and qubits 5 {IE)B, 1)} = {|0)4, (1)}, (3d)
and 6. {|H>Bu|V>B} — {|0>57|1>5}7 (3e)
The experimental setup used to create and measure the {Ir B, 108} = {10)6, [1)6}, (3)

|Ijéﬁ> is illustrated in FigCR. We used spontaneous para-

metric down-conversion (SPDC) in a single 0.5 mm thickthe hyperentangled stafé (2) is equivalent, up to singlé qub
Type | 5-barium- borate (BBO) crystal excited by a contin- unitary transformations, to the graph stgtis) shown in
uous wave UV laser, following a scheme described in[Big. ZFig.[1. Specifically|HEs) = HyX3H3H4Z5|HEg), where

,[23]. Precisely, four pairs of correlated spatial modesH; denotes the Hadamard operation on qubBy Eq. [3),

], labeled ad (r) for the left (right) side of the emission the cluster statél.C;) is obtained fromHEg) by applying
cone and ag (E) considering the internal (external) modes the CZ, and CZ;s gates. Then, by applying the gates GX
[cf. Fig.[2(a)] were selected within the conical emission of (a ControlledX operation) and Cg on the hyperentangled
the crystal. The S'Ezivrting point for the cluster state getiera State|ﬁ1?j6>, we obtain
was the six-qubitHEg), given by the product of one polar-

ization and two longitudinal momentum entangled states, |ITCG> _ CX120Z65|§IT36> — HyX4HsH, Z5|LCs). (4)

1 (|EE) 45 + 11) 1) 2) The created stath:vC(;), is, up to a unitary transfor-

V2 mation, equivalent to the two-photon six-qubit clustetesta
1 _ 1 |LCs) by the correspondendel (4). Specifically, the relation

? V2 () 15 = VV)ap) © V2 ()45 +1r6) a5). given in [2) betweenLCs) and|LCg), implies that/LCy)

is the only common eigenstate of the generafpebtained

from g; by changingX, < Z;, X3 — —Z3, Z3 — X3,

X4 & Z4, and X5 — —X;5. Qubits 1 and 4 are encoded by

the F/I degree of freedom, qubits 2 and 5 by tH¢V" po-

By using the following correspondence between physicalarization, and qubits 3 and 6 by thé/ degree of freedom.

|HEq) =

whereA (B) corresponds to the up (down) side of the coni-
cal crystal emission.
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The|IjCG) state can be written as be adopted to increase the number of qubits. However, this
. imposes the use of optical components of high quality to pre-
O — = - + serve the fidelity.
ILCo) 2 [|EE>AB|¢ 7l ap TIEE) 45107 )2l 4 Entanglement witness We tested whether or not the cre-
=) ol 7)  10r) a + II) o510 ) 170 48] ated state has genuine six-qubit entanglement (i.e., lnexp
cable by five or less qubit entanglement). For that purpose,
where|¢p*)r = —S(HH), 5 £ [VV),p) and[$*)x =  we measured an entanglement witness specifically designed
\/%UHVMB + |V H) , ) are the standard polarization Bell @] to detect genuine six-qubit entanglement around the
states. |LCq),

The transformation from the hyperentangled state to the
cluster state was carried out by two wave-plates interagpti
the |ﬁ?36)’s output modes. Precisely, since qubitsF/()
and 2 {/V) are encoded in photoA, the CX;» gate was
obtained by applying a half wave-plate (WP) oriented®t  where 1 is the identity operator. There is entanglement
on the internald modes ¢ andas in Fig.[d). Equivalently, whenever
the CZ; was obtained by inserting a half WP orientedat
on the leftB modes {5 andb,). In the actual experiment, (Wp) =1-2F <0. (8)
we used one WP intercepting bath andas modes, while
one WP was used for thig mode and one for the, mode
[see Fig[Pa)]. _ Wi = —0.270 + 0.002, 9)

The experimental setup sketched in Kify. 2b) Bhd 2c) al-
lows the simultaneous measurement of three single qubighich is negative by 135 standard deviations and thus proves
compatible observables for each particle. It is given bythe existence of a genuine six-qubit entanglement.
two chained interferometers whose core elements are given Quantum nonlocality.Fhe specific state we have cre-
by three symmetric (50/50) beam splitters |B8S;4, and  ated is the only distribution of six qubits between two parti
BS;5. In BS;, the four/ modes are made indistinguish- cles whose perfect correlations have the same nonlocality a
able from the corresponding modes both in space and those of the six-qubit Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ)
time, while I and E modes belonging to thd (B) side are  state [6] and, instead of requiring six separated carrrs t
matched on B§, (BS; ). Two pairs of single photon detec- show nonlocality, it only requires two![5]. In any local the-
tors detect the output modelsor B, while polarization en-  ory in which all the single-qubit Pauli observables can be

tanglement is measured by four polarization analyzers (nofegarded as elements of reality in the sense of EPR [21], the
shown in the Figure), one for each detector. Nearly 500 cofollowing Bell inequality [6] must hold:

incidences per second were detected, which is 4 orders of
magnitude larger than the rate of the six-photon linear-clus B <4 = By, (10)
ter state6].

Fidelity.—\We measured the fidelity of our preparation by Where

measuring thé4 stabilizerss; ofthe|1:66),i.e.,aIItheprod— B = a1+ 7)1+ 5) (1 + 7 (1 + 5-)5 11
ucts of the generators. We obtained (see Table I) 1918+ 92)(X +5a) (L + G) (L +G5)90- - (11)

64
—~ —~ 1 -
W =1-2|LCs)(LCs[ =1— = > 5, (1)

i=1

We obtained,

o This inequality is the optimal one to detect nonlocalityreve
o1 Z<§i> — 0.6350 + 0.0008, ©6) wher’1 the|L.Cq) has a maximum amount of white noise [6].
64 pt EPR’s assumption is that single-qubit observables on photo
A (B) are elements of reality (i.e., have pre-assigned out-
which constitutes an improvement of 7% with respect to thecomes) when their outcomes can be predicted with probabil-
best previous fidelity for six-qubit graph states with six-pa ity 1 from measurements on photon B (A). However, in our
ticles E$,|IB]. The fidelity value is limited by imperfec- experiment, the single-qubit observables on photon A (B) in
tions in phase and polarization settings, such as the tweo corhe inequality[(ID) can be predicted from measurements on
trolled operations (CX and CZ), and mainly by non perfectphoton B (A) with probabilities ranging from 0.78 to 0.94.
mode matching on the three beam splitters (BSs). Note thatherefore, we need to relax EPR’s assumption and assume
the measurements on the second momentum (I/E qubit) atbat single-qubit Pauli observables are elements of yeialit
naturally affected by imperfections of the first momentumthey can be predicted with probability higher than 0.77. For
setup. Using single mode fibers combined with integratedexample, if(X37;Xs) = 1 — ¢, with 0 < e < 1, then a
quantum optical circuits in the experimental setup would al fractione (1 — ¢) of the pairs are uncorrelated (perfectly cor-
low to largely restore the state fidelit[[ZS]. Other DOFs, related). Therefore, the outcome &f in photonA can be
such as time-energy and orbital angular momentum, couldorrectly predicted from the outcome &f X in photonB
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with probability 1 for the the correlated pairs and with prob- have been characterized in detail. Cluster states builivon t
ability % for the uncorrelated pairs. Thus the outcom&gf  photons and more DOFs present both advantages and disad-

can be predicted with probability(1 — ¢) + %e =1-3. vantages with respect to multi-photon cluster states. @n on
We tested the Bell inequalit/ (1L0) and obtained side, no more than few pairs of photons at a time are cre-
B 12 ated by SPDC, due to the probabilistic nature of this prgcess
Bexp = 7.018 +0.028, (12) then, multi-photon detection is seriously affected by the |
equivalent to a degree of nonlocalify— % of 1.7545 + ited quantum efficiencies of detectors; finally, an entasgle

gsState built on a large number of particles is more affected

0.0070, which is a considerable improvement compare . p:
to previous violations of Bell inequalities only involving PY decoherence because of the increased difficulty of mak-

perfect correlations and using four-qubit statg@.59 + N9 photons indistinguishabl_e. On the other_ side, i_ncreas-
0.08)/2 = 1.29 [Iﬁ], (273 + 0.12)/2 = 1.36 ], ing the numberof.DOFS|mpI|es an exponential requirement
(3.4145 + 0.0095)/2 = 1.70 ] and (2.50 + 0.04)/2 = of resource_s,_for mstanc.:é{\_f k-modes per photon must_be.
1.25 [27]. A higher value ofD has been reached for a Bell selected within the.em|33|on cone to.enco_de_ N qubits in
inequality not involving perfect correlatiorls [10] 28] 23p each photon. Despm_e tha_lt, working W|th_a Ilmlted_number
our knowledge, the result of Eq{12) represents the firs_Pf DOFs (up to four) is still more convenient thf_;m increas-
nonlocality test with a six-qubit graph state. The fact that"d the number of photon pairs. Hence a hybrid approach
we have obtained a higher degree of nonlocality than With("e",ml"lt"DOmelt"phOton states) can be concelvegiln
simpler systems is an experimental confirmation that quanedium-term time scale to overcome the structural limita-
tum nonlocality can increase as the complexity of the systerf{oNS in generation/detection of quantum photon states.
grows in spite of the decrease of the fidelity [3]. The authors thank O. Gihne for useful conversations.
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TABLE I: Experimental results: measurement of the 64 stadits; of |II36>, i.e., all the products of the generat@is Last three columns

indicate in which Bell inequality test each experimentdleavas used.

Stabilizer Experimental value., 3 5’ Stabilizer Experimental valuB.., 8 3’
1 1.0000 + 0.0000 G203G4 0.8592 + 0.0062
a1 0.5928 + 0.0075 v G20335 0.7036 =+ 0.0066
G2 0.8788 =+ 0.0053 329396 0.7468 =+ 0.0056
gs 0.9984 + 0.0005 G29435 0.7038 =+ 0.0066
Ga 0.9973 + 0.0008 G29476 0.8285 + 0.0062
s 0.7905 =+ 0.0057 329596 0.6861 =+ 0.0058
e 0.8310 =+ 0.0062 v G395 0.7357 £ 0.0083
G1g2  0.5657 + 0.0059 v 339476 0.7484 + 0.0056
G1gs  0.5930 & 0.0075 G33536 0.6625 =+ 0.0051 v
G1gs  0.5602 £ 0.0076 v G49596 0.6394 =+ 0.0060
G195 0.5872 4+ 0.0076 G1G233G2  0.6067 & 0.0074
G1ge  0.4653 +0.0095 v G1G233G5  0.5391 & 0.0086
G2Gs  0.8586 & 0.0062 G1G2G3ds  0.4334 £0.0063 v
G2ga  0.8775 4+ 0.0053 G1G204G5  0.4247 & 0.0093
G2gs  0.7042 = 00066 G1G204G6s  0.3960 &+ 0.0077 v
G2Gs  0.8288 & 0.0062 G1G205G6  0.4435 £0.0076 v
G3gs  0.9970 £ 0.0009 G1G3Gags  0.5897 4 0.0074
G3gs  0.7896 + 0.0057 G1G3dags  0.4349 +0.0080 v
Gage  0.7484 £ 0.0056 v G1G3gsds  0.4465 +£0.0061 v
Gags  0.7339 £ 0.0084 G1G4G596  0.4465 £ 0.0061 v
Gags  0.8312 4 0.0062 G2G3dags  0.7037 & 0.0066
Js36 0.6392 + 0.0060 v 92939436 0.7465 + 0.0056
G1G2gs  0.4504 £ 0.0092 G2G3gsgs  0.6113 +0.0063
gi192g4  0.6063 + 0.0074 v 92949536 0.6860 + 0.0058
G1G235  0.5378 £ 0.0086 G3g4ds5gs  0.6624 & 0.0051
G1G29¢  0.4169 +0.0065 v G1G29394d5  0.4235 + 0.0093
G1G3ga  0.5603 % 0.0076 G1G2G3G4G6  0.3735 +0.0078 v
G1gsgs  0.5874 £ 0.0075 G1G233G596  0.4071 £ 0.0077 v
G1Gsgs  0.4651 +0.0063 v G1G20495G6  0.5059 £ 0.0052 v/
G1G495  0.5882 % 0.0074 G1G39495G6  0.4884 +£0.0057 v
G1gads  0.4148 £0.0075 v G203G4gsgs  0.6112 % 0.0063
G1gsds  0.4450 £ 0.0061 v §10203G495G6  0.4046 £ 0.0060 v/




