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High-rate, high-fidelity entanglement distribution is essential to the creation of a quantum in-
ternet, but recent achievements in fiber (248 km at 9/s rate) and satellite-based (1200 km at 1.1/s
rate) entanglement distribution fall far short of what is needed. Chen et al. [Phys. Rev. Appl. 19,
054209 (2023)] proposed a means for dramatically increasing entanglement-distribution rates via a
scheme they call zero added-loss multiplexing (ZALM). ZALM’s quantum transmitter employs a pair
of Sagnac-configured spontaneous parametric downconverters (SPDCs), channelization via dense
wavelength-division multiplexing (DWDM) filtering, and partial Bell-state measurements (BSMs)
to realize a heralded source of frequency-multiplexed polarization-entangled biphotons. Each bipho-
ton is transmitted to Alice and Bob along with a classical message identifying its frequency channel
and whether a ψ− singlet or a ψ+ triplet was heralded. Alice and Bob’s quantum receivers then use
DWDM filtering and temporal-mode conversion to interface their received biphotons to intra-cavity
color-center quantum memories. This paper delves deeply into ZALM’s SPDCs, partial-BSMs, and
Duan-Kimble loading of Alice and Bob’s quantum memories. Its principal results—the density op-
erators for the SPDC sources and the quantum memories—allow heralding probability, heralding
efficiency, and fidelity to be evaluated for both the polarization-entangled biphotons and the loaded
quantum memories, thus enabling exploration of the parameter space for optimizing ZALM’s perfor-
mance. Even without a comprehensive optimization analysis, the paper’s examples already demon-
strate two critical features of the ZALM architecture: (1) the necessity of achieving a near-separable
channelized biphoton wave function to ensure the biphoton sent to Alice and Bob is of high purity;
and (2) the premium placed on Alice and Bob’s temporal-mode converters’ enabling narrowband
push-pull memory loading to ensure the arriving biphoton’s state is faithfully transferred to the
intra-cavity color centers.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement, the quintessential manifestation of
quantum physics, [1] enables a host of new technolog-
ical capabilities. Among them is quantum teleporta-
tion [2], a communication primitive on which a quantum
internet can be built [3–6]. Consequently, long-distance
high-rate entanglement distribution—over optical fiber
or via free-space propagation—is eagerly being sought.
A 248 km distance record was established in 2022 for a
fiber link [7], but it provided a minuscule 9/s rate ow-
ing to the 79 dB link loss. Quantum repeaters [6, 8, 9]
can multiply the distance over which entanglement can
be distributed at high rate over optical fiber, but they
have yet to reach an advanced state of development. Al-
ternatively, a low earth orbit (LEO) satellite-based sys-
tem has distributed entanglement between ground sta-
tions separated by 1200 km [10]. Moreover, a LEO satel-
lite’s motion, relative to the ground, affords a distribu-
tion rate largely independent of the distance between
ground stations, cf. the quantum key distribution re-
sults from the same satellite [11]. However, the satellite-
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based entanglement-distribution rate (1.1/s) at 1200 km
ground-station separation is still far below that needed
for a useful quantum internet, and the satellite system’s
secret-key rate (1.1 kbit/s) at that separation is likewise
far below that needed for one-time pad transmission of
large data files.

Recently, a potential means for dramatically in-
creasing entanglement-distribution rates—over fiber or
via satellite—was proposed by Chen et al. [12].
Their proposal uses spontaneous parametric downcon-
verters (SPDCs) and partial Bell-state measurements
(BSMs) [13] to herald the generation of polarization-
entangled biphotons across a large number of frequency-
multiplexed signal channels that collectively span the
downconverters’ ∼10THz phase-matching bandwidth.
Thus, multi-pair generation in any particular frequency
channel can be kept low while the overall generation rate
improves as the pump power and the number of chan-
nels increase. Furthermore, as explained in Ref [12], by
transmitting the heralded biphotons to Alice and Bob’s
terminals—along with classical messages identifying their
heralded frequency channels and whether the heralded
polarization-entangled Bell state is a ψ− singlet or a ψ+

triplet—Alice and Bob can use quantum frequency con-
version [14, 15] and time-lens bandwidth compression [16]
to efficiently couple the received biphotons to pairs of
intra-cavity color-center quantum memories.

Chen et al. dubbed their approach zero-added-loss
multiplexing (ZALM), because it avoids the switch-
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ing losses incurred in previously proposed multiplexing
schemes [17, 18]. Like Ref. [3]’s fiber-based entanglement-
distribution architecture, and Ref. [10]’s satellite-based
entanglement-distribution system, ZALM uses a source-
in-the-middle configuration, which is known [19] to offer
an efficiency—hence a distribution rate—advantage over
its meet-in-the-middle and sender-receiver alternatives in
both fiber and free-space operation. The free-space ad-
vantage is further increased when atmospheric turbulence
is concentrated near Alice and Bob’s terminals, as it is if
the ZALM source is on a LEO satellite.

Reference [12] contains a broad assessment of
ZALM performance, concentrating on the entanglement-
distribution rate and its tradeoff with color-center
entangled-state fidelity, and it includes simulation results
for ZALM’s mode conversion, i.e., the combination of
quantum frequency conversion and bandwidth compres-
sion needed to efficiently couple arriving biphotons to
the intra-cavity color centers, as well as other implemen-
tation considerations.

The present paper takes a more narrow view, viz., a
deep dive into the SPDCs and the partial BSMs that
yield heralded polarization-entangled biphotons across a
set of frequency channels, and the ensuing color-center
entangled-state fidelity between Alice and Bob’s Duan-
Kimble [20] intra-cavity quantum memories. Two major
results are the density operators for the heralded bipho-
ton produced by the source and for the loaded quan-
tum memories. These operators quantify the need to in-
put near-separable channelized biphoton states from two
SPDC sources to the partial BSMs in order to get a high-
purity heralded biphoton, and thereby a high color-center
entangled-state fidelity. Moreover, this need applies even
for ideal partial-BSM apparatus, and for intra-cavity
color-center quantum memories with perfect—unit mag-
nitude and π-rad phase difference—state-dependent re-
flectivities in their Duan-Kimble loading protocol. More
importantly, our density operators lend themselves to nu-
merical evaluations that enable accounting for nonideali-
ties in the ZALM source and for memories with realistic
state-dependent reflectivities. In this regard it is impor-
tant to note that our memory analysis employs a rigor-
ously derived and improved “push-pull” version of the
Duan-Kimble protocol, which we obtained in our paper’s
companion work, Raymer et al. [21].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. We
begin, in Sec. II, with an overview of ZALM, focusing on
the dual-Sagnac SPDC source, partial BSM, and Duan-
Kimble quantum memories. In Section III, we char-
acterize a channelized, pulse-pumped Sagnac-configured
SPDC source [22] of unheralded polarization-entangled
biphotons, starting from the perturbation theory result
for arbitrary pump spectrum and phase-matching func-
tion, and then specializing to a transform-limited Gaus-
sian pump pulse and Gaussian phase-matching function.
Section III also presents the channelized biphoton wave
function’s singular-value decomposition (SVD), which is
useful for theoretical calculations and importantly offers

a practical route to numerical evaluation of memory-
loading performance in broadband conditions. Next, in
Sec. IV, we derive the density operator of the heralded
polarization-entangled biphoton produced by the chan-
nelized partial BSM on the idler photons from a dual-
Sagnac source. There we evaluate the heralding proba-
bility, heralding efficiency, purity, and error probability
of the general heralded biphoton and report numerical
results for the all-Gaussian special case. In Sec. V, we de-
rive the intra-cavity color-center density operator for the
Duan-Kimble quantum memories operated in push-pull
mode. This section reports the fidelity for ideal (lossless,
π-rad phase shift) state-dependent memory-cavity reflec-
tivities and how that fidelity may be realized—at the
expense of a reduction in the entanglement-distribution
rate—in narrowband operation with the push-pull pro-
tocol. The main text concludes, in Sec. VI, with a brief
treatment of the tradeoff between ZALM’s entanglement-
distribution rate and its inter-channel interference, fol-
lowed by discussion of some possibilities for extending
our analysis to include equipment nonidealities, alterna-
tive SPDC sources, alternative memory protocols, etc.
Appendix A and Appendix B then supply derivation de-
tails for Secs. IV and V, respectively.

II. ZALM OVERVIEW

Figure 1 is a high-level cartoon of free-space entangle-
ment distribution via ZALM. The ZALM quantum trans-
mitter (QTX) contains two coherently pulse-pumped
Sagnac-configured SPDC sources, which we assume to be
identical, each arranged to emit polarization-entangled
singlet states, as shown in Fig. 2 and analyzed in Sec. III.
Their idler beams are routed to the spectrally channel-
ized partial-BSM setup shown in Fig. 3 and analyzed
in Sec. IV. Specifically, these idlers are combined on a
50–50 beam splitter whose outputs have their horizontal
(H) and vertical (V ) polarization components separated
by polarizing beam splitters (PBSs). The PBSs’ out-
puts are then channelized by dense wavelength-division
multiplexing (DWDM) filters whose channelized outputs
illuminate single-photon detectors (SPDs).

ZALM
QTX

Alice’s
QRX

Bob’s
QRX

Free-space propagation

S1 S2

FIG. 1. High-level cartoon of free-space entanglement distri-
bution via zero added-loss multiplexing (ZALM). QTX: quan-
tum transmitter. QRX: quantum receiver.
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type-0
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D-polarized
pulsed pumpH-polarized

V-polarized

dichroic mirror:
transmitting for pump
HR for signal and idler

dichroic mirror

signal

idler

FIG. 2. Schematic of a Sagnac-configured SPDC source [22] of
singlet-state signal-idler biphotons suitable for use in ZALM.
A periodically-poled lithium niobate (PPLN) crystal [23] is
bidirectionally pulse-pumped for type-0 nondegenerate phase
matching. D, H, and V : diagonal, horizontal, and vertical
polarizations. HR: high reflector. λ: wavelength. PBS: po-
larizing beam splitter. HWP: half-wave plate.

A particular pump pulse results in an nth-channel
partial-BSM success when its combined idlers register
one H and one V detection at the nth channel’s SPDs;
see Figure 3. When these detections come from the I+H
and I−V or the I+V and I−H SPDs, they herald a ψ−

polarization-singlet state, commonly referred to as the
HV−V H state. On the other hand, when they come
from the I+H and I+V or the I−H and I−V SPDs, they
herald a ψ+ polarization-triplet state, commonly called
the HV+V H state.

Sagnac
source 1

Sagnac
source 2

PBS

SPD
PBS

BS

I1

I2

I+

I-

S1

S2

SPD

SPD SPD

DWDMI

I-V

I-H

SPD

SPD

I+H

I+V

DWDMI

DWDMI

DWDMI

SPD SPD

FIG. 3. Schematic of ZALM’s partial Bell-state measurement
for heralding polarization-entangled photon pairs. Sk and Ik
for k = 1, 2: signal (S) and idler (I) beams from the kth
dual-Sagnac source. BS: 50–50 beam splitter. I±: the idler-
beam outputs from the 50–50 beam splitter. PBS: polarizing
beam splitter. I±P for P = H,V : horizontally (H) and verti-
cally (V ) polarized outputs from the PBS illuminated by I±.
DWDMI : idler-beam dense wavelength-division multiplexing
filter. SPD: single-photon detector.

The heralded polarization-entangled signal-signal (S1-

S2) biphotons are then sent to Alice and Bob’s quantum
receivers (QRXs) via free-space propagation, accompa-
nied by classical messages specifying the heralded states
and their frequency channels. (For fiber connections to
Alice and Bob’s QRXs, polarization entanglement would
be converted to time-bin entanglement at the ZALM
QTX before transmission. See Sec. VI for a discussion
of how our analysis can be applied to time-bin entangle-
ment distribution over fiber.)

The propagation-surviving signal photons arriving at
Alice and Bob’s QRXs are DWDM channelized and,
when the nth channel has been heralded by the ZALM
QTX, Alice and Bob’s nth-channel DWDM outputs
are frequency converted and bandwidth compressed to
prepare them for loading into Alice and Bob’s intra-
cavity color-center quantum memories. Following these
transformations—which we take to be ideal, so as to focus
our attention on the fundamental limits of ZALM—the
nth-channel signal at each QRX is separated into its hor-
izontally and vertically polarized components by a PBS,
with the former undergoing a state-dependent reflectiv-
ity from the memory cavity and the latter being time
delayed, as shown in Fig. 4 and analyzed in Sec. V. Af-
ter rotation to vertical polarization, the cavity-reflected
signal is interfered with the time-delayed version of the
PBS’s vertically-polarized output on Fig. 4’s 50–50 beam
splitter [24]. Entanglement of Alice and Bob’s memories
is heralded when each QRX detects a photon from a par-
ticular QTX herald. As shown in Sec. V, a successful
herald loads a ψ− singlet state into their memories with,
in general, its entangled-state fidelity depending on which
combination of detectors registered counts.

The original version of the Duan-Kimble quantum
memory [20], and related experiments with SiV-based
memories [27–29], used an on-off protocol. In a sim-
plified four-state model, in which the qubit is stored in
two ground states each of which couples to a different
excited state, on-off operation has the optical frequency
on resonance with the cavity and one of the ground-to-
excited-state transitions and far off resonance for the
other transition. In Raymer et al. [21] we introduced the
push-pull protocol, in which the optical frequency is on
resonance with the cavity but midway between the two
ground-to-excited-state transitions, as shown in Fig. 5,
and our analysis there showed that push-pull operation
offers several advantages over on-off operation. Hence
we adopt the push-pull scheme for this study, although
our memory analysis can be modified to apply to on-off
operation.

In summary, ZALM’s goal is to spectrally multi-
plex heralded biphotons at its QTX thereby increas-
ing the entanglement-distribution rate to remote loca-
tions while minimizing the occurrence of multiple bipho-
tons from a given pump pulse in a given DWDM chan-
nel. ZALM’s advantageous scaling, in comparison with
its entanglement-distribution competitors, was demon-
strated theoretically in Chen et al. [12].

We are now prepared to dive into analyzing ZALM’s

3



PBS CIRC HR

M

HWP

BS

OC
SiV

SPDk+

SPDk-

QMk

S̃k
<latexit sha1_base64="k02eFGJAn5z7sanfXsGxgesCWBs=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1aOXxSJ4KkkV9Fjw4rGi/YA2lM1m0i7dbMLuRCihP8OLB0W8+mu8+W/ctjlo64OBx3szzMwLUikMuu63s7a+sbm1Xdop7+7tHxxWjo7bJsk0hxZPZKK7ATMghYIWCpTQTTWwOJDQCca3M7/zBNqIRD3iJAU/ZkMlIsEZWqnXRyFDyB+mg/GgUnVr7hx0lXgFqZICzUHlqx8mPItBIZfMmJ7npujnTKPgEqblfmYgZXzMhtCzVLEYjJ/PT57Sc6uENEq0LYV0rv6eyFlszCQObGfMcGSWvZn4n9fLMLrxc6HSDEHxxaIokxQTOvufhkIDRzmxhHEt7K2Uj5hmHG1KZRuCt/zyKmnXa95lrX5/VW3UizhK5JSckQvikWvSIHekSVqEk4Q8k1fy5qDz4rw7H4vWNaeYOSF/4Hz+AIuUkV8=</latexit>

S̃kH<latexit sha1_base64="rImiruFCy2xP1n3Z6giQXL6+yWk=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1o/GvXoZbEInkpSBT0WvPRY0X5AG8JmM22XbjZhdyPUkF/ixYMiXv0p3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbmBQlnSjvOt1Xa2Nza3invVvb2Dw6r9tFxV8WppNChMY9lPyAKOBPQ0Uxz6CcSSBRw6AXT27nfewSpWCwe9CwBLyJjwUaMEm0k364ONeMhZPe5n039Vu7bNafuLIDXiVuQGirQ9u2vYRjTNAKhKSdKDVwn0V5GpGaUQ14ZpgoSQqdkDANDBYlAedni8ByfGyXEo1iaEhov1N8TGYmUmkWB6YyInqhVby7+5w1SPbrxMiaSVIOgy0WjlGMd43kKOGQSqOYzQwiVzNyK6YRIQrXJqmJCcFdfXifdRt29rDfurmrNRhFHGZ2iM3SBXHSNmqiF2qiDKErRM3pFb9aT9WK9Wx/L1pJVzJygP7A+fwAhAJNX</latexit>

S̃0
kH

<latexit sha1_base64="rwG0jJomRLJfuH59EMsoaz8wKcA=">AAAB+XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/oh69LBbRU0mqoMeClx4r2g9oQ9hstu3SzSbsbgol5J948aCIV/+JN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZ0o7zbZU2Nre2d8q7lb39g8Mj+/iko+JUEtomMY9lL8CKciZoWzPNaS+RFEcBp91gcj/3u1MqFYvFk54l1IvwSLAhI1gbybftgWY8pNljfulnE7+Z+3bVqTkLoHXiFqQKBVq+/TUIY5JGVGjCsVJ910m0l2GpGeE0rwxSRRNMJnhE+4YKHFHlZYvLc3RhlBANY2lKaLRQf09kOFJqFgWmM8J6rFa9ufif10/18M7LmEhSTQVZLhqmHOkYzWNAIZOUaD4zBBPJzK2IjLHERJuwKiYEd/XlddKp19zrWv3hptqoF3GU4QzO4QpcuIUGNKEFbSAwhWd4hTcrs16sd+tj2VqyiplT+APr8weF3pOI</latexit>

S̃0
kV

<latexit sha1_base64="A1+oA5gtS+Gnk6BWK3EJZFvmEVQ=">AAAB+XicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1KOXxSJ6KkkV9Fjw4rGi/YA2hM1m0y7dbMLupFBC/okXD4p49Z9489+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXpIJrcJxva219Y3Nru7JT3d3bPzi0j447OskUZW2aiET1AqKZ4JK1gYNgvVQxEgeCdYPx3czvTpjSPJFPME2ZF5Oh5BGnBIzk2/YAuAhZ/lhc+PnY7xS+XXPqzhx4lbglqaESLd/+GoQJzWImgQqidd91UvByooBTwYrqINMsJXRMhqxvqCQx014+v7zA50YJcZQoUxLwXP09kZNY62kcmM6YwEgvezPxP6+fQXTr5VymGTBJF4uiTGBI8CwGHHLFKIipIYQqbm7FdEQUoWDCqpoQ3OWXV0mnUXev6o2H61qzUcZRQafoDF0iF92gJrpHLdRGFE3QM3pFb1ZuvVjv1seidc0qZ07QH1ifP5skk5Y=</latexit>

S̃kV
<latexit sha1_base64="2RjMIxvKdFVrIt9HirjOFBjdERI=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN34WetHox69LBbBU0mqoMeCF48V7Qe0IWw2k3bpZhN2N0IN+SVePCji1Z/izX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZekHKmtON8W2vrG5tb25Wd6u7e/kHNPjzqqiSTFDo04YnsB0QBZwI6mmkO/VQCiQMOvWByM/N7jyAVS8SDnqbgxWQkWMQo0Uby7dpQMx5Cfl/4+cTvFr5ddxrOHHiVuCWpoxJt3/4ahgnNYhCacqLUwHVS7eVEakY5FNVhpiAldEJGMDBUkBiUl88PL/CZUUIcJdKU0Hiu/p7ISazUNA5MZ0z0WC17M/E/b5Dp6NrLmUgzDYIuFkUZxzrBsxRwyCRQzaeGECqZuRXTMZGEapNV1YTgLr+8SrrNhnvRaN5d1lvNMo4KOkGn6By56Aq10C1qow6iKEPP6BW9WU/Wi/VufSxa16xy5hj9gfX5AzZGk2U=</latexit>

TD

S̃0
k+

<latexit sha1_base64="Bj0vh1otR4oCDJQS/L53OUqy560=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN34WetHox69LBZREEpSBT0WvHisaD+gDWGz2bZLN5uwOxFqyC/x4kERr/4Ub/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkRwDY7zba2srq1vbJa2yts7u3sVe/+greNUUdaisYhVNyCaCS5ZCzgI1k0UI1EgWCcY30z9ziNTmsfyASYJ8yIylHzAKQEj+XalD1yELLvPT/1sfJ77dtWpOTPgZeIWpIoKNH37qx/GNI2YBCqI1j3XScDLiAJOBcvL/VSzhNAxGbKeoZJETHvZ7PAcnxglxINYmZKAZ+rviYxEWk+iwHRGBEZ60ZuK/3m9FAbXXsZlkgKTdL5okAoMMZ6mgEOuGAUxMYRQxc2tmI6IIhRMVmUTgrv48jJp12vuRa1+d1lt1Is4SugIHaMz5KIr1EC3qIlaiKIUPaNX9GY9WS/Wu/Uxb12xiplD9AfW5w+ewJMC</latexit>

S̃0
k�<latexit sha1_base64="dvGk4KzV3PYGAMc01wKk4C1NasQ=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEN34WetHox69LBbRiyWpgh4LXjxWtB/QhrDZbNulm03YnQg15Jd48aCIV3+KN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Bsf5tlZW19Y3Nktb5e2d3b2KvX/Q1nGqKGvRWMSqGxDNBJesBRwE6yaKkSgQrBOMb6Z+55EpzWP5AJOEeREZSj7glICRfLvSBy5Clt3np342Ps99u+rUnBnwMnELUkUFmr791Q9jmkZMAhVE657rJOBlRAGnguXlfqpZQuiYDFnPUEkipr1sdniOT4wS4kGsTEnAM/X3REYirSdRYDojAiO96E3F/7xeCoNrL+MySYFJOl80SAWGGE9TwCFXjIKYGEKo4uZWTEdEEQomq7IJwV18eZm06zX3ola/u6w26kUcJXSEjtEZctEVaqBb1EQtRFGKntErerOerBfr3fqYt65Yxcwh+gPr8wehypME</latexit>

FIG. 4. Notional schematic for Duan-Kimble loading of Al-
ice and Bob’s intra-cavity color-center quantum memories, as-
suming the partial BSM heralds an nth-channel biphoton. S̃k:
the frequency-converted, bandwidth-compressed nth-channel
signal photon arriving at Alice’s memory (k = 1) and Bob’s

memory (k = 2). PBS: polarizing beam splitter. S̃kP : the
horizontally (P = H) and vertically (P = V ) polarized com-

ponents of S̃k. CIRC: optical circulator. QM: quantum
memory. OC and HR: optical coupler and high-reflector of
a single-ended Fabry-Pérot (FP) cavity [25]. SiV: silicon-

vacancy color center [26] contained in the FP cavity. S̃′
kH

: H-
polarized signal photon after reflection from the QM. TD: T -
sec-long time delay. M: mirror. HWP: half-wave plate. S̃′

kV
:

V -polarized signal photon obtained by passing S̃′
kH

through

the HWP. BS: 50–50 beam splitter. S̃′
K±: outputs from the

50–50 beam splitter. SPD±: single-photon detectors on the
beam splitter’s ± output ports.
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FIG. 5. Schematic of the SiV memory’s four-state model with
push-pull operation. ω̃S0 : center frequency of the frequency-
shifted, bandwidth-compressed signal photons. ωc: resonance
frequency of the SiV-containing cavity. |g1⟩ and |g2⟩: ground
states of the two independent SiV transitions in which the
qubit will be stored. |e1⟩ and |e2⟩: excited states of the two
independent SiV transitions. ∆12: blue detuning of transi-
tion 2 from transition 1. In push-pull operation, ω̃S0 = ωc is
blue (red) detuned by ∆12/2 from the first (second) transi-
tion.

source, partial-BSM, and memory loading. Before do-
ing so, however, it is worth warding off a possible mis-
understanding about heralding. Aside from losses, our
analyses will assume ideal equipment, e.g., the detectors
will not have dark counts, the beam splitters (polarizing
and 50–50) will be perfect, etc. Nevertheless, we will see
that a partial BSM which heralds a ψ∓ state need not
result in a ψ∓ state being sent to Alice and Bob. In-
deed, there is, in general, a nonzero probability that a
ψ∓ herald from the partial-BSM results in a ψ± state

being transmitted to Alice and Bob, thus degrading the
ZALM scheme’s performance. The culprit here is the
ZALM QTX’s having Sagnac-configured SPDC sources
that emit nonseparable channelized biphotons. To the
best of our knowledge, our work is the first to explicitly
treat that error probability and its effect on heralded-
biphoton purity and consequent color-center entangled-
state fidelity. See Ou et al. [30], however, for an early
treatment of quantum interference between the outputs
from a pair of SPDC sources.

III. SAGNAC-CONFIGURED SPDC SOURCE

Here we begin our paper’s journey—from biphoton
source, through partial BSM, to loaded intra-cavity color-
center quantum memories—by analyzing the Sagnac-
configured SPDC source shown in Fig. 2, focusing on its
ensuing behavior when its signal and idler are channel-
ized by complementary DWDM filters.

A. Perturbation theory for the SPDC source

In Fig. 2, a horizontally (H) polarized pulse with cen-
ter frequency ωP pumps a type-0 phase matched PPLN
crystal in both the counter-clockwise (ccw) and clockwise
(cw) directions. Operation is nondegenerate in frequency,
with the SPDC’s ccw-propagating and cw-propagating
signal and idler having center frequencies ωS0

and ωI0
satisfying ωS0

+ωI0 = ωP and |ωS0
−ωI0 | ≫ ΩPM, where

ΩPM is the crystal’s phase-matching bandwidth. Type-0
phase matching results in the ccw- and cw-propagating
signal and idler being H polarized as they exit the crys-
tal. Consequently, Fig. 2’s half-wave plate (HWP), triple-
wavelength PBS and dichroic mirrors are able to separate
the pump, signal, and idler after they exit the Sagnac
loop.
Using standard perturbation theory [12, 22], justified

by the inefficient nature of spontaneous parametric down-
conversion, a pump pulse will, to first order, result in the
following ccw-propagating and cw-propagating unnor-
malized (vacuum plus biphoton) states entering Fig. 2’s
PBS:

|ψ̃⟩ccwSI =
√
P0 |0⟩SI

−
√
P1

∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSI(ωS , ωI)|ωS⟩SV
|ωI⟩IV , (1)

|ψ̃⟩cwSI =
√
P0 |0⟩SI

+
√
P1

∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSI(ωS , ωI)|ωS⟩SH
|ωI⟩IH , (2)

where P0 ∼ 1 is the probability that the ccw (cw)
pump pulse does not produce a ccw (cw) biphoton,
P1 ≪ P0 is the probability that it does, and the sign
difference between the two biphotons is due to the HWP.
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In these equations: |0⟩SI is the signal-idler vacuum state;
ΨSI(ωS , ωI) is the normalized,∫

dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSI(ωS , ωI)|2 = 1, (3)

frequency-domain biphoton wave function; the |ωK⟩KP

for K = S, I and P = H,V , denote horizontally (P = H)
and vertically (P = V ) polarized, frequency-ωK , single-
photon states [31] of the signal (K = S) and idler (K =
I); and integrals without limits are taken to be from −∞
to ∞ because ΩPM ≪ ωK0

. So, because the ccw and
cw pumps are coherent with each other, the preceding
ccw and cw states give us the following unnormalized
(vacuum plus biphoton) state leaving the Sagnac source:

|ψ̃⟩SI = P0|0⟩SI +
√
2P0P1 |ψ⟩SI , (4)

where

|ψ⟩SI ≡
∫

dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSI(ωS , ωI)|ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SI , (5)

is the Sagnac source’s post-selected, normalized bipho-
ton state, with |ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SI being the polarization-
entangled singlet state,

|ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SI ≡ (|ωS⟩SH
|ωI⟩IV − |ωS⟩SV

|ωI⟩IH )/
√
2.
(6)

The biphoton wave function plays a pivotal role in
what follows. It is properly normalized and proportional
to EP (ωS + ωI)ΦPM(ωS , ωI) [12, 22], where EP (ω) is the
spectrum of the pump pulse’s positive-frequency field and
ΦPM(ωS , ωI) is the PPLN crystal’s phase-matching func-
tion. The next subsection introduces the channelized ver-
sion of ΨSI(ωS , ωI), and uses its all-Gaussian special case
to illustrate a fundamental tradeoff between heralding ef-
ficiency and purity.

B. Channelized SPDC source

Anticipating the partial-BSM’s DWDM channelizing
of the idlers from the ZALM QTX’s pair of Sagnac
SPDCs, and the complementary DWDM channelizing
of the signals arriving at Alice and Bob’s QRXs, let
us examine their effects on the |ψ⟩SI biphoton from
Eq. (5). To do so, we will employ idealized N -channel
DWDM filters—DWDMS for the signal and DWDMI

for the idler—with δBHz bandwidth brickwall channels
and ∆BHz channel spacing, where ∆B > δB provides
inter-channel guard bands. Their nth-channel frequency
responses are

HSn
(ωS) =

{
1, for |ωS − ωS0 + 2πn∆B| ≤ πδB

0, otherwise,
(7)

and

HIn(ωI) =

{
1, for |ωI − ωI0 − 2πn∆B| ≤ πδB

0, otherwise,
(8)

for n = −(N − 1)/2,−(N − 3)/2, . . . , (N − 1)/2, with N
being an odd integer.

For a biphoton produced with monochromatic SPDC
pumping, energy conservation dictates that an idler pho-
ton at frequency ωI = ωI0+δω is accompanied by a signal
photon at frequency ωS = ωS0 − δω. For pulsed pump-
ing, however, this need not be the case, because there is
a range of energy-conserving frequencies for the signal-
photon companion of an idler at frequency ωI = ωI0+δω.

To illustrate this behavior—and for future use through-
out the partial-BSM and memory-loading analyses—we
introduce the all-Gaussian biphoton wave function [32,
33],

ΨSI(ωS , ωI) =
√

8πσP /ΩPM e−(∆ωS+∆ωI)
2σ2

P /16

× e−4(∆ωS−∆ωI)
2/Ω2

PM , (9)

with ∆ωK ≡ ωK − ωK0 , for K = S, I, being the sig-
nal and idler’s detunings from their respective center fre-
quencies. The first exponential term in Eq. (9) comes
from EP (ωS+ωI) for a transform-limited Gaussian pump
pulse with time-domain complex envelope proportional

to e−4t2/σ2
P , and the second exponential term comes from

ΦPM(ωS , ωI) for a PPLN crystal engineered to have a
Gaussian phase-matching function [32, 34–36].
Using the all-Gaussian wave function with brickwall

filtering and parameter values from Table I, Fig. 6 plots,
versus channel number, the SPDC source’s heralding
probability, i.e., the probability that the idler photon will
pass through the DWDMI filter’s nth channel,

Pr(In) =

∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSIn(ωS , ωI)|2, (10)

where ΨSIn(ωS , ωI) ≡ ΨSI(ωS , ωI)HIn(ωI). Figure 7
then plots, versus channel number, the heralding effi-
ciency, viz., the probability that the signal photon will
pass through the DWDMS filter’s nth channel given that
its idler companion passed through the DWDMI filter’s
nth channel,

Pr(Sn | In) =

∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)|2∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSIn(ωS , ωI)|2
, (11)

where ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI) ≡ ΨSI(ωS , ωI)HSn
(ωS)HIn(ωI)

is the dual-Sagnac source’s channelized biphoton wave
function.
Figures 6 and 7 reveal some interesting behaviors.

First, Pr(In) is virtually independent of the pump pulse’s
duration and rolls off, with increasing |n|, owing to the
Gaussian nature of the phase-matching function. Second,
Pr(Sn | In) is constant across DWDM channels—hence
largely independent of the phase-matching bandwidth—
but it is strongly affected by the pump pulse’s duration.
Indeed, as expected, when the pump pulse’s bandwidth,
∼1/σP is significantly less than the channel bandwidth,
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δB, as it is in Case 1, we get Pr(Sn | In) ≈ 0.94, but
when 1/σP = 2.5 δB, as it is in Case 2, Pr(Sn | In) drops
to 0.44.

Channel number, n

Case 1 and Case 2
Pr(In)

FIG. 6. Heralding probability, Pr(In) from Eq. (10), plot-
ted versus channel number assuming Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian
biphoton wave function with brickwall filtering and parame-
ter values from Table I. The Case 1 and Case 2 curves are
indistinguishable.

Channel number, n

Pr(Sn|In)

Case 1

Case 2

FIG. 7. Heralding efficiency, Pr(Sn | In) from Eq. (11), plot-
ted versus channel number assuming Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian
biphoton wave function with brickwall filtering and parame-
ter values from Table I.

It might seem that long pump pulses would be de-
sirable, because they ensure high values of the Sagnac
source’s channelized heralding efficiency, i.e., Pr(Sn | In).
Heralding efficiency, however, is not the only figure of
merit worthy of consideration. Both ZALM’s partial
BSMs and its intra-cavity color-center quantum mem-
ories rely, for their proper functioning, on high-quality
quantum interference, e.g., between S̃′

kV and S̃kV in
Fig. 4 for the quantum memories. High-quality quan-
tum interference requires co-polarized photons of high
purity. To assess what it takes to achieve that high pu-

Parameter Symbol Case 1 Case 2

pump-pulse duration σP 160 ps 16 ps

phase-matching bandwidth ΩPM/2π 6.37THz 6.37THz

channel bandwidth δB 25GHz 25GHz

DWDM channel spacing ∆B 30GHz 30GHz

# of DWDM channels N 81 81

TABLE I. Parameter values used in Figs. 6–14. ΩPM/2π =
6.37THz corresponds to a σcor = 0.1 ps biphoton correlation
time in Ref. [33]’s time-domain wave function.

rity, consider the the unnormalized density operator of
an nth-channel biphoton from a single Sagnac source,

ρ̃Sn,In =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ωI
4π2

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S , ω

′
I)

× |ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SI SI⟨ψ−(ω′
S , ω

′
I)|, (12)

where, for K = S, I, ωK ≡ (ωK , ω
′
K) and d2ωK ≡

dωK dω′
K . By tracing out the idler we obtain an unnor-

malized version of the conditional density operator given
by

ρ̃Sn|In =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S , ωI)

× [|ωS⟩SH SH
⟨ω′
S |+ |ωS⟩SV SV

⟨ω′
S |] /2, (13)

whose normalization constant is

Tr(ρ̃Sn|In) =
∫

dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)|2

= Pr(Sn, In), (14)

where Pr(Sn, In) is the joint probability that the signal
and idler photons both pass through their DWDM filter’s
nth channels.
Note that the quantity defined as

Î(ωS) ≡ [|ωS⟩SH SH
⟨ω′
S |+ |ωS⟩SV SV

⟨ω′
S |] /2 (15)

indicates that Eq. (13) is a randomly-polarized state, as
expected from the Sn-In biphoton’s having maximal po-
larization entanglement. Because of that random polar-
ization, we have that

Î(ωS) ≡
[
|ωS⟩SP SP

⟨ω′
S |+ |ωS⟩SP⊥ SP⊥

⟨ω′
S |
]
/2, (16)

for (P, P⊥) being an arbitrary polarization basis, and
so our quest for high-quality quantum interference in
ZALM’s partial BSMs and quantum memories can focus
on the purity of SnP

.
Projecting onto Eq. (13)’s P -polarized component, we

get

ρ̃SnP
|In =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S , ωI)

× |ωS⟩SP SP
⟨ω′
S |/2, (17)
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whose normalization constant is Pr(Sn, In)/2. The
square of the normalized version of this density opera-
tor is therefore

ρ̂2Sn|In =∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
dω̃S
2π

Φn(ωS , ω
′
S)Φn(ω

′
S , ω̃S)|ωS⟩SP SP

⟨ω̃S |(∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)|2
)2 ,(18)

with

Φn(ωS , ω
′
S) ≡

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSn,In(ωS , ωI)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S , ωI),

(19)
from which we get that the purity of SnP

is

Tr(ρ̂2SnP
|In) =∫

d2ωS
4π2

∣∣∣∣∫ dωI
2π

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S , ωI)

∣∣∣∣2(∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)|2
)2 .(20)

Applying the Schwarz inequality to Eq. (20)’s numera-
tor verifies that Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In) ≤ 1, and it is seen that equal-

ity occurs when the channelized biphoton wave function
is separable, i.e., ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI) = ΨSn

(ωS)ΨIn(ωI). In
the next subsection we prove that separability is the only
way to obtain 100% purity.

Figure 8 plots the single source’s single-polarization
purity, Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In), versus channel number assuming

Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian biphoton wave function and brick-
wall filtering with parameter values from Table I. Like
what we found for the heralding efficiency, we see that
the phase-matching bandwidth has no effect on the pu-
rity while the pump pulse’s bandwidth does impact the
purity. Unlike what we found for the heralding efficiency,
however, Case 2 is now preferable to Case 1, because the
former’s low time-bandwidth product, σP δB = 0.4, en-
sures a nearly single temporal mode (100% purity) sig-
nal photon, whereas the latter’s σP δB = 4 yields a low-
purity, Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In) = 0.27, signal photon.

C. Singular-value decomposition of ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)

The channelized biphoton wave function,
ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI), has a singular-value decomposition
that we will write in the form

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

λℓ ϕℓ(ωS)ψℓ(ωI), (21)

where λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥ λℓ ≥ · · · ≥ 0 are its singular
values, and the {ϕℓ(ωS)} and {ψℓ(ωI)} are, respectively,

Channel number, n

Case 2

Case 1

Tr(⇢̂2
SnP

|In
)

<latexit sha1_base64="KgG1wQxiQDrsgNpURwcdtwq4faA="></latexit>

FIG. 8. Single source’s single-polarization purity, Tr(ρ̂2SnP
|In)

from Eq. (20), versus channel number for the nth-channel
signal photon resulting from an nth-channel idler herald as-
suming Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian biphoton wave function with
brickwall filtering and parameter values from Table I.

complete orthonormal (CON) function sets on the pass-
bands of HSn

(ωS) and HIn(ωI) [37]. This SVD will play
important roles going forward, beginning in this sub-
section where it is applied to Sec. III B’s formulas for
Pr(Sn, In), Φn(ωS , ω

′
S), and Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In).

Substituting Eq. (21) into Eqs. (14), (19), and (20), we
can use the CON natures of the mode sets {ϕℓ(ωS)} and
{ψℓ(ωI)} to obtain their SVD forms:

Pr(Sn, In) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

λℓλℓ′

∫
dωS
2π

ϕℓ(ωS)ϕ
∗
ℓ′(ω

′
S)

×
∫

dωI
2π

ψℓ(ωI)ψ
∗
ℓ′(ωI) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

λ2ℓ , (22)

Φn(ωS , ω
′
S) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

λℓλℓ′ ϕℓ(ωS)ϕ
∗
ℓ′(ω

′
S)

×
∫

dωI
2π

ψℓ(ωI)ψ
∗
ℓ′(ωI) (23)

=

∞∑
ℓ=1

λ2ℓ ϕℓ(ωS)ϕ
∗
ℓ (ω

′
S), (24)

and

Tr(ρ̂2SnP
|In) =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑
ℓ=1

λ̃2ℓ ϕℓ(ωS)ϕ
∗
ℓ (ω

′
S)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(25)

=

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

λ̃2ℓ λ̃
2
ℓ′

∫
dωS
2π

ϕℓ(ωS)ϕ
∗
ℓ′(ωS)

×
∫

dω′
S

2π
ϕ∗ℓ (ω

′
S)ϕℓ′(ω

′
S) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

λ̃4ℓ , (26)
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where the {λ̃ℓ}, given by λ̃ℓ ≡ λℓ/
√∑∞

ℓ=1 λ
2
ℓ , are

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)’s normalized (
∑∞
ℓ=1 λ̃

2
ℓ = 1) singular val-

ues.

Because of the {λ̃ℓ}’s foregoing normalization, it is ob-
vious that Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In) ≤ 1, with equality if and only

if λ̃1 = 1 and λ̃ℓ = 0 for ℓ = 2, 3, . . . In other words,
Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In) = 1 if and only if the channelized wave func-

tion is separable,

ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI) =
√
Pr(Sn, In)ϕ1(ωS)ψ1(ωI), (27)

as claimed in Sec. III B.

IV. PARTIAL BELL-STATE MEASUREMENT

This section’s principal goals are to derive: (1) the
dual-Sagnac source’s normalized heralding probability,
i.e., the probability that an ideal (unit efficiency)
nth-channel partial BSM will herald a ψ∓ biphoton [38];
(2) the dual-Sagnac source’s heralding efficiency, viz.,
the probability that the photons sent to Alice and Bob’s
QRXs by the ZALM QTX pass through those QRX’s nth
DWDMS channels, given that the QTX’s partial BSM
heralds an nth-channel ψ∓ state; (3) the normalized
density operator, ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
, of the biphoton sent to

Alice and Bob, given that the {S1n , S2n | ψ∓
n } event

has occurred; and (4) the purity, Tr(ρ̂2
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
), of

the biphoton sent to Alice and Bob, given that the
{S1n , S2n | ψ∓

n } event has occurred. In pursuing these
goals we assume ideal equipment, except for symmet-
ric losses that we coalesce into identical efficiencies,
0 < ηqtx < 1, assigned to Fig. 3’s SPDs but ignored for
now as they are the normalization constant for the first
goal and they do not affect the others’ post-selected
events.

The partial-BSM’s normalized heralding probability,
which we denote Pr(ψ∓

n ), is obtained as follows. As-
suming ideal (unit efficiency) equipment, we have that
Pr(ψ∓

n ) is the probability that both idler photons pass
through the DWDMI filter’s nth channel and result in
one H and one V detection from that channel’s SPDs.
Because the two idlers are equally likely to be in any of

the four polarization Bell states, we get

Pr(ψ∓
n ) = [Pr(In)]

2/4 (28)

=
1

4

(∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSIn(ωS , ωI)|2
)2

. (29)

Finding the other quantities of interest will require
greater effort.

A. Derivations of Pr(S1n , S2n | ψ∓
n ) and ρ̂

S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n

Assuming that neither of its coherently-pumped, iden-
tical, Sagnac SPDC sources makes a multi-pair emission,
ZALM’s QTX produces, with probability (2P0P1)

2, the
post-selected joint state |ψ⟩S1I1 ⊗ |ψ⟩S2I2 , where

|ψ⟩SkIk ≡
∫

dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

ΨSI(ωS , ωI)|ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SkIk ,

(30)
for k = 1, 2, with

|ψ−(ωS , ωI)⟩SkIk ≡

(|ωS⟩SkH
|ωI⟩IkV

− |ωS⟩SkV
|ωI⟩IkH

)/
√
2. (31)

Note that P1 ≪ P0 suffices, to first order, for ignoring
a multi-pair emission from a single Sagnac-configured
SPDC, but it does not suffice for ignoring multi-pair
emissions from both sources. That insufficiency arises be-
cause using the first-order expressions from Eq. (30) in
|ψ⟩S1I1 ⊗ |ψ⟩S2I2 yields a second-order expression. Thus
terms involving source 1 emitting two pairs while none
are emitted by source 2 and vice versa should be included
to get a joint S1-S2 state that is correct to second order.
We will not include the unwanted second-order terms

in our analysis, because they do not send photons to both
Alice and Bob. Hence, when background light and dark
counts at Alice and Bob’s QRXs can be ignored, as we
shall assume, the unwanted second-order terms cannot
lead to memory loads at both receivers and we can safely
proceed without including them.
Let |ψ̃⟩SnIn ≡ |ψ̃⟩S1nI1n

⊗ |ψ̃⟩S2nI2n
be the unnormal-

ized state that results from restricting |ψ⟩S1I1 ⊗ |ψ⟩S2I2

to the nth DWDMS and DWDMI channels for the signal
and idler, respectively. Unnormalized density operators
for S1n , S2n , ψ

∓ events are found by tracing over their
heralding detections, giving us

ρ̃S1nS2n ,ψ
−
n
≡
∫

dωI+
2π

∫
dωI−
2π

(I+H
⟨ωI+ | I−V

⟨ωI− |)|ψ̃⟩SnIn SnIn⟨ψ̃|(|ωI−⟩I−V
|ωI+⟩I+H

)

+

∫
dωI+
2π

∫
dωI−
2π

(I+V
⟨ωI+ | I−H

⟨ωI− |)|ψ̃⟩SnIn SnIn⟨ψ̃|(|ωI−⟩I−H
|ωI+⟩I+V

), (32)
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and

ρ̃S1nS2n ψ
+
n
≡
∫

dωI+
2π

∫
dω′

I+

2π
(I+H

⟨ωI+ | I+V
⟨ω′
I+ |)|ψ̃⟩SnIn SnIn⟨ψ̃|(|ω′

I+⟩I+V
|ωI+⟩I+H

)

+

∫
dωI−
2π

∫
dω′

I−

2π
(I−H

⟨ωI− | I−V
⟨ω′
I− |)|ψ̃⟩SnIn SnIn⟨ψ̃|(|ω′

I−⟩I−V
|ωI−⟩I−H

). (33)

Now, using the beam-splitter relations

|ωI⟩I1P =
|ωI⟩I+P

+ |ωI⟩I−P√
2

, and |ωI⟩I2P =
|ωI⟩I+P

− |ωI⟩I−P√
2

, for P = H,V , (34)

in |ψ̃⟩SnIn , and their adjoints in SnIn⟨ψ̃|, Appendix A shows that

ρ̃S1n ,S2n ,ψ
∓
n
=

1

8

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)|ψ∓(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2⟨ψ∓(ω′

S)|

+
1

8

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)|ψ±(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2

⟨ψ±(ω′
S)|, (35)

where the kernels are

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) ≡ Φn(ωS1

, ω′
S1
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S2
)

+ Φn(ωS1
, ω′

S2
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S1
), (36)

and

K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) ≡ Φn(ωS1

, ω′
S1
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S2
)

− Φn(ωS1
, ω′

S2
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S1
), (37)

with ωS and d2ωS here and henceforth denoting
(ωS1

, ωS2
) and dωS1

dωS2
.

In Eqs. (36) and (37), the superscripts (c) and (e)
denote “correct” and “error”, respectively, because the

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) kernel is associated with the term for

which a ψ∓
n herald results in a ψ∓

n biphoton being sent

to Alice and Bob, while the K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) kernel is

associated with the term for which a ψ∓
n herald results

in a ψ±
n biphoton being sent to Alice and Bob.

Tracing ρ̃S1n ,S2n ,ψ
∓
n

in the Bell basis we obtain the

normalization constant,

Pr(S1n , S2n , ψ
∓
n ) =

1

8

∫
d2ωS
4π2

[
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS) +K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS)
]
(38)

=
1

4

(∫
dωS
2π

Φn(ωS , ωS)

)2

(39)

=
1

4

(∫
dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI)|2
)2

(40)

= [Pr(Sn, In)]
2/4, (41)

so that

ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
=

ρ̃S1nS2n ,ψ
∓
n

[Pr(Sn, In)]2/4
. (42)

Equation (41) makes perfect sense. Given that the
I+ and I− photons pass through their DWDMI filters’
nth-channel passbands, the joint state of the I+n and
I−n photons is equally likely to be any of the four po-
larization Bell states. Thus, assuming they have passed
through those passbands, the probability of their result-
ing in a ψ∓

n herald is 1/4. Meanwhile, assuming the
ZALM QTX’s Sagnac-configured SPDCs each produce
a signal-idler biphoton, the probability that both signals
and both idlers pass through their DWDM filter’s nth-
channel passbands is [Pr(Sn, In)]

2. Combining these two
results we get Eq. (41). We now see that the partial-
BSM’s heralding efficiency satisfies

Pr(S1n , S2n | ψ∓
n ) =

Pr(S1n , S2n , ψ
∓
n )

Pr(ψ∓
n )

=

[
Pr(Sn, In)

Pr(In)

]2
.

(43)

Our next goal is to find the purity of the heralded
biphoton state sent to Alice and Bob, Tr(ρ̂2

S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
).

En route to that goal it will be fruitful to take a detour,
in the next subsection, to express ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
in terms of

the single Sagnac source’s SVD.

B. Single-Sagnac SVD representation of ρ̂
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n

Substituting Eq. (24) into Eqs. (36) and (37) gives us

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

λ2ℓλ
2
ℓ′

× [ϕℓ(ωS1
)ϕ∗ℓ (ω

′
S1
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S2
)

+ϕℓ(ωS1
)ϕ∗ℓ (ω

′
S2
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S1
)], (44)
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and

K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

λ2ℓλ
2
ℓ′

× [ϕℓ(ωS1
)ϕ∗ℓ (ω

′
S1
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S2
)

−ϕℓ(ωS1
)ϕ∗ℓ (ω

′
S2
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S1
)]. (45)

It is immediately evident from these results that both

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) and K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) are Hermitian

kernels, i.e.,

K
(p)
S1nS2n

(ω′
S ;ωS) = K

(p)∗
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S), for p = c, e.

(46)
As a result, they have eigenvalue-eigenfunction decom-
positions,

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

∞∑
m=1

µm ξm(ωS)ξ
∗
m(ω′

S), (47)

and

K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

∞∑
m=1

νm ζm(ωS)ζ
∗
m(ω′

S), (48)

with real eigenvalues, {µm} and {νm}, and orthonormal
eigenfunctions, {ξm(ωS)} and {ζm(ωS)}, for ωS1 and
ωS2 in the DWDMS filter’s nth-channel passband [39].
If eigenfunctions with zero eigenvalues are included, the
{ξm(ωS)} and {ζm(ωS)} can be taken to be CON func-
tion sets on their domains.

To find the preceding eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
we need to solve the following Fredholm integral equa-
tions,∫

d2ω′
S

4π2
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)ξm(ω′

S) = µm ξm(ωS), (49)

and∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)ζm(ω′

S) = νm ζm(ωS), (50)

for ωS1
, ωS2

in the DWDMS filter’s nth-channel pass-
band. Ordinarily, solving these equations would be a
formidable task. However, because of Eqs. (44) and
(45), we note that numerical solutions to Eqs. (49) and
(50) can be readily obtained via available numerical tech-
niques for finding the SVD of an arbitrary ΨSnIn(ωS , ωI).
Let us see how this comes about.
We start by changing the scalar (m) indices in Eqs. (49)

and (50) to vector indices m ≡ (m1,m2) and choosing
the {ξm(ωS)} and {ζm(ωS)} to be

ξm(ωS) =

{
ϕm(ωS1

)ϕm(ωS2
), for m1 = m2 = m = 1, 2, . . . ,

[ϕm1
(ωS1

)ϕm2
(ωS2

) + ϕm1
(ωS2

)ϕm2
(ωS1

)]/
√
2, for m1 > m2 = 1, 2, . . . ,

(51)

and

ζm(ωS) = [ϕm1(ωS1)ϕm2(ωS2)− ϕm1(ωS2)ϕm2(ωS1)]/
√
2, for m1 > m2 = 1, 2, . . . (52)

Because {ϕm1
(ωS1

)ϕm2
(ωS2

) : m1,m2 = 1, 2, . . .} are
CON on ωS1

, ωS2
in the DWDMS filter’s nth-channel

passband, it follows that the {ξm(ωS)} and {ζm(ωS)}
are, collectively, a CON function set on the DWDMS fil-
ter’s nth-channel passband. Furthermore, it is easily ver-
ified, see Appendix A, that the {ξm(ωS)} and {ζm(ωS)}
are, respectively, solutions to Eqs. (49) and (50) with
eigenvalues

µm =

{
2λ4m, for m1 = m2 = m = 1, 2, . . . ,

2λ2m1
λ2m2

, for m1 > m2 = 1, 2, . . . ,
(53)

and

νm = 2λ2m1
λ2m2

, for m1 > m2 = 1, 2, . . . (54)

Finally, because the {µm} and {νm} are all non-negative,
checking for consistency with Eq. (41) viz., verifying

that [40]

1

8

∫
d2ωS
4π2

[
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS) +K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS)
]

=
∑
m

µm + νm
8

= [Pr(Sn, In)]
2/4, (55)

will ensure that Eqs. (51) and (52) include all the eigen-
functions with non-zero eigenvalues. Using Eqs. (53) and
(54) we have that

∑
m

µm + νm
8

=
1

4

∞∑
m=1

λ4m +
1

2

∞∑
m1=2

m1−1∑
m2=1

λ2m1
λ2m2

=
1

4

( ∞∑
m=1

λ2m

)2

= [Pr(Sn, In)]
2/4, (56)

and the verification is complete.
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We can now rewrite the state of the heralded biphoton
sent to Alice and Bob, ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
, as

ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
=
∑
m

µ̃m

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
ξm(ωS)

× |ψ∓(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2⟨ψ∓(ω′
S)|ξ∗m(ω′

S)

+
∑
m

ν̃m

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
ζm(ωS)

× |ψ±(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2⟨ψ±(ω′
S)|ζ∗m(ω′

S), (57)

where

µ̃m ≡ µm∑
m(µm + νm)

, (58)

and

ν̃m ≡ νm∑
m(µm + νm)

, (59)

are its normalized eigenvalues. We note that Eqs. (51)–
(54) allow us to instantiate Eq. (57) for an arbitrary
single-source biphoton wave function using straightfor-
ward numerical evaluation of Eq. (21)’s single-source
temporal modes and singular values.

C. Purity, fidelity, and error probability

Subsection IVB’s results allow us to make short work
of finding the partial-BSM’s purity, fidelity, and error
probability. For its purity we start from

ρ̂2
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
=
∑
m

µ̃2
m

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
ξm(ωS)

× |ψ∓(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2
⟨ψ∓(ω′

S)|ξ∗m(ω′
S)

+
∑
m

ν̃2m

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
ζm(ωS)

× |ψ±(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2
⟨ψ±(ω′

S)|ζ∗m(ω′
S), (60)

which immediately gives us

Tr(ρ̂2
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
) =

∑
m

(µ̃2
m + ν̃2m) (61)

=
∑
m

λ̃8m + 2

∞∑
m1=2

m1−1∑
m2=1

λ̃4m1
λ̃4m2

(62)

=

( ∞∑
m=1

λ̃4m

)2

=
[
Tr(ρ̂2SnP

|In)
]2
, (63)

where the last equality shows, as could easily be ex-
pected, that the purity of the ZALM transmission to
Alice and Bob is proportional to the product of its two

Sagnac sources’ purities. Note that although the Sagnac
source’s SVD was a valuable tool for deriving Eq. (63), we
can evaluate Tr[(ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
)2] directly from the channel-

ized biphoton wave function by squaring the single-source
result from Eq. (20).
Turning now to the partial-BSM’s fidelity, i.e., the

probability, Pr(cn), that a ψ
∓
n herald will result in a ψ∓

n

biphoton being sent to Alice and Bob, we have that

Pr(cn) =

∫
d2ωS
4π2 S1nS2n

⟨ψ∓(ωS)|

ρ̂S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
|ψ∓
n (ωS)⟩S1nS2n

(64)

=
∑
m

µ̃m =

∞∑
m=1

λ̃4m +

∞∑
m1=2

m1−1∑
m2=1

λ̃2m1
λ̃2m2

(65)

=
1

2

(
1 +

∞∑
m=1

λ̃4m

)
, (66)

where the last equality uses
∑∞
m=1 λ̃

2
m = 1. Here too the

single-source SVD has been a useful tool, but Pr(cn) can
be found directly from the channelized biphoton wave
function because

Pr(cn) =
1 +

√
Tr(ρ̂2

S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
)

2
. (67)

To complete this subsection we compute the error
probability, Pr(en). Because ρ̂S1nS2n |ψ∓

n
is diagonal in

the ψ∓
n and ψ±

n Bell states, Pr(en) is the probability that
a ψ∓

n herald leads to a ψ±
n biphoton being sent to Alice

and Bob. As we must have Pr(cn) + Pr(en) = 1, we get

Pr(en) =
1−

√
Tr(ρ̂2

S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
)

2
, (68)

which can be found directly from the channelized bipho-
ton wave function without performing an SVD.

D. Partial-BSM performance for the all-Gaussian
special case

Figures 9–12 plot, versus channel number, the nth-
channel partial-BSM’s normalized heralding probability,
Pr(ψ∓

n ), its heralding efficiency, Pr(S1n , S2n | ψ∓
n ), its

purity, Tr(ρ̂2
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
), and its error probability, Pr(en),

which equals 1−Pr(cn) where Pr(cn) is the partial-BSM’s
fidelity. These figures assume the all-Gaussian biphoton
wave function from Eq. (9) and brickwall filtering with
parameter values from Table I.

The behaviors seen in Figs. 9–11 are readily under-
stood from what we saw for the single Sagnac source.
In particular, like their single-source counterparts, the
partial-BSM’s normalized heralding probability and its
heralding efficiency are respectively, insensitive to the
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pump-pulse duration and the phase-matching band-
width. They also exhibit the tradeoff between heralding
probability and heralding efficiency, albeit exacerbated
by their requiring two photons to pass through DWDM
filters instead of just one. Comparing Fig. 11 with its
single-source counterpart from Fig. 8, we see that Case 2
has lost very little purity in going from the single source’s
99.2% signal-photon purity to the partial-BSM’s 98.5%-
purity heralded biphoton. In Case 1, however, squaring
has a more dramatic effect, with the partial-BSM’s 7.50%
purity being well below the 27.4% value for the single
source’s signal-photon purity.

Error probability is a new metric that arises because
the partial-BSM’s ψ∓

n herald may result in a ψ±
n state be-

ing sent to Alice and Bob. Figure 12 shows that Case 2
does well on error probability, Pr(en) = 3.87 × 10−3,
because of its high purity, while Case 1 suffers with
Pr(en) = 0.363 across all 81 channels, owing to its low
purity.

Channel number, n

Case 1 and Case 2
Pr( ⌥

n )
<latexit sha1_base64="cG2wS3cO+dZi7KAZropbLGEFr4M=">AAAB+HicbVDLSgMxFM34rPXRUZdugkWomzJTBV0W3LisYB/QGYdMmmlDk0xIMkId+iVuXCji1k9x59+YtrPQ1gMXDufcy733xJJRbTzv21lb39jc2i7tlHf39g8q7uFRR6eZwqSNU5aqXow0YVSQtqGGkZ5UBPGYkW48vpn53UeiNE3FvZlIEnI0FDShGBkrRW4laKlaIDV9CLiMxHnkVr26NwdcJX5BqqBAK3K/gkGKM06EwQxp3fc9acIcKUMxI9NykGkiER6jIelbKhAnOsznh0/hmVUGMEmVLWHgXP09kSOu9YTHtpMjM9LL3kz8z+tnJrkOcypkZojAi0VJxqBJ4SwFOKCKYMMmliCsqL0V4hFSCBubVdmG4C+/vEo6jbp/UW/cXVabjSKOEjgBp6AGfHAFmuAWtEAbYJCBZ/AK3pwn58V5dz4WrWtOMXMM/sD5/AEfIpKw</latexit>

FIG. 9. Partial-BSM normalized heralding probability,
Pr(ψ∓

n ) from Eq. (29), versus channel number assuming
Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian biphoton wave function with brickwall
filtering and parameter values from Table I.

V. ENTANGLEMENT LOADING OF
DUAN-KIMBLE QUANTUM MEMORIES

We now move on to our final major task, deriving the

density operators, ρ̂
(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
for s ≡ (s1, s2) = (±,±), of

Alice and Bob’s intra-cavity color-center quantum mem-
ories, given they were illuminated by an nth-channel her-
alded biphoton from the ZALMQTX and Fig. 4’s SPD1s1
and SPD2s2

detected photons after reflection from the
cavities and interference at the 50–50 beam splitters.

In our derivation we shall ignore all nonidealities in
free-space propagation from the ZALM QTX to Alice
and Bob’s QRXs except for an identical transmissivity,
0 < ηprop < 1, associated with each propagation path.
Likewise, we shall ignore all nonidealities in Alice and

Channel number, n

Case 1

Case 2

Pr(S1n
, S2n

|  ⌥
n )
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FIG. 10. Partial-BSM heralding efficiency, Pr(S1n , S2n | ψ∓
n )

from Eq. (43), versus channel number assuming Eq. (9)’s all-
Gaussian biphoton wave function with brickwall filtering and
parameter values from Table I.

Channel number, n

Case 2

Case 1

Tr(⇢̂2
S1n ,S2n | ⌥

n
)
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FIG. 11. Partial-BSM purity, Tr(ρ̂2
S1n ,S2n |ψ∓

n
) from Eq. (63),

versus channel number assuming Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian bipho-
ton wave function with brickwall filtering and parameter val-
ues from Table I.

Bob’s mode converters, i.e., their frequency converters
and bandwidth compressors, except for symmetrically-
distributed losses that we combine into an efficiency,
0 < ηmc < 1. The modeling situation is slightly different,
however, for Fig. 4’s quantum memories, where we choose
the SiV color center as the prototypical quantum mem-
ory and use the push-pull protocol’s state-dependent re-
flectivities from our companion paper [21], which explic-
itly include leakage from the memory cavity’s HR mir-
ror and spontaneous emission from the SiV color center.
The rest of the Duan-Kimble memories’ properties will
be assumed ideal, except for symmetrically-distributed
exo-cavity losses that we combine into identical efficiency
factors, 0 < ηmem < 1. The composite receiver efficiency,
ηqrx ≡ ηmcηmem, is then assigned to the SPDs in Alice
and Bob’s QRXs. Note that neither ηprop nor ηqrx appear
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Channel number, n

Case 2

Case 1
log10[Pr(en)]
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FIG. 12. Partial-BSM error probability, Pr(en) from Eq. (68),
versus channel number assuming Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian bipho-
ton wave function with brickwall filtering and parameter val-
ues from Table I.

in this section’s density operator, as it applies to a post-
selected event. That said, ηqtx, ηprop, and ηqrx will show
up in Sec. VI, where we discuss ZALM’s entanglement-
distribution rate and its tradeoff with inter-channel in-
terference.

A. Mode-converted density operator, ρ̂
S̃1n ,S̃2n |ψ∓

n

For a ZALM QTX that uses PPLN SPDCs, the ψ∓
n -

heralded biphoton sent to Alice and Bob has signal-
photon components with ωS0

/2π−n∆B ∼ 200THz cen-
ter frequencies. After they both successfully pass through
Alice and Bob’s DWDMS filters’ nth-channel passbands,
they have bandwidths δB ∼ 25GHz in our Table I’s
Cases 1 and 2. In contrast, Alice and Bob’s SiV quantum
memories have a center frequency ω̃S0

/2π ∼ 400THz and

bandwidth δB̃ ∼ 600MHz, quantifying the task to be
performed by the QRX’s mode converters. To derive the
mode-converted density operator, ρ̂S̃1n ,S̃2n |ψ∓

n
, we make

use of results from Sec. IV, which indicate that it suffices
for us to derive the mode-converted form of Φn(ωS1

, ωS2
)

and then use Eqs. (35)–(37) to get the mode-converted
density operator. It is important to note that the ZALM
QRX’s mode converter may need to do more than just
frequency conversion and bandwidth compression, i.e.,
the frequency-converted, bandwidth-compressed bipho-
ton wave function may require shaping to optimize mem-
ory loading. For now we will ignore that possibility, but
we will comment on it later.

Ideal frequency conversion from center frequency ωS0
−

2πn∆B to center frequency ω̃S0
changes Φn(ωS1

, ωS2
) to

Φn(ωS1
+ δωS , ωS2

+ δωS), where δωS ≡ ω̃S0
− ωS0

+

2πn∆B. After bandwidth compression by β ≡ δB/δB̃,

we get the following Φ̃n(ωS1 , ωS2) to use in lieu of
Φn(ωS1

, ωS2
) in obtaining ρ̂S̃1n ,S̃2n |ψ∓

n
from Eqs. (35)–

(37),

Φ̃n(ωS1
, ωS2

) = β2Φn[β(ωS1
+δωS), β(ωS2

+δωS)]. (69)

Note that ideal mode conversion transforms
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) and K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)’s eigenfunc-

tions from ξm(ωS) to ξ̃m(ωS) and from ζm(ωS) to

ζ̃m(ωS) as follows:

ξ̃m(ωS) = β2ξm[β(ωS + δωS)], (70)

and

ζ̃m(ωS) = β2ζm[β(ωS + δωS)], (71)

where δωS ≡ (δωS , δωS). It does not, however, change
those kernel’s normalized eigenvalues, {µ̃m} and {ν̃m}.
Thus, as expected for ideal frequency conversion and
bandwidth compression, the state’s purity, fidelity, and
error probability are unaffected and, as exemplified in
Figs. 11 and 12, independent of channel number.

B. Push-pull Duan-Kimble entanglement loading

Our approach to determining the density operator,

ρ̂
(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
, for Alice (M1) and Bob’s (M2) loaded

quantum memories is straightforward. We have that
ρ̂S̃1n ,S̃2n |ψ∓

n
’s eigenkets are

|ξ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2
≡
∫

d2ωS
4π2

ξ̃m(ωS)|ψ∓(ωS)⟩S̃1S̃2
(72)

and

|ζ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2
≡
∫

d2ωS
4π2

ζ̃m(ωS)|ψ±(ωS)⟩S̃1S̃2
, (73)

where dependence on the channel number n is implicit
in ξ̃m(ωS) and ζ̃m(ωS). From |ξ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2

and |ζ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2

we will determine the unnormalized density operators,

ρ̃
(s)

M1M2|ξ̃∓m
, and ρ̃

(s)

M1,M2|ζ̃∓m
of Alice and Bob’s memories

after these eigenkets have undergone the loading process
sketched in Fig 4 with SPD1s1

and SPD2s2
having de-

tected photons. Then we get the quantum memories’
unnormalized density operators via

ρ̃
(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
=
∑
m

[
µm ρ̃

(s)

M1M2|ξ̃∓m
+ νm ρ̃

(s)

M1,M2|ζ̃∓m

]
, (74)

whose trace provides the normalization constant needed

to get the normalized density operators, ρ̂
(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
.

Section II has already provided a high-level descrip-
tion of the loading process. The rest of this subsection
is devoted to the details, specifically finding general ex-

pressions for the {ρ̃(s)
M1M2|ξ̃∓m

} and {ρ̃(s)
M1,M2|ζ̃∓m

} and then

specializing them to the push-pull memory-loading oper-
ation.
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Suppose that |ξ̃∓m⟩S1nS2n
has reached Alice and Bob’s

quantum memories, which have been prepared in the
equal superpositions of their ground states, so that

|ξ̃∓min
⟩S̃M ≡ |ξ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2

⊗ |ψ⟩M, (75)

with |ψ⟩M ≡ (|g1⟩M1+|g2⟩M1)(|g1⟩M2+|g2⟩)M2)/2, is the
initial biphoton-memories product state. After the state-
dependent reflections from the memory cavities, and S̃′

1H

and S̃′
2H ’s passage through Fig. 4’s HWP, |ξ̃∓min

⟩SM be-
comes the entangled biphoton-memories state

|ξ̃∓mout
⟩S̃M =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

ξ̃m(ωS)√
2

[
|ωS1

⟩S̃′
1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃2V

|ψ′
1⟩M

∓ |ωS1
⟩S̃1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃′

2V

|ψ′
2⟩M

]
, (76)

where

|ψ′
1⟩M = [r1(ωS1

)|g1⟩M1
+ r2(ωS1

)|g2⟩M1
]

× [|g1⟩M2
+ |g2⟩M2

] /2, (77)

and

|ψ′
2⟩M = [|g1⟩M1

+ |g2⟩M1
]

× [r1(ωS2
)|g1⟩M2

+ r2(ωS2
)|g2⟩M2

] /2, (78)

with r1(ωSk
) and r2(ωSk

), for k = 1, 2, being the memo-
ries’ state-dependent field reflectivities at frequency ωSk

.

Similarly, if |ζ̃∓m⟩S1nS2n
has reached Alice and Bob’s

quantum memories, which are again prepared in the
equal superpositions of their ground states, the initial
biphoton-memories product state is

|ζ̃∓min
⟩S̃M ≡ |ζ̃∓m⟩S̃1S̃2

⊗ |ψ⟩M. (79)

Thus, after the state-dependent reflections from the
memory cavities, and S̃′

1H and S̃′
2H ’s passage through

Fig. 4’s HWP, |ζ̃∓min
⟩SM becomes the entangled biphoton-

memories state

|ζ̃∓mout
⟩S̃M =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

ζ̃m(ωS)√
2

[
|ωS1

⟩S̃′
1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃2V

|ψ′
1⟩M

± |ωS1
⟩S̃1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃′

2V

|ψ′
2⟩M

]
. (80)

Now, with |ξ̃∓mout
⟩S̃M and |ζ̃∓mout

⟩S̃M in hand, we find

ρ̃
(s)

M1,M2|ξ̃∓m
and ρ̃

(s)

M1,M2|ζ̃∓m
from

ρ̃
(s)

M1M2|υ̃∓
m
≡ Tr

[∏̂
s
|υ̃∓mout

⟩S̃M S̃M⟨υ̃∓mout
|
]
, for υ̃ = ξ̃, ζ̃,

(81)

where
∏̂

s is the positive operator-valued measurement
for photons being detected by Fig. 4’s SPDSs1

and
SPDSs2

[41]. Substituting Eq. (81) into Eq. (74) for
s = (±,±) gives the loaded memories’ unnormalized joint
density operator as a function of the detectors that reg-
istered photon counts.
The foregoing procedure is carried out in Appendix B

with the following results:

ρ̃
(a)
M1,M2

= ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n
= ρ̃

(−,−)

M1,M2|ψ−
n

= ρ̃
(+,−)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
= ρ̃

(−,+)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
, (82)

and

ρ̃
(b)
M1,M2

= ρ̃
(+,−)

M1,M2|ψ−
n
= ρ̃

(−,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n

= ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
= ρ̃

(−,−)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
, (83)

where

ρ̃
(p)
M1,M2

=
∑
m

µm

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ξ̃m(ωS)|2
4

[
|ϕ+pµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ϕ−pµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ψ+

pµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

+ |ψ−
pµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2

]
×
[
M1M2⟨ϕ+pµm

(ωS)|+M1M2⟨ϕ−pµm
(ωS)|+M1M2⟨ψ+

pµm
(ωS)|+M1M2⟨ψ−

pµm
(ωS)|

]
+
∑
m

νm

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ζ̃m(ωS)|2
4

[
|ϕ+pνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ϕ−pνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ψ+

pνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

+ |ψ−
pνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2

]
×
[
M1M2

⟨ϕ+pνm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ϕ−pνm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ψ+
pνm

(ωS)|+M1M2
⟨ψ−
pνm

(ωS)|
]
, for p = a, b, (84)
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with

|ϕ+aµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

= 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ϕ+⟩M1M2 (85)

|ϕ−aµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)

]
|ϕ−⟩M1M2 (86)

|ψ+
aµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r2(ωS2) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)

]
|ψ+⟩M1M2 (87)

|ψ−
aµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)

]
|ψ−⟩M1M2 (88)

|ϕ+aνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r1(ωS2) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)

]
|ϕ+⟩M1M2 (89)

|ϕ−aνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

= 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ϕ−⟩M1M2

(90)

|ψ+
aνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
= 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|ψ+⟩M1M2

(91)

|ψ−
aνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)

]
|ψ−⟩M1M2 , (92)

and

|ϕ+bµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2 = 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r2(ωS2) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1) + eiωS2
T r1(ωS1)

]
|ϕ+⟩M1M2 (93)

|ϕ−bµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

= 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|ϕ−⟩M1M2

(94)

|ψ+
bµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
= 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ψ+⟩M1M2 (95)

|ψ−
bµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
= 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ψ−⟩M1M2

(96)

|ϕ+bνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

= 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|ϕ+⟩M1M2

(97)

|ϕ−bνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

= 4−1
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|ϕ−⟩M1M2

(98)

|ψ+
bνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
= 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
) + eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ψ+⟩M1M2

(99)

|ψ−
bνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
= 4−1

[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)− eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|ψ−⟩M1M2

, (100)

for

|ϕ∓⟩M1M2
≡ |g1⟩M1

|g1⟩M2
∓ |g2⟩M1

|g2⟩M2√
2

, (101)

and

|ψ∓⟩M1M2 ≡ |g1⟩M1
|g2⟩M2

∓ |g2⟩M1
|g1⟩M2√

2
, (102)

being the memories’ Bell states.
Note that Appendix B obtained the preceding results

using an augmented version of the Duan-Kimble loading
protocol, in which Bob applies a π pulse to his memory
for a ψ−

n herald from the ZALM QTX if Alice and Bob’s
detectors record s = (+,−) or (−,+) coincidences, and
for a ψ+

n herald from the ZALM QTX if Alice and Bob’s
detectors record s = (+,+) or (−,−) coincidences. With
this conditional π-pulse usage, Alice and Bob’s memories
are primed to load a |ψ−⟩M1M2

singlet state, regardless
of which state the ZALM QTX has heralded, and which
combination of Alice and Bob’s detectors have registered
photon counts. Indeed, if the ZALM QTX has a sepa-
rable channelized biphoton wave function, and Alice and
Bob’s memories are ideal (in the sense defined below), the

augmented Duan-Kimble protocol achieves unit-fidelity
loading of that singlet state, as will be seen in the next
subsection. Consequently, we define |ψ−⟩M1M2

to be the
loaded-memories target state, and

Fp ≡ M1M2
⟨ψ−|ρ̂(p)M1M2

|ψ−⟩M1M2
, for p = a, b (103)

to be their entangled-state fidelities for type-a and type-b
coincidences.
The preceding development applies to any quantum

memory whose loading relies on state-dependent re-
flectivities, including, e.g., the original Duan-Kimble
protocol—as demonstrated in Refs. [27–29]—which our
companion paper, Raymer et al. [21], refers to as on-off
operation. Our interest, however, is in push-pull opera-
tion, for which we have [21]

r1(ωS) =
(γ + i∆12/2− i∆ω̃S)(κ− κJ + i∆ω̃S)− g2

(γ + i∆12/2− i∆ω̃S)(κ+ κJ − i∆ω̃S) + g2
,

(104)
and

r2(ωS) =
(γ − i∆12/2− i∆ω̃S)(κ− κJ + i∆ω̃S)− g2

(γ − i∆12/2− i∆ω̃S)(κ+ κJ − i∆ω̃S) + g2
.

(105)

15



Here: γ is the SiV’s spontaneous-emission rate; ∆ω̃S ≡
ωS − ω̃S0

is the detuning from the photons’ center fre-
quency; κ is the memory cavities’ field-coupling rate from
its output coupler to the incoming and outgoing optical
fields; κJ is the field-coupling rate for loss due to leakage
from the cavities’ HR; and g is the SiV-photon coupling
rate, i.e., the single-photon Rabi frequency. (The above
field damping rates equal one-half the associated energy-
damping rates.)

The next subsection reports the loaded-memories
entangled-state fidelity for: (A) ideal operation, in which
|r1(ωS)| = |r2(ωS)| = 1 and r2(ωS) = −r1(ωS) over
the biphoton’s bandwidth; and (B) narrowband push-
pull operation, in which Eqs. (104) and (105) apply
with r1(ωS) ≈ r1(ω̃S0

)) and r2(ωS) ≈ r2(ω̃S0
) over the

biphoton’s bandwidth. Neither of these cases require
solving Eqs. (49) and (50). Thus we postpone con-
sideration of broadband push-pull operation, in which
Eqs. (104) and (105) apply but the biphoton’s band-
width no longer permits approximating the reflectivi-
ties by their zero-detuning values, to a future paper.
There, because broadband operation’s memory-loading
evaluation requires knowledge of the {µm, ξm(ωS)} and
the {νm, ζm(ωS)}, Eqs. (51)–(54) and existing numerical
techniques for finding SVDs will be key to getting results.

C. Two examples of loaded-memories
entangled-state fidelity

Here, we present our two examples’ general loaded-
memories entangled-state fidelity expressions, which can
be evaluated for arbitrary channelized biphoton wave
functions, and their loaded-memories entangled-state fi-
delities for the all-Gaussian biphoton wave function with
brickwall filtering and parameter values from Table I’s
Case 2.

Case A: Ideal operation When |r1(ωS)| = |r2(ωS)| = 1
and r2(ωS) = −r1(ωS) over the biphoton’s bandwidth,
Alice and Bob’s QRXs can omit Fig. 4’s time delay be-
cause, with T = 0, Eqs. (84)–(100) collapse to

ρ̃
(a)
M1,M2

= ρ̃
(b)
M1,M2

=
∑
m

µm |ψ−⟩M1M2 M1M2
⟨ψ−|

+
∑
m

νm |ϕ−⟩M1M2 M1M2
⟨ψ+|. (106)

Ideal operation is indeed ideal; its normalized loaded-
memories density operators are

ρ̂
(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
=
∑
m

µ̃m |ψ−⟩M1M2 M1M2
⟨ψ−|

+
∑
m

ν̃m |ϕ−⟩M1M2 M1M2⟨ϕ−|, for s = (±,±), (107)

which indicates that ρ̂S1nS2n |ψ∓
n

from Eq. (57) has been

perfectly transferred to Alice and Bob’s quantum mem-
ories. In general, this ideality means that the loaded-
memories entangled-state fidelity obeys

Fs ≡ M1M2
⟨ψ−|ρ̂(s)

M1,M2|ψ∓
n
|ψ−⟩M1M2

= S1nS2n
⟨ψ∓|ρ̂∓

S1n ,S2n |ψ∓
n
|ψ∓⟩S1nS2n

(108)

=
1

2

(
1 +

∞∑
m=1

λ̃4m

)
(109)

=

∫
d2ωS
4π2

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS)∫
d2ωS
4π2

∑
v=c,e

K
(v)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS)

, (110)

where the second equality follows from Eq. (66) and the
third equality, which follows from Eqs. (47) and (48), can
be evaluated directly from the Sagnac sources’ channel-
ized biphoton wave function.

For the all-Gaussian biphoton wave function with
brickwall filtering and the Case 2 parameter values
from Table I, Fig. 12 shows that ideal operation of our
Duan-Kimble quantum memories has error probability
Pr(en) = 0.386%, and fidelity Pr(cn) = 1 − Pr(en) =
99.6% across all 81 channels.

Case B: Narrowband push-pull operation In narrowband
push-pull operation we assume that r1(ωS) ≈ r1(ω̃S0)
and r2(ωS) ≈ r2(ω̃S0) over the biphoton’s bandwidth.
Equations (104) and (105) show the push-pull reflectivi-
ties have Hermitian symmetry about ω̃S0 , viz., r2(ω̃S0 +
∆ω̃S) = r∗1(ω̃S0−∆ω̃S), implying that r2(ω̃S0) = r∗1(ω̃S0).
Thus Alice and Bob’s QRX’s can again omit Fig. 4’s time
delay, because narrowband operation only attenuates and
phase shifts incoming wave packets hence it does not sig-
nificantly delay or reshape them. Under these conditions,

ρ̃
(a)
M1M2

and ρ̃
(b)
M1M2

from Eqs. (84)–(100) reduce to
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ρ̃
(a)
M1M2

=
∑
m

µm

4
Im2[r1(ω̃S0

)]|ψ−⟩M1M2 M1M2
⟨ψ−|

+
∑
m

νm
4

{
Re[r1(ω̃S0

)](|ϕ+⟩M1M2
+ |ψ+⟩M1M2

) + i Im[r1(ω̃S0
)]|ϕ−⟩M1M2

}
×
{
Re[r1(ω̃S0

)](M1M2
⟨ϕ+|+M1M2

⟨ψ+|)− i Im[r1(ω̃S0
)]M1M2

⟨ϕ−|
}
, (111)

and

ρ̃
(b)
M1M2

=
∑
m

µm

4

{
Re[r1(ω̃S0)](|ϕ+⟩M1M2 + |ψ+⟩M1M2) + i Im[r1(ω̃S0)]|ψ−⟩M1M2

}
×
{
Re[r1(ω̃S0)](M1M2⟨ϕ+|+M1M2⟨ψ+|)− i Im[r1(ω̃S0)]M1M2⟨ψ−|

}
+
∑
m

νm
4

Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]|ϕ−⟩M1M2 M1M2

⟨ϕ−|, (112)

leading to fidelities to the target singlet-state |ψ−⟩M1M2
given by

Fa =

∑
m

µm Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]∑

m

µm Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)] +

∑
m

νm
(
2Re2[r1(ω̃S0

)] + Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]
) , (113)

and

Fb =

∑
m

µm Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]∑

m

µm

(
2Re2[r1(ω̃S0

)] + Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]
)
+
∑
m

νm Im2[r1(ω̃S0
)]
. (114)

These fidelities are easily evaluated, given a set of mem-
ory parameters, because∑

m

µm =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS), (115)

and ∑
m

νm =

∫
d2ωS
4π2

K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ωS), (116)

are easily computed for the all-Gaussian case. We choose,
however, to postpone consideration of memory param-
eters until a future paper, where performance evalua-
tion for narrowband push-pull operation will serve as a
prelude to the broadband case. Note that performance
analysis for broadband operation will be doubly compli-
cated in that: (1) we must deal with the full frequency-
dependent complexity of Eqs. (84)–(100); and (2) that
complexity will require ZALM QRXs to incorporate pre-
loading mode shaping, in addition to their frequency
conversion and bandwidth compression, to achieve op-
timum memory-loading performance. That said, there is
something else to be added about narrowband push-pull
memory loading: with the appropriate, potentially acces-
sible, parameter values for the quantum memories, our

results further reduce to an attenuated version of ideal
operation, as we now show. Thus, it may turn out that
the most aggressive bandwidth compression will be best
for ZALM performance, but answering that question is a
topic for our future work.
In our companion paper [21], we rewrote the memories’

zero-detuning, state-dependent reflectivities for push-
pull operation as

r1(ω̃S0
) = r∗2(ω̃S0

) =
(1 + i∆12/2γ)(1− κJ/κ)− C

(1 + i∆12/2γ)(1 + κJ/κ) + C
,

(117)

where C ≡ g2/κγ is the cavities’ cooperativity, with C >
1 being the strong-coupling regime in which the memories
are operated. With this rewriting, and assuming κ > κJ ,
they then prove that

C = Cπ ≡
√
1 + (1− κ2J/κ

2)∆2
12/4γ

2 − κJ/κ (118)

makes the narrowband reflectivities pure-imaginary

r1(ω̃S0) = i

√
γ2κ2 +∆2

12(κ
2 − κ2J)/4− γκ

∆12(κ+ κJ)/2
, (119)
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giving the desired π-rad phase shift between the actions
of the two color-center states. It immediately follows that
the loaded memories’ normalized density operators and
entangled-state fidelities match those of ideal operation,
as given by Eqs. (107) and (110). So, for the QTX pa-
rameters from Table I’s Case 2, the loaded memories have
99.6% entangled-state fidelity across all 81 channels.

There is, of course, a difference between ideal opera-
tion and narrowband push-pull operation with C = Cπ.
It comes as a reduction in the entanglement-distribution
rate. Ideal operation’s memories have no intra-cavity
losses, so its probability that a particular pump pulse
succeeds in loading both Alice and Bob’s memories is
ηqtx η

2
prop η

2
qrx, where ηqrx only accounts for exo-cavity

memory losses. For narrowband push-pull operation with
C = Cπ, however, that success probability gets an addi-
tional sub-unit factor of ηcavity ≡ |r1(ω̃S0

)|2, to account
for intra-cavity memory losses.

Broaching the issue of ZALM’s entanglement-
distribution rate is a perfect segue into the next sec-
tion, where the tradeoff between ZALM’s entanglement-
distribution rate and its inter-channel interference will be
the first topic on the agenda.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this culminating section we will address a variety
of additional issues, but before doing so it is worthwhile
to appraise what we did accomplish, as opposed to what
remains for the future. We set out to do a deep dive
into ZALM’s heralded source of polarization-entangled
biphotons and their coupling to a pair of intra-cavity
color-center quantum memories, and we accomplished
those objectives. In particular, we derived the density
operator for the heralded biphoton, which quantifies its
heralding performance and fidelity. We also derived the
loaded memories’ density operator and its fidelity with
the memories’ entangled-state target. Although we have
not undertaken a comprehensive exploration of ZALM
performance as its source and memory parameters are
varied, our theory is set up for just such an endeavor.
Nevertheless, the examples we have evaluated already
demonstrate two critical features of Sec. II’s ZALM ar-
chitecture: (1) the necessity of achieving a near-separable
channelized biphoton wave function to ensure the bipho-
ton sent to Alice and Bob is of high purity; and (2) the
premium placed on Alice and Bob’s bandwidth compres-
sors’ enabling narrowband push-pull memory loading to
ensure the arriving biphoton’s state is faithfully trans-
ferred to the intra-cavity color centers.

We turn now to our first issue for discussion: ZALM’s
entanglement-distribution rate, i.e., its per-pump-pulse
rate (probability) of Alice and Bob’s QRXs sharing the
|ψ−⟩M1M2

target state, and that rate’s tradeoff with
inter-channel interference, which occurs when the sig-
nal photon from an nth-channel herald does not pass
through its DWDMS filter’s nth-channel passband but

a signal photon whose idler companion lies in a different
channel does. As detailed below, ZALM’s operating with
near-deterministic creation of one polarization-entangled
pair per pump pulse across its dual-Sagnac source’s full
phase-matching bandwidth implies a non-trivial proba-
bility that there will be a two-pair event over that band-
width. But, before quantifying that interference, we ad-
dress the entanglement-distribution rate.

Let Np be the random number of photon pairs pro-
duced by the ZALM QTX’s dual-Sagnac source from
a single pump pulse, and let E(Np) ∼ 1 be its ex-
pected value [42]. We then have that the ZALM system’s

entanglement-distribution rate is R =
∑(N−1)/2
n=−(N−1)/2Rn,

where Rn, the entanglement-distribution rate for an nth-
channel herald, is [44]

Rn = E(Np)[ηqtx Pr(ψ∓
n )][η

2
prop Pr(S1n , S2n | ψ∓

n )]

× [η2qrxηcavity][(Fa + Fb)/2], (120)

where Fa and Fb are the fidelities for type-a and type-b
coincidence detections at Alice and Bob’s QRXs, as de-
fined in Eqs. (82) and (83), viz., (+,+), (−,−), (+,−), or
(−,+), which are equally likely to occur. The first brack-
eted term in Eq. (120) is the probability of a ψ∓

n herald,
given that the dual-Sagnac source has emitted a bipho-
ton. The second bracketed term there is the probabil-
ity that the nth-channel signal photons will reach Alice
and Bob’s QRXs and pass through their DWDMS fil-
ters’ nth-channel passbands, given that there was a ψ∓

herald. The third bracketed term in Eq. (120) is the
probability that Alice and Bob’s QRXs register a photon-
detection coincidence, given that a pair of signal photons
passed through their DWDMS filters nth-channel pass-
bands. The final bracketed term in that equation is the
average |ψ−⟩M1M2 fidelity, given that Alice and Bob’s
QRXs register a photon-detection coincidence.

The inter-channel interference problem—alluded to
above—now becomes clear. To maximize the generation
of heralded polarization-entangled biphotons for trans-
mission to Alice and Bob, the ZALM QTX will operate
with E(Np) ∼ 1, ΩPM ≫ ∆B, and N ∼ ΩPM/∆B, so
that each DWDM channel’s heralding probability will
be low enough, e.g., Pr(ψ∓

n ) ∼ 10−3, that multi-pair
events can be ignored on a per-channel basis. That said,
E(Np) ∼ 1 implies that a 2-pair event, over the dual-
Sagnac’s full phase-matching bandwidth, will occur with
∼20% probability. Then, because the ZALM QTX must
operate at low heralding efficiency to maintain high fi-
delity, cf. Figs. 10 and 11, a 2-pair event that heralds
on channels n and m can have its nth-channel’s signal
photon appear in the mth channel and vice versa caus-
ing memory-load errors. This effect is most severe for
|n−m| = 1, as illustrated, for the simple case of a single
Sagnac-configured source, in Fig. 13, assuming the all-
Gaussian special case with parameter values from Table I.
There we have plotted the normalized m = n + 1 inter-
channel interference, χ1(n) ≡ Pr(Sn+1, In)/Pr(Sn, In)

18



for n = −40,−39, . . . , 40, with

Pr(Sm, In) ≡
∫

dωS
2π

∫
dωI
2π

|ΨSIn(ωS , ωI)HSm
(ωS)|2

(121)
being the probability of the Sagnac SPDC’s biphoton has
a signal component that passes through the DWDMS fil-
ter’s mth channel and an idler component that passes
through the DWDMI filter’s nth channel. As expected,
Fig. 13 shows that Case 1, with its high heralding ef-
ficiency, has very low inter-channel interference, but
Case 2, with its high fidelity coming at the cost of low
heralding efficiency, has very significant inter-channel in-
terference.

We can dramatically reduce the inter-channel interfer-
ence, at the expense of entanglement-distribution rate,
by having ZALM’s QTX impose artificially enhanced
guard bands, e.g., by only allowing heralds from chan-
nels spaced two or three apart. Figure 14 shows the
reductions in normalized inter-channel interference of-
fered by χ2(n) ≡ Pr(Sn+2, In)/Pr(Sn, In) for n =
−40,−38, . . . , 40, and χ3(n) ≡ Pr(Sn+3, In)/Pr(Sn, In)
for n = −39,−36, . . . , 39, assuming the all-Gaussian spe-
cial case with Table I’s Case 2 parameter values. These
benefits are accompanied by a reduction in the number
of usable channels to 41 for χ2(n), and to 27 for χ3(n).
A full exploration of the tradeoff between entanglement-
distribution rate and inter-channel interference is post-
poned to a future paper.

Channel number, n

Case 1

Case 2

�1(n) (dB)
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FIG. 13. Normalized inter-channel interference, χ1(n) for n =
−40,−39, . . . 40, using Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian biphoton wave
function with brickwall filtering and parameter values from
Table I.

In truth, inter-channel interference will not be much
of a problem when E(Np) ∼ 1 and N ≫ 1, because
it is unlikely that a two-pair event will herald on adja-
cent DWDM channels. Future availability of high-speed,
high-quantum-efficiency, number-resolving photodetec-
tors, however, will lead to ZALM’s using E(Np) ≫ 1 so
as to approach Pr(ψ∓

n ) ∼ 0.2. In that case, inter-channel
interference will be a significant concern.

Our final comments have to do with extending our

Channel number, n
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FIG. 14. Normalized inter-channel interferences, χ2(n) for
n = −40,−38, . . . , 40, and χ3(n) for n = 39,−36, . . . , 39, us-
ing Eq. (9)’s all-Gaussian biphoton wave function with brick-
wall filtering and the Case 2 parameter values from Table I.

analysis to account for equipment nonidealities, and to
consider alternative SPDC sources as well as alternative
quantum-memory protocols. With respect to equipment
nonidealities, culprits missing from our treatment so far
include: (1) slight asymmetry in the 50–50 beam split-
ters in the partial BSMs and the Duan-Kimble quan-
tum memories; (2) dark counts in the partial-BSMs and
the Duan-Kimble quantum memories’ heralding detec-
tors; (3) background-light counts in the Duan-Kimble
quantum memories’ heralding detectors when ZALM re-
lies on free-space propagation; and (4) imperfect mode
conversion in Alice and Bob’s QRXs. Evaluating their
impact on ZALM’s entanglement-distribution rate and
its entangled-state fidelity should be part of an accurate
assessment of its utility, and the techniques we have em-
ployed here can be extended to account for them.

Turning to the possibility of alternative SPDC sources
for use in ZALM, the key issue is to find better ways to
approach a separable channelized wave function for the
Sagnac sources’ polarization-entangled biphotons without
sacrificing heralding efficiency, which is the bane of our
DWDM-filtered sources. Two possibilities here are intra-
cavity dual-SPDC sources and SPDCs whose nonlinear
crystals have many phase-matching islands. Shapiro and
Wong [45] proposed an intra-cavity dual-SPDC source
that could directly generate narrowband signal and idler
for interfacing to the Rb-atom quantum memories in an
early proposal for long-distance qubit teleportation [46].
Reference [45] only considered the output from a single
cavity resonance. For ZALM, however, multiple cavity
resonances would be employed to provide the protocol’s
frequency multiplexing. Cavity losses may be a signifi-
cant issue for this approach, but a detailed design study
for multi-channel, cavity-based sources is certainly war-
ranted and our analysis could be adapted for this purpose
and our techniques are capable of addressing the result-
ing entangled-state fidelity.
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SPDC sources with phase-matching-islands eschew
intra-cavity operation. Instead, they engineer a non-
linear crystal’s phase-matching function to produce a
joint spectral intensity comprised of near-separable, non-
overlapping islands well-suited to frequency-multiplexed
entanglement distribution. Reference [47] realized an 8-
island demonstration of this technique. Extending their
work to the desired ∼100 islands for ZALM may be chal-
lenging, but here too further study is needed.

The final area we will mention for extending our work
is consideration of alternative memory protocols, specif-
ically those associated with distributing time-bin en-
tanglement. The dual-Sagnac source we have assumed
affords a large number of frequency-multiplexed chan-
nels for high-rate transmission of polarization-entangled
biphotons. Polarization entanglement is the preferred
choice for satellite-to-ground entanglement distribution,
because atmospheric turbulence does not disturb polar-
ization [48]. For terrestrial entanglement distribution
over optical fiber, however, time-bin entanglement is the
way to go, because standard fiber does not preserve po-
larization and polarization-maintaining fiber is currently
too lossy for long-distance operation. Our dual-Sagnac
source’s heralded polarization-entangled biphotons can
be converted to time-bin entanglement using linear op-
tics, as shown in Fig. 15, and then loaded into Duan-
Kimble quantum memories set up for time-bin entangle-
ment as in Nguyen et al. [27]. Raymer et al.’s reflectivity
analysis needs only a minor modification, to account for
the π pulse Ref. [27] applies to the memories between
the arrival of Ske and Skℓ , after which the same state-
dependent reflectivities as those for Duan-Kimble loading
of polarization entanglement are obtained.
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SkV
<latexit sha1_base64="Du0ZjboDX0KX8pKVSBBhUzOgHko=">AAAB7nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetXrUcvi0XwVJJ60GPBi8eK9gPaEDbbTbtkswm7E6GE/ggvHhTx6u/x5r9x+3HQ1gcDj/dmmJkXZlIYdN1vZ2Nza3tnt7RX3j84PDqunFQ7Js01422WylT3Qmq4FIq3UaDkvUxzmoSSd8P4duZ3n7g2IlWPOMm4n9CREpFgFK3UfQiKOOhMg0rNrbtzkHXiLUmtWY3maAWVr8EwZXnCFTJJjel7boZ+QTUKJvm0PMgNzyiL6Yj3LVU04cYv5udOyYVVhiRKtS2FZK7+nihoYswkCW1nQnFsVr2Z+J/XzzG68Quhshy5YotFUS4JpmT2OxkKzRnKiSWUaWFvJWxMNWVoEyrbELzVl9dJp1H3ruqNe5tGAxYowRmcwyV4cA1NuIMWtIFBDM/wCm9O5rw4787HonXDWc6cwh84nz/wT5Iw</latexit>

Sk`
· · · Ske

<latexit sha1_base64="hZMzeQl20MRQ+aB0rOsatojGYSM=">AAACAnicbVC7SgNBFJ2Nrxhfa6zEZjAIVmE3FloGbCwjmgckyzI7uUmGzD6YmRXDsthY+CM2FopYCZaWVnZ+hb/gZJNCEw9cOJxzL/fe40WcSWVZX0ZuYXFpeSW/Wlhb39jcMreLDRnGgkKdhjwULY9I4CyAumKKQysSQHyPQ9Mbno795hUIycLgUo0icHzSD1iPUaK05Jq7F24ydDvAeYo7tBsqiTMFUtcsWWUrA54n9pSUqsWP9++71+uaa352uiGNfQgU5UTKtm1FykmIUIxySAudWEJE6JD0oa1pQHyQTpK9kOIDrXRxLxS6AoUz9fdEQnwpR76nO32iBnLWG4v/ee1Y9U6chAVRrCCgk0W9mGMV4nEeuMsEUMVHmhAqmL4V0wERhCqdWkGHYM++PE8albJ9VK6c6zQqaII82kP76BDZ6BhV0RmqoTqi6Abdo0f0ZNwaD8az8TJpzRnTmR30B8bbDz67m74=</latexit>

M

S0
kH

<latexit sha1_base64="9YGa9hnypzsWrKmaECdR1HHaCFo=">AAAB73icbVA9SwNBEJ2LXzFGjVqJzWIQrcJdLLQM2KSMmC9IjmNvs5cs2du77O4J4chfsLCxUNTWX2Jv579x81Fo4oOBx3szzMzzY86Utu1vK7O2vrG5ld3O7eR39/YLB4dNFSWS0AaJeCTbPlaUM0EbmmlO27GkOPQ5bfnDm6nfuqdSsUjU9Timboj7ggWMYG2k9t25lw696sQrFO2SPQNaJc6CFCvHQT3/+fBW8wpf3V5EkpAKTThWquPYsXZTLDUjnE5y3UTRGJMh7tOOoQKHVLnp7N4JOjNKDwWRNCU0mqm/J1IcKjUOfdMZYj1Qy95U/M/rJDq4dlMm4kRTQeaLgoQjHaHp86jHJCWajw3BRDJzKyIDLDHRJqKcCcFZfnmVNMsl57JUvjVplGGOLJzAKVyAA1dQgSrUoAEEODzCM7xYI+vJerXe560ZazFzBH9gffwAuACSsA==</latexit>

FIG. 15. Schematic for converting the polarization-entangled
biphoton sent to Alice (S1) and Bob (S2) to time-bin entan-
glement. PBS: polarization beam splitter. HWP: half-wave
plate. M: mirror. SW: fast switch to first pass SkH and later
pass S′

kH
into the output. Skℓ · · ·Ske for k = 1 and 2: the

time-bin entangled (e = early, ℓ = late) state.
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Appendix A: Derivation Details for Sec. IV

In this appendix we supply derivation details for results
that were stated, but not proven, in Sec. IV.

1. Derivation of Eq. (35)

We start this derivation by expanding |ψ̃⟩SnIn SnIn⟨ψ̃|
in Eq. (32)’s first integral using its definition and
Eq. (34)’s beam-splitter relations. The result so obtained
is the enormous expression
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ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 1

=∫
dωI+
2π

∫
dωI−
2π

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ωI
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2

∫
d2ω′

I

4π2
(I+H

⟨ωI+ | I−V
⟨ωI− |)ΨSnIn(ωS1

, ωI1)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S1
, ω′

I1)

×ΨSnIn(ωS2 , ωI2)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S2
, ω′

I2)

[ |ωS1
⟩S1H

(|ωI1⟩I+V
+ |ωI1⟩I−V

)− |ωS1
⟩S1V

(|ωI1⟩I+H
+ |ωI1⟩I−H

)

2

]
×
[ |ωS2

⟩S2H
(|ωI2⟩I+V

− |ωI2⟩I−V
)− |ωS2

⟩S2V
(|ωI2⟩I+H

− |ωI2⟩I−H
)

2

]
×
[
S2H

⟨ω′
S2
|(I+V

⟨ω′
I2
| − I−V

⟨ω′
I2
|)− S2V

⟨ω′
S2
|(I+H

⟨ω′
I2
| − I−H

⟨ω′
I2
|)

2

]
×
[
S1H

⟨ω′
S1
|(I+V

⟨ω′
I1
| − I−V

⟨ω′
I1
|)− S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|(I+H

⟨ω′
I1
| − I−H

⟨ω′
I1
|)

2

]
(|ωI−⟩I−V

|ωI+⟩I+H
). (A1)

Evaluating the resulting bra-ket inner products gives four impulses that collapse the d2ωI and d2ω′
I integrals in

Eq. (A1), reducing it to the slightly less formidable expression

ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 1

=
1

16

∫
dωI+
2π

∫
dωI−
2π

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2{
ΨSnIn(ωS1

, ωI−)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S1
, ωI−)ΨSnIn(ωS2

, ωI+)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S2
, ωI+)|ωS1

⟩S1V
|ωS2

⟩S2H S2H
⟨ω′
S2
| S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|

+ΨSnIn(ωS1 , ωI+)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S1
, ωI+)ΨSnIn(ωS2 , ωI−)Ψ

∗
SnIn(ω

′
S2
, ωI−)|ωS1⟩S1H

|ωS2⟩S2V S2V
⟨ω′
S2
| S1H

⟨ω′
S1
|

−ΨSnIn(ωS1
, ωI−)Ψ

∗
SnIn(ω

′
S1
, ωI+)ΨSnIn(ωS2

, ωI+)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S2
, ωI−)|ωS1

⟩S1V
|ωS2

⟩S2H S2V
⟨ω′
S2
| S1H

⟨ω′
S1
|

− ΨSnIn(ωS1 , ωI+)Ψ
∗
SnIn(ω

′
S1
, ωI−)ΨSnIn(ωS2 , ωI−)Ψ

∗
SnIn(ω

′
S2
, ωI+)|ωS1⟩S1H

|ωS2⟩S2V S2H
⟨ω′
S2
| S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|
}
.(A2)

Equation (A2) compacts further, by using Eq. (19) and defining

K
(1)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) ≡ Φn(ωS1

, ω′
S1
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S2
) and K

(2)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) ≡ Φn(ωS1

, ω′
S2
)Φn(ωS2

, ω′
S1
), (A3)

which gives us

ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 1

=
1

16

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2{
K

(1)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)(|ωS1⟩S1V

|ωS2⟩S2H S2H
⟨ω′
S2
| S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|+ |ωS1⟩S1H

|ωS2⟩S2V S2V
⟨ω′
S2
| S1H

⟨ω′
S1
|)

− K
(2)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)(|ωS1

⟩S1V
|ωS2

⟩S2H S2V
⟨ω′
S2
| S1H

⟨ω′
S1
|+ |ωS1

⟩S1H
|ωS2

⟩S2V S2H
⟨ω′
S2
| S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|)
}
. (A4)

Now, recognizing that

K
(1)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) +K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)

2
, (A5)

and

K
(2)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S) =

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)−K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)

2
, (A6)

we arrive at

ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 1

=
1

16

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)|ψ−(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2

⟨ψ−(ω′
S)|

+
1

16

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)|ψ+(ωS)⟩S1S2 S1S2

⟨ψ+(ω′
S)|. (A7)

The same steps can be followed to show that

ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 2

= ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

∣∣∣
integral 1

, (A8)

completing the derivation of the ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ−
n

part of
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Eq. (35). That equation’s ρ̃S1nS2n |ψ+
n
part is found by re-

peating for Eq. (33) what we have just done for Eq. (32).

2. Verification of Eqs. (51)–(54)

Substituting Eqs. (44) and (51) into the left-hand side
of Eq. (49), we have that

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)ξm(ω′

S)

=

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
λ2ℓλ

2
ℓ′ [ϕℓ(ωS1

)ϕ∗ℓ (ω
′
S1
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S2
) + ϕℓ(ωS1

)ϕ∗ℓ (ω
′
S2
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S1
)]ϕm(ω′

S1
)ϕm(ω′

S2
)

=

∞∑
m=1

2λ4m ϕm(ωS1)ϕm(ωS2), for m = 1, 2, . . . , (A9)

and

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
K

(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S)ξm(ω′

S)

=

∞∑
ℓ=1

∞∑
ℓ′=1

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2
λ2ℓλ

2
ℓ′ [ϕℓ(ωS1

)ϕ∗ℓ (ω
′
S1
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S2
) + ϕℓ(ωS1

)ϕ∗ℓ (ω
′
S2
)ϕℓ′(ωS2

)ϕ∗ℓ′(ω
′
S1
)]

× [ϕm1(ω
′
S1
)ϕm2(ω

′
S2
) + ϕm1(ω

′
S2
)ϕm2(ω

′
S1
)]/

√
2, for m1 > m2 = 1, 2, . . . ,

=

∞∑
m1=2

m1−1∑
m2=1

2λ2m1
λ2m2

[ϕm1(ωS1)ϕm2(ωS2) + ϕm1(ωS2)ϕm2(ωS1)]/
√
2, (A10)

and our verification is complete for Eqs. (51) and
(53)’s being the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of

K
(c)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S).

Following the same approach, starting with substi-
tution of Eqs. (45) and (52) into Eq. (50) will verify
Eqs. (52) and (54)’s being the eigenfunctions and eigen-

values of K
(e)
S1nS2n

(ωS ;ω
′
S).

Appendix B: Derivation Details for Sec. V

Here we provide derivation details for the ρ̃
(p)
M1,M2

re-
sults presented in Sec. V.

Suppose Alice and Bob’s QRXs are illuminated by the
|ξ̃−m⟩S̃1S̃2

state from Eq. (72), and that they record photon

counts from their S̃1+ and S̃2+ detectors. Their quantum
memories are then left in the state whose unnormalized
density operator is
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ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ξ̃−m
=

∫
d2ω+

4π2

∫
d2ωS
4π2

∫
d2ω′

S

4π2

ξ̃m(ωS)ξ̃
∗
m(ω′

S)

8 S̃′
1+
⟨ω1+| S̃′

2+
⟨ω2+|

×
{
|ωS1

⟩S̃′
1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃2V

[r1(ωS1
)|g1⟩M1

+ r2(ωS1
)|g2⟩M1

] [|g1⟩M2
+ |g2⟩M2

]

− |ωS1
⟩S̃1V

|ωS2
⟩S̃′

2V

[|g1⟩M1
+ |g2⟩M1

] [r1(ωS2
)|g1⟩M2

+ r2(ωS2
)|g2⟩M2

]
}

×
{[
r∗1(ω

′
S1
)M1

⟨g1|+ r∗2(ω
′
S1
)M1

⟨g2|
]
[M2

⟨g1|+M2
⟨g2|] S̃2V

⟨ω′
S2
| S̃′

S1V

⟨ω′
S1
|

− [M1
⟨g1|+M2

⟨g2|]
[
r∗1(ω

′
S2
)M2

⟨g1|+ r∗2(ω
′
S2
)M2

⟨g2|
]
S̃′
S2V

⟨ω′
S2
| S̃1V

⟨ω′
S1
|
}
|ω2+⟩S̃′

2+
|ω1+⟩S̃′

1+
. (B1)

Using the beam-splitter relations,

|ωSk
⟩S̃′

kV

=
|ωSk

⟩S̃′
k+

+ |ωSk
⟩S̃′

k−√
2

, (B2)

|ωSk
⟩S̃kV

=
eiωSk

T (|ωSk
⟩S̃′

k+
− |ωSk

⟩S̃′
k−

)
√
2

, for k = 1, 2,

(B3)

in Eq. (B1), evaluating the ensuing bra-ket inner prod-
ucts, and integrating over ω+, we get

ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ξ̃−m
=

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ξ̃m(ωS)|2
32

×
{[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)

]
|g1⟩M1 |g1⟩M2 +

[
eiωS2

T r2(ωS1)− eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)

]
|g2⟩M1 |g2⟩M2

+
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|g1⟩M1

|g2⟩M2
+
[
eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
)− eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|g2⟩M1

|g1⟩M2

}
×
{
M2

⟨g1|M1
⟨g1|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗1(ωS1
)− e−iωS1

T r∗1(ωS2
)
]
+M2

⟨g2|M1
⟨g2|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗2(ωS1
)− e−iωS1

T r∗2(ωS2
)
]

+ M2⟨g2|M1⟨g1|
[
e−iωS2

T r∗1(ωS1)− e−iωS1
T r∗2(ωS2)

]
+M2⟨g1|M1⟨g2|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗2(ωS1)− e−iωS2
T r∗1(ωS2)

]
|
}
. (B4)

Rewriting this density operator in terms of the quantum
memories’ Bell states from Eq. (101) and (102), and then
inserting the result in Eq. (74), we arrive at the

∑
m µm,

p = a term in Eq. (84) that applies to ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n

from

Eq. (82) with the memories’ frequency-dependent Bell
states being given by Eqs. (85)–(92).

To get the
∑

m νm, p = a term in Eq. (84), we parallel

what we have just done, starting from Alice and Bob’s
memories being illuminated by the |ζ̃−m⟩S̃1S̃2

state from

Eq. (73) and assuming Alice and Bob’s QRXs record pho-

ton counts from their S̃1+ and S̃2+ detectors. After us-
ing the beam-splitter relations from Eqs. (B2) and (B3),
evaluating the ensuing bra-ket inner products, and then
integrating over ω+, we find that
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ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ζ̃−m
=

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ζ̃m(ωS)|2
32

×
{[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r1(ωS2)

]
|g1⟩M1 |g1⟩M2 +

[
eiωS2

T r2(ωS1) + eiωS1
T r2(ωS2)

]
|g2⟩M1 |g2⟩M2

+
[
eiωS2

T r1(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r2(ωS2
)
]
|g1⟩M1

|g2⟩M2
+
[
eiωS2

T r2(ωS1
) + eiωS1

T r1(ωS2
)
]
|g2⟩M1

|g1⟩M2

}
×
{
M2

⟨g1|M1
⟨g1|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗1(ωS1
) + e−iωS1

T r∗1(ωS2
)
]
+M2

⟨g2|M1
⟨g2|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗2(ωS1
) + e−iωS1

T r∗2(ωS2
)
]

+ M2⟨g2|M1⟨g1|
[
e−iωS2

T r∗1(ωS1) + e−iωS1
T r∗2(ωS2)

]
+M2⟨g1|M1⟨g2|

[
e−iωS2

T r∗2(ωS1) + e−iωS2
T r∗1(ωS2)

]
|
}
. (B5)

Rewriting this expression in terms of the quantum mem-
ories’ Bell states, and inserting the result in Eq. (74), we
recover the

∑
m νm, p = a term in Eq. (84) that applies to

ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n

from Eq. (82) with the memories’ frequency-

dependent Bell states being given by Eqs. (85)–(92). This

completes the derivation of ρ̃
(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n
. Repeating this

procedure three more times will show that the ρ̃
(a)
M1,M2

we have just verified as applying to ψ−
n heralds with

s = (+,+) detections also applies to ψ−
n heralds with

s = (−,−) detections, as well as to ψ+
n heralds with

s = (+,−) or s = (−,+) detections. We omit the de-
tails.
At this point, it only remains for us to demonstrate

that ρ̃
(b)
M1,M2

from Eq. (84) characterizes the density op-

erators specified for it in Eq. (83). So, let us assume that

Alice and Bob’s QRXs are illuminated by the |ξ̃−m⟩S̃1S̃2

state or the |ζ̃−m⟩S̃1S̃2
state, and that in either case they

record photon counts from their S1+ and S2− detectors.
Repeating the procedure we have been using throughout
this subsection results in the following expressions, re-

spectively, for ρ̃
(+,−)

M1,M2|ξ̃−m
and ρ̃

(+,−)

M1,M2|ζ̃−m
after Bob has

applied a π pulse to his memory:

ρ̃
(+,−)

M1M2|ξ̃−m
=

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ξ̃m(ωS)|2
4

[
|ϕ+bµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ϕ−bµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2
+ |ψ+

bµm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

+ |ψ−
bµm

(ωS)⟩M1M2

]
×
[
M1M2

⟨ϕ+bµm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ϕ−bµm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ψ+
bµm

(ωS)|+M1M2
⟨ψ−
bµm

(ωS)|
]
, (B6)

and

ρ̃
(+,−)

M1M2|ζ̃−m
=

∫
d2ωS
4π2

|ζ̃m(ωS)|2
4

[
|ϕ+bνm

(ωS)⟩M1M2 + |ϕ−bνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2 + |ψ+

bνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2 + |ψ−

bνm
(ωS)⟩M1M2

]
×
[
M1M2

⟨ϕ+bνm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ϕ−bνm
(ωS)|+M1M2

⟨ψ+
bνm

(ωS)|+M1M2⟨ψ−
bνm

(ωS)|
]
. (B7)

Inserting these equations into Eq. (74) we verify that

ρ̃
(b)
M1,M2

does equal ρ̃
(+,−)

M1,M2|ψ−
n
. Similar calculations, in-

cluding Bob’s application of a π pulse to his memory after

its interaction with the biphoton, will verify that ρ̃
(b)
M1,M2

equals ρ̃
(−,+)

M1,M2|ψ−
n
, ρ̃

(+,+)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
, and ρ̃

(−,−)

M1,M2|ψ+
n
. Again we

omit the details.
Strictly speaking, Bob’s use of a π pulse is not neces-

sary for Duan-Kimble memory loading: the herald Alice
and Bob receive from the ZALM QTX and knowing each

other’s detector that registered a photon will tell them
whether to expect loading of a |ψ−⟩M1M2 or a |ϕ−⟩M1M2

state. We have chosen to augment the Duan-Kimble
protocol as we have to ensure they will always expect
loading of a |ψ−⟩M1M2 state when their QRXs register
a coincidence. Under completely ideal conditions—i.e.,
a separable channelized biphoton wave function and an
ideal quantum memory—the |ψ−⟩M1M2 singlet will then
be loaded into Alice and Bob’s memories with probabil-
ity 1.
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