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Quantum-to-Classical transition

We briefly discuss the observation of the Majorization
Principle while changing the degree of distinguishabil-
ity between the input photons in the validation protocol.
Since the quantum validation protocol is based on gen-
uine bosonic interference, it is fundamental to investigate
how partial photon distinguishability influences the cor-
respondent Lorenz diagrams. In the experimental real-
ization, photons undergoing the Fourier transformation
are not completely identical due to unavoidable imperfec-
tions in the state preparation. Specifically, a quantum-
to-classical transition is observed while varying the time
delay ∆τ between the injected photons. The scattering
probability for the output configuration T , after the evo-
lution U and given the input S, can be calculated as [1]
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being α = ζ e−ξ∆τ2

, where ζ and ξ take into account
differencies in frequencies ω1, ω2 and spectral widths σ1,
σ2 respectively. We assume that both photons have the

same frequency and spectral width, so ζ = 1 and ξ = σ2

2 .
US,T is a 2× 2 submatrix of U .
The indistinguishability is reached for ∆τ → 0: the wave
function is symmetric in accordance with the bosonic
statistics, so we have only the contribution of the per-
manents. The contribution of the determinants increases
with ∆τ , until the two weights become the same for
∆τ →∞: it is the classical scenario in which photons are
perfectly distinguishable and the wave function does not
have any specific symmetry. This formula is not relevant
for input states with both photons in the same mode,
since they do not interfere. Indeed, their output probabil-
ity distribution does not depend to the optical delay. For
two-photon interference, PST (∆τ) is a monotonic func-
tion of the delay [2], thus the Majorization Principle is
always verified for all ∆τ .
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FIG. 1: Ideal monotonic quantum-to-classical transition in a
Fourier interferometer for the cyclic input of the validation
algorithm. The orange line refers to a suppressed output con-
figuration, the blue one to an enhanced configuration. Dip
and peak visibilities are equal to 1 and -1, respectively.

Classes in QFT 2-photon output probabilities

Due to the internal symmetries in the QFT, it is pos-
sible to classify the states according to their Lorenz plot
in a Majorization experiment. It can be shown that, for
a 2t-dimensional QFT, there exist t + 1 classes {c} col-
lecting all 2-photon states (m1,m2) which satisfy

c(m1,m2) + s∗ = t (1)

where s∗ is the first different bit in the binary representa-
tion of the two modes (m1,m2), starting the comparison
from the rightmost one.
The proof can be sketched as follows. First, we know
that the scattering probability pk,li,j , where (i, j) and (k, l)
are the input and output 2-photon states respectively, is
the same within each class. For pairs of indistinguishable
photons injected into an interferometer implementing a
unitary transformation (U)i,j = ui,j

pk,li,j ∝
∣∣per ck,li,j
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∣∣2 (2)
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which in the case of a QFT becomes proportional to the

quantity
∣∣e2πı ki

d e2πı ljd + e2πı kj
d e2πı lid

∣∣2.

From here, observing that
∣∣eıα + eıβ

∣∣2 ∝ cos2(β−α2 ), we
directly find

pk,li,j ∝ 1 + cos
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Let us now define the quantities ∆kl = |k− l| and ∆ij =
|i− j|, whence

pk,li,j ∝ 1 + cos
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)
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Suppose that the input modes (i, j) belong to the same
class Ca,b of the input modes (a, b), over a set of classes
whose cardinality is yet to be determined. Let us also
write ∆ij = ∆ab + ni,j 2 ci,j , with gcd (ni,j , 2) = 1. We
then require, for the two pairs of modes (i, j) and (a, b)

to belong to the same class Ca,b, that pk,li,j = pk,la,b, i.e.
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from which we have to satisfy mod
(
∆kl ni,j 2 ci,j , d

)
= 0.

By using the binary representation, we can recast the
equation as
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For a 2t-dimensional QFT we can then write, by recalling
also that gcd (ni,j , 2) = 1,
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which finally determines the class Ci,j = ci,j to which
(i, j) belongs. All we require is in fact that ci,j + s∗ = t,
where s∗ is the position of first bit, starting from the
right, to be different between the binary representations
of the two modes (i, j).
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