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Abstract: Using angular position–orbital angular momentum entangled photons, we propose
an experiment to generate maximally entangled states in D-dimensional quantum systems, the
so called qudits, by exploiting correlations of parametric down-converted photons. Angular
diffraction masks containing N angular slits in the arms of each twin photon define a qudit space
of dimension N2, spanned by the alternative pathways of the photons. Numerical results for
N angular slits with N = 2, 4, 5, 10 are reported. We discuss relevant experimental parameters
for an experimental implementation of the proposed scheme using Spatial Light Modulators
(SLMs), and twin-photons produced by Spontaneous Parametric Down Conversion (SPDC).
The entanglement of the qudit state can be quantified in terms of the Concurrence, which can
be expressed in terms of the visibility of the interference fringes, or by using Entanglement
Witnesses. These results provide an additional means for preparing entangled quantum states
in high-dimensions, a fundamental resource for quantum simulation and quantum information
protocols.

© 2020 Optical Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement

1. Introduction

Over the past decades Spontaneous Parametric Down Conversion (SPDC) has become a
fundamental process for generation of entangled photonic states. The inherent characteristics
of the phenomenon allows the construction of quantum states entangled in many degrees of
freedom, such as position and momentum, polarization, time and energy, or angular position and
orbital angular momentum (OAM), and provides for a key resource in experimental studies in
quantum communications, quantum information, and in fundamentals of quantum mechanics.
Entanglement of down-converted photons in a given domain, gives rise to interference effects
in that particular domain, as a results of two-photon coherence. Interference effects in twin
photons have been observed both in the spatial and temporal domains [1–8]. These effects are
customarily used to test the fundamental aspects of quantum physics [9–11] and are a key element
to many quantum information protocols such as quantum cryptography and quantum teleportation
[12–14]. Fourier relationship linking angular position and OAM leads to angular interference in
the OAM-mode distribution of a photon when it passes through an angular aperture, resulting in
two-photon interference in the angular domain [15–22].
In this article, we study high-dimensional angular two-photon interference, in a scheme in

which entangled photons produced by SPDC are made to pass through multiple angular apertures,
in the form of N angular slits, which results in path entanglement in a space of dimension D = N2,
the so called angular qudits. Using this scheme, it is possible to demonstrate entangled qudit
states based on angular-position correlations of down-converted photons. Recently, a remarkable
experimental demonstration of high-dimensional entanglement in Orbital Angular Momentum
(OAM), corresponding to a Hilbert space of dimension D = 132 = 169, was reported for the first
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time via measurements of generalized violations of Bells inequalities [21]. We stress the strong
link between the detection basis reported in Ref. [21], and the angular qudit states proposed in
our scheme. This suggests that such angular qudit states could possibly be suited for experimental
demonstrations of violations of Bells inequalities in even higher dimensions. In addition, the
greater simplicity in our interferometric detection scheme seems to indicate that violations of
Bells inequalities in even higher dimensions could in principle be achieved.
While previous approaches [16,17] rely only on the Fourier relation, our manuscript instead

shines light on the quantum interpretation, which provides a new insight. In addition, while
[23] considers only N = 2 angular slits, here we consider the general case of arbitrary N angular
slits, which can produce high-dimensional entanglement. To this end, we introduce a different
generic notation in order to derive theoretical expressions in this context. Moreover, as opposed
to previous works, we provide a representation of quantum states in terms of quantum density
matrix operators, which further enhances our quantum approach. Adding to the novelty of our
work, we consider the case of asymmetric angular slits N and M for signal and idler, which can
lead to high dimensional interference for mixed states. We note that linear qudits have been
previously proposed [24], while here we propose angular qudits. The advantage of angular qudits
being that due to their shape they can enable implementations in a larger Hilbert space than
linear qudits (see Section IV). Finally, as opposed to previous qubit cases [23,25], in order to
quantify entanglement, we propose other alternative entanglement measures such as Logarithmic
Negativity, in addition to the Concurrence. For all these reasons, our work shines light into
several novel aspects of angular diffraction using single photons.
Entangled two-qubit states are the necessary ingredients for many quantum information

protocols [12–14], and they have previously been realized by exploring the correlations of
entangled photons in variables including polarization [26], time bin [4,6], frequency [27],
position [7,8], transverse momentum [28,29], and OAM [18,20,22]. To date, angular-position
correlations of twin photons have only been demonstrated for N = 2 angular slits [23], which
represent a two-qubit system. The results presented here extended this notion to an arbitrary
number of angular slits N, which not only demonstrates two-photon coherence effects in the
angular domain but also provide an additional means for preparing entangled quantum states in
a high-dimensional space (qudits), which is a fundamental resource for quantum information
protocols.
The article is organized as follows, in Section I, we present an introduction to the problem

and the analytical tools for characterizing high-dimensional interference effects in the angular
position-OAM domain. Second, in Section II, we present a numerical representation of typical
density matrices of pure maximally entangled states for N = 2, 4, 5, 10, and we numerically
reproduce the results obtained by Jha et al., PRL 2010 [23] for the case N = 2 (see Appendix A).
In Section III, we present numerical results for multi-path interference effects for N>2 angular
slits, and for the case of an asymmetric configuration of angular slits N = 6 and M = 3, resulting
in mixed states in a Hilbert space of dimension D = 18. Next, in Section IV we briefly introduce a
scheme based on Entanglement Witnesses to estimate a lower bound on the entanglement content
of angular qudits, using the Logarithmic Negativity as a measure of entanglement, which can be
applied to generic mixed states. In Section V, we discuss the requirements for an experimental
implementation of this proposal, and we provide an estimation of the largest qudit space that can
in principle be implemented with this approach using state-of-the-art Spatial Light Modulators.
Finally, in Section VI we present our conclusions.
Let us consider the experimental setup described in Fig. 1(a). In the simplest scenario, a

Gaussian pump beam produces signal (s) and idler (i) entangled photons by the non-linear
process of SPDC. For a Gaussian pump beam with zero OAM (l = 0), phase matching conditions
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Fig. 1. (a) Schematic of proposed experimental setup (see text for details). (b) Two-photon
multiple-path diagram showing N2 alternative paths using angular masks containing N slits
of width α and separation β, with N(α + β) ≤ 2π. (c) Angular apertures used to create
path-entanglement, and diffraction holograms used to analyze the OAM spectrum. Both the
angular aperture and the diffraction hologram are programmed using standard Spatial Light
Modulators.

determine that the two-photon down-converted state |ψsl〉 can be expressed as [56]:

|ψsl〉 =

+∞∑
l=−∞

al |l〉s | − l〉i, (1)

where s and i label signal and idler photons, respectively, and |l〉 correspond to OAM eigen-modes
of order l. Such OAM are characterized by an azymmuthal phase front expressed as eilφ. The
coefficients |al |

2 represent the probability of generating photon pairs in an OAM eigen-mode of
order l. In order for |ψsl〉 to represent a quantum state it should be normalized. The normalization
condition imposes

∑+∞
l=−∞ |al |

2 = 1. Consequently, signal and idler photons transmitted through
N angular slits, as shown in Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(c). The angular slits are placed in the image
planes of the crystal. The transmission functions Aj,n of the individual angular slits are given by:

Aj,n(φj) = 1 if nβ − α/2 ≤ φj ≤ nβ + α/2 else 0, (2)

where j = (s, i) is the label for signal and idler, and n = 0, . . . ,N − 1 is the angular slit label. Here
α represents the aperture of the angular slits, and β represents the separation between consecutive
angular slits (see Fig. 1(b)). Note that our notation can enable to obtain a compact expression
even for the case of N angular slits. For the simplest scenario N = 2 slits, we recover the results
presented in Jha et al. PRL 2010 [23]. Therefore, there are in principle N2 alternative pathways,
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represented by the two-photon path diagrams described in Fig. 1(b), by which the down-converted
photons can pass through the apertures and get detected in coincidence at single-photon avalanche
detectors Ds and Di. The N2 alternative paths here labelled by the index q = 1, . . . ,N2, can be
expressed as the tensorial product of the subspaces corresponding to each photon (s, i) passing
through the slits n = 0, . . . ,N − 1, respectively, in the form:

|s, 0〉 ⊗ {|i, 0〉, |i, 1〉, . . . , |i,N − 1〉};
|s, 1〉 ⊗ {|i, 0〉, |i, 1〉, . . . , |i,N − 1〉}; · · · .
|s,N − 1〉 ⊗ {|i, 0〉, |i, 1〉, . . . , |i,N − 1〉}.

(3)

Due to the strong correlation between the position of the two photons in the image plane of
the crystal, only paths of the form |i, n〉|s, n〉 will have a significant contribution [23]. We note
that in a realistic experimental situation, this assumption may not remain true when N is too
large, due to the finite angular-correlation width of the signal and idler photons. Such limited
angular-correlation width will in turn impose fundamental limitations on the maximum number
of angular slits N that can be experimentally implemented. This point is discussed in detail in
Section 4 - Proposed Experimental Implementation.

Following the notation introduced in [23], the density matrix operator of the qudit state can be
expressed in the following form:

ρ̂ =

N−1∑
n=0

N−1∑
m=0

ρnm |s, n〉|i, n〉〈s,m|〈i,m|, (4)

where the subindices (n = 0, ..N − 1) and (m = 0, ..,N − 1) label the angular slits for each photon,
and the normalization condition imposes Tr[ρ̂] =

∑N−1
n=0 ρnn = 1. The off-diagonal terms ρnm are

complex numbers and can be conveniently expressed as ρnm =
√
ρnnρmmµeiθ [23], where µ is

the degree of coherence and θ is the argument of the coefficient ρnm. Due to Hermiticity of the
density matrix, we have ρnm = ρ

∗
mn. We note that the degree of coherence µ is less than unit for

mixed states. For a pure states µ is identically equal to one.
We can write the density matrix ρ̂ in the OAM basis by taking the Fourier transform of

the amplitude transmissions for the angular slits Aj,n, where (j = s, i) is the photon label and
(n = 0, ..,N − 1) the slit index, as expressed in Eq. (2). For a given path n, the two-photon state in
the OAM mode basis can be expressed as [23]:

|s, n〉|i, n〉 = C
∑

l
cl

∑
l′

1
2π

∫ π

−π
dφsAs,n(φs)e−i(l′−l)φs |l′〉

×
∑
l′′

1
2π

∫ π

−π
dφiAi,n(φi)e−i(l′′+l)φi |l′′〉,

(5)

where C is a normalization factor to ensure Tr[ρ̂] = 1. We evaluate |s, n〉|i, n〉 by substituting the
expressions for Aj,n(φj). Using the expression for the Fourier transform of the angular amplitude
transmission:

Ãj,n =
1
2π

∫ π

π
dφAj,n(φ)e−iljφ

=
αe−iljβn

2π
sinc(

α

2
lj),

(6)

where sinc(x) = sin(x)
x . The coincidence count rate Rs,i of detectorsDi andDs, gives the probability

that a signal photon is detected at detector Ds in mode |ls〉, and an idler photon is detected at
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detector Di in mode |li〉 in a given fixed time window. It is given by Rsi = 〈li |i〈ls |s ρ̂|ls〉s |li〉i.
Using Eq. (2), Eq. (4) and Eq. (5) we find:

Rsi =
C2α2

16π4
|

l=L∑
l=−L

clsinc((ls − l)α/2)sinc((li + l)α/2)|2

×

N−1∑
n=0

N−1∑
m=0

ρnme−iβ(ls+li)(n−m)

(7)

For the case of two angular slits (N = 2), we recover the expression presented in Jha et al. PRL
2010, however we note that our result is fully generic for the case of arbitrary N angular slits.
In our notation, the two-slit basis results in {|s, 0〉|i, 0〉, |s, 0〉|i, 1〉, |s, 1〉|i, 0〉, |s, 1〉|i, 1〉}. In this
case, the coincidence count rate can be written as:

Rsi =
C2α2

16π4
|

l=L∑
l=−L

clsinc((ls − l)α/2)sinc((li + l)α/2)|2

× [ρ00 + ρ11 + 2
√
ρ00ρ11µ cos(β(ls + li) + θ)],

(8)

with Tr[ρ] = ρ00 + ρ11 = 1, ρ01 =
√
ρ00ρ11µeiθ , and ρ10 =

√
ρ00ρ11µe−iθ .

The diffraction due to the angular apertures α is described by the diffraction envelopes of the
form |

∑l=L
l=−L clsinc((ls − l)α/2)sinc((li + l)α/2)|2. On the other hand, the multi-path interference

term only depends on the separation between slits β, and is given by the multiple interference
term:

N−1∑
n=0

N−1∑
m=0

ρnme−iβ(ls+li)(n−m). (9)

By measuring such high order interference fringes, via coincidence detection, we can
demonstrate entanglement in a high-dimensional space of dimension D = N2.
For a two-level system, the visibility V of the interference pattern is quantified by the

off-diagonal terms:
V = 2

√
ρ00ρ11µ, (10)

we note that this expression for the visibility is valid only for the specific class of pure states or
partially mixed states described by the density matrix in Eq. (4). For general mixed states the
visibility should not take a single expression, it should depend on all off-diagonal elements of the
form ρnm,n′m′ (see Eq. (12) for further details).
For a two qubit system (N = 2), the entanglement can be characterized in terms of the

Concurrence [30], given by C = max{0, λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4}, where λi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are the positive
eigen-values in descending order of the operator R, with R2 =

√
ρσy ⊗ σyρ

∗σy ⊗ σy
√
ρ, where σy

is a Pauli matrix. For the density matrix in Eq. (4), the Concurrence results equal to the visibility
(V) of the angular two-photon interference fringes C = V = 2√ρ00ρ11µ. We stress that this
relation between Concurrence and visibility (C = V) is valid only for two qubit systems (N = 2).
For the multi-path interference case (N>2), the entanglement content can be estimated using

Logarithmic Negativity, via an Entanglement Witness protocol, as discussed in Section IV.

1.1. Asymmetric slit number

We now consider the more general case of an asymmetric number of slits N and M for signal
and idler photons, respectively [24]. For perfectly phase-matched down-converted photons,
spatial correlations in the image plane of the crystal determine that signal and idler can only go
through opposite slits, and the state of the two photons is a pure maximally-entangled state of the
form given in Eq. (4). However, for imperfect phase matching, which can in turn be achieved
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via pump engineering [24], signal and idler can go through asymmetric slits N and M, and the
possible pathways will take the general form |s, n〉|i,m〉 (with n , m). This will produce, in turn,
non-maximally entangled pure states, as reported in Ref. [24].

In a more general scenario, we can consider the generation of non-maximally entangled mixed
states, by introducing some form of randomness. Several methods have been suggested for
generation of photonic mixed-entangled states, for instance by introducing spatial decoherers
[31], by adding white noise [32], or by employing incoherent temporal mixing [33], as well as by
considering hybrid techniques.
In the OAM representation, the asymmetric pathways for signal (s) and idler (i) result in:

|s, n〉|i,m〉 = C
∑

l
cl

∑
l′

1
2π

∫ π

−π
dφsAs,n(φs)e−i(l′−l)φs |l′〉

×
∑
l′′

1
2π

∫ π

−π
dφiAi,m(φi)e−i(l′′+l)φi |l′′〉.

(11)

Since we are not making any particular assumption about the coefficients ρnm,n′m′ , the
two-photon state will be in a generic mixed state of the form

ρ̂ =

N−1∑
n,n′=0

M−1∑
m,m′=0

ρnm,n′m′ |s, n〉|i,m〉〈s, n′ |〈i,m′ |, (12)

with normalization condition Tr[ρ̂] = 1, and Hermiticity condition ρ̂ = ρ̂†.
Using these equations we can derive an expression for the Coincidence Count Rate for generic

mixed states (asymmetric case N , M), of the form:

Rsi =
C2α2

16π4
|

l=L∑
l=−L

clsinc((ls − l)α/2)sinc((li + l)α/2)|2

×

N−1∑
n,n′=0

M−1∑
m,m′=0

ρnm,n′m′e−iβls(n−n′)e−iβli(m−m′)

(13)

Note that for the symmetric case m = n and n′ = m′ we recover the expression obtained for the
case N = M (Eq. (7)).

2. Numerical results

2.1. Density matrix graphical representation

In this Section we present numerical results for the analytical model developed previously. First,
we performed graphical representations of the density matrix operator ρ̂ in the complete pathway
basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉} with (n,m = 0, . . . .N − 1) for pure maximally entangled states. We note that
for pure maximally entangled states, the only matrix elements different from zero correspond
to states of the form {|s, n〉|i, n〉}. The diagonal elements satisfy ρnn =

1
N due to normalization

condition, the off-diagonal elements can be expressed as ρnm =
1
N eiθ . As reported in Ref. [23],

for two-level systems the standard technique to obtain the diagonal elements of the density matrix
is via Coincidence Counts. On the other hand, aside from the relative phase θ, off-diagonal
elements are obtained from the visibility of the interference patterns (see Ref. [23] and References
therein, for further details on standard measurement schemes).
In Fig. 2 to Fig. 5, we display a graphical representation of density matrices ρ̂ for ideal

pure maximally entangled states, for different phase parameters θ = 0 and θ = π/4 in the
complete pathway basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉}, labeled by the indices (n,m) with (n = 0, ..,N − 1)
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and (m = 0, . . . ,N − 1), for a symmetric configuration of slits of dimensions N = 2, 4, 5, 10,
respectively. Re[ρ̂] is displayed on the left column and Im[ρ̂] is displayed on the right column.
Figures 2(a) and 2(b) (N = 2), correspond to diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal
elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ , θ = 0. Figure 2(c) and 2(d) (N = 2), correspond diagonal elements

ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal elements ρnm =
1
N eiθ , with θ = π/4. Next, Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)

(N = 4), correspond to diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal elements ρnm =
1
N eiθ ,

with θ = 0, while Fig. 3(c) and 3(d) (N = 4), correspond to diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and
off-diagonal elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ , with θ = π/4. Figures 4(a) and 4(b) (N = 5), correspond to

diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal elements ρnm =
1
N eiθ , θ = 0, while Fig. 4(c) and

4(d) (N = 5), correspond to diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal elements ρnm =
1
N eiθ ,

with θ = π/4. Finally, Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) (N = 10), correspond to diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N
and off-diagonal elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ , θ = 0, while Fig. 5(c) and 5(d) (N = 10), correspond to

diagonal elements ρnn = 1/N and off-diagonal elements ρnm =
1
N eiθ , with θ = π/4.

Fig. 2. Density matrix representation (ρ̂) of pure maximally entangled states, in the complete
pathway basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉} (n = 0, . . . ,N − 1;m = 0, . . . ,N − 1), with N = 2 (see text for
details). Left column Re[ρ̂], right column Im[ρ̂], (a) N = 2, θ = 0, (b) N = 2, θ = 0, (c)
N = 2, θ = π/4, (d) N = 2, θ = π/4.

2.2. Angular interference for N>2 angular slits

Having verified that our model fully reproduces the experimental results reported in Jha et
al. PRL2010 for the simple case N = 2 (see Appendix A), we proceed to the multiple-path
interference scenario, for N>2. Measurement of such higher order interference fringes, as
described by Coincidence Count Rates (Rsi) given by Eq. (7), can demonstrate path entanglement
in high dimensions. We simulated such multi-path interference fringes case, for the cases
N = 4, 6, 10, and li = 0, 2,−2. We consider α = π/10, β = π/4, π/7, π/11, π/14 and off diagonal
elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ . In all cases the parameters chosen satisfy the condition N(α + β) ≤ 2π.

The multi-path interference effect is characterized by periodic interference patters, where the
characteristic period decreases with β. Due to limited space and visual clarity, we only display
results for the case N = 6.
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Fig. 3. Density matrix representation (ρ̂) of pure maximally entangled states, in the complete
pathway basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉} (n = 0, . . . ,N − 1;m = 0, . . . ,N − 1), with N = 4 (see text for
details). Left column Re[ρ̂], right column Im[ρ̂], (a) N = 4, θ = 0, (b) N = 4, θ = 0, (c)
N = 4, θ = π/4, (d) N = 4, θ = π/4.

Fig. 4. Density matrix representation (ρ̂) of pure maximally entangled states, in the complete
pathway basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉} (n = 0, . . . ,N − 1;m = 0, . . . ,N − 1), with N = 5 (see text for
details). Left column Re[ρ̂], right column Im[ρ̂], (a) N = 5, θ = 0, (b) N = 5, θ = 0, (c)
N = 5, θ = π/4, (d) N = 5, θ = π/4.
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Fig. 5. Density matrix (ρ̂) representation of pure maximally entangled states in the complete
pathway basis {|s, n〉|i,m〉} (n = 0, . . . ,N − 1;m = 0, . . . ,N − 1), with N = 10 (see text for
details). Left column Re[ρ̂], right column Im[ρ̂], (a) N = 10, θ = 0, (b) N = 10, θ = 0, (c)
N = 10, θ = π/4, (d) N = 10, θ = π/4.

Figure 6 presents numerical simulations of interference fringes as a function of ls (Eq. (7))
for different values of li, and slit separation β, considering α = π/10, ρnm =

1
N eiθ , and N = 6

angular slits, corresponding to a pathway dimension D = 36. Figure 7(a) li = −2, and Fig. 7(b)
li = 2. Figures 7(c)–7(f) display simulated interference fringes, for li = 0, α = π/10, off-diagonal
elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ , and different angular separations β of the form: (c) β = π/6, (d) β = π/10,

(e) β = π/12, (f) β = π/20.
Finally, Fig. 8 displays interference fringes as a function of ls, for li = 0 and α = π/10, for

the case of asymmetric slit number (N , M). Such non-maximally entangled states could be
implemented via imperfect phase matching [24]. We consider N = 6 and M = 3 angular slits, and
off diagonal elements ρnm =

1√
NM

eiθ , for different slit separations β. Such interference effects
are a signature of non-maximal path entanglement in a D-dimensional space spanned by different
path alternatives of dimension D = N ×M = 18. Figure 8(a) β = π/4, Fig. 8(b) β = π/7. As
expected the period of the interference pattern decreases as β increases (see Eq. (13) for details).
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Fig. 6. Simulated interference fringes, given by Coincidence Count Rates (Rsi) in Eq. (7),
for off diagonal elements ρnm =

1
N eiθ , α = π/10, β = π/4, and N = 6 angular slits. (a)

li = 2, (b) li = −2, Due to OAM correlations between twin photons the interference pattern
has a maximum for ls = −li. Figures (c)-(f) correspond to different angular separation β, for
li = 0 and α = π/10. (c) β = π/4, (d) β = π/7, (e) β = π/11, (f) β = π/14. As expected
the period of the interference pattern decreases as β increases (see text for details).

3. Entanglement witnesses

For the case of N = 2 angular slits, the entanglement content can be easily quantified via
the Concurrence [34], in terms of the visibility (V) of the interference pattern. Wootters’s
Concurrence is defined with the help of the super-operator that flips the spin of a qubit. This
concept can be generalized to quantum systems of arbitrary dimension, by introducing the
corresponding generalized concurrence for joint pure states of bipartite quantum systems, as
proposed by Rungta et al. [35]. Namely, for a joint pure state |ψAB〉 of a D1 × D2 dimensional
bipartite system, the generalized Concurrence is given by:

C(ψAB) = 2νD1νD2[1 − Tr(ρ̂A
2)], (14)

where ρ̂A is the marginal density operator for system A, and (νD1, νD2) are positive parameters.
We note that this measure of entanglement only applies to pure bipartite states in arbitrary
dimensions, and can not be applied for the case of mixed states.

For larger spaces (N>2), and generic mixed entangled states, the amount of entanglement can
be estimated via an Entanglement Witness [36]. The advantage of the Entanglement Witness
approach is that it does not require full tomographic reconstruction of the density matrix, a highly
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Fig. 7. Simulated interference fringes, given by Coincidence Count Rates (Rsi) in Eq. (7),
for a reported visibility V = 0.875 [23], and N = 2 angular slits. (a) li = 2, (b) li = −2.
Due to OAM correlations between twin photons the interference pattern has a maximum
for ls = −li. Figures (c)-(f) correspond to different angular separation β for li = 0 and
α = π/10. (c) β = π/6, (d) β = π/4, (e) β = π/2, (f) β = π. As expected the period of the
interference pattern decreases as β increases (see Eq. (7) for details). Our numerical results
fully reproduce the experimental results reported in Ref. [23].

time and resource consuming approach, specially for high-dimensional systems as studied in
this article. The problem solved by the Entanglement Witness consists of estimating the least
amount of entanglement compatible with a physical density matrix, and with an incomplete set
of measurement outcomes. This problem is customarily presented in a compact notations as:

Emin = min
ρ̂
{E(ρ̂) : Tr(ρ̂Mi) = mi}, (15)

where Mi are the measurements operators, typically described by a Positive Operator Valued
Measurement (POVM), with measurement data mi, and E is a given measure of entanglement. In
addition, ρ̂ is required to be positive definite and normalized constraint Tr(ρ̂) = 1, in order to
represent a physical density matrix. Below, we describe a protocol presented in Refs. [37,38]
which enable the Entanglement Witness problem to be solved as a semi-definite program
considering that the entanglement measure is the Logarithmic Negativity [39].
For a bipartite system (AB), the Logarithmic Negativity is defined as the logarithm of the

1-norm of the partial transposed density matrix ‖ ρ̂TA ‖1. The 1-norm can be expressed as [40]

‖ ρ̂TA ‖1 = max
‖H ‖∞=1

Tr(H ρ̂TA ) = max
‖H ‖∞=1

Tr(HTA ρ̂), (16)
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where the maximization condition is set over all possible Hermitian operators H, and where ‖.‖∞
denotes the largest singular value of the matrix.
Since logarithm is a monotonous function, the minimization presented in Eq. (15) can be

expressed as
Nmin = log min

ρ̂
{max

H
{Tr(HTA ρ̂)

��‖H‖∞ = 1}

: Tr(ρ̂Mi) = mi}.
This can be expressed as:

Nmin = log max
H
{min

ρ̂
{Tr(HTA ρ̂) :

Tr(ρ̂Mi) = mi} : ‖H‖∞ = 1}.
For any real numbers {νi} for which

HTA ≥
∑

i
νiMi. (17)

The lower bound on this equation, corresponds to the minimum amount of entanglement
compatible with the measurements outcomes mi for a physical state ρ̂, results in:

Tr(HTA ρ̂) ≥
∑

i
νiTr(Mi ρ̂) =

∑
i
νimi. (18)

Finally we arrive at the compact expression:

Nmin ≥ log max
H
{

×max
νi

{∑
i
νimi : HTA ≥

∑
i
νiMi

}
:

‖H‖∞ = 1}.

(19)

Having defined the measurement operators Mi any choice of Hermitian operator H and
parameters νi such that HTA ≥

∑
i νiMi and ‖H‖∞ = 1, can provide for a lower bound on the

Logarithmic Negativity of states compatible with expectation values of mi.
Therefore, we can rewrite Eq. (19) as:

maximize log
(∑

i
νimi

)
,

subject to HTA ≥
∑

i
νiMi,

and − I ≤ H ≤ I,

(20)

which can be solved using well known convex optimization approaches. The typical form of the
measurement operators, in the case of bipartite states, such as for signal (s) and idler (i) photons,
is:

Mn = Π
s
j ⊗ Π

i
k. (21)

The problem reduces to constructing local operators Πs,i
j . For the case a bipartite state given

by Eq. (1) written in the OAM basis, it is apparent that the natural set of operators Πs,i
j , are

projectors in the OAM basis, of the form:

Π
s,i
j = |lj〉〈lj |

s,i, (22)

or suitably engineered linear combinations thereof [36]. This idea gives useful and practically
tight bounds to the entanglement content, without assuming any prior knowledge about the state
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nor its properties, such as its purity. If the set of expectation values {Tr(Mn ρ̂)} is tomographically
complete, of course the Entanglement Witness gives the exact value. In practice, a much smaller
number of measurements should be sufficient to arrive at reasonable bounds. The approach
presented here is suitable for any finite-dimensional system, as long as the observables Mi are
bounded operators.

4. Proposed experimental implementation

The proposed experiment to demonstrate high-dimensional angular interference and entanglement
using N angular slits is depicted in Fig. 1(a), and it is based on the standard experimental setups
described for instance in Refs. [19,23]. In the setup described in Fig. 1(a) the pump is a Gaussian
laser beam with zero OAM prepared by filtering the laser beam by using single mode fibers
(SMFs). Typical power of the pump beam is in the range of 100 mW and typical operational
wave-length is 413 nm. Down-converted photons with degenerate wavelength λ = 826 nm are
produced by the non-linear process of Spontaneous Parametric Down Conversion (SPDC). To this
end, the Gaussian pump beam is normally incident on a non-linear crystal (typically β-barium
borate (BBO)), phase matched either for type-I or type-II down-conversion. For the given pump
beam and phase-matching parameters, conservation of OAM is granted by SPDC process [23].
The main novel ingredient introduced in the experimental setup depicted in Fig. 1(a) is given by
the angular masks containing N and M angular slits for signal and idler photons, respectively,
which can be programmed using standard Spatial Light Modulators (SLMs).

Angular aperture masks are placed in the path of signal and idler down-converted photons,
produced by a pump beam with a Gaussian profile with zero OAM (l = 0), as depicted in
Fig. 1. The generated OAM spectrum transmitted through the angular apertures is analyzed
in terms of transmitted spiral harmonics, typically over a range from l = −12 to l = 12, by
means of additional diffraction holograms. We stress that, in addition to the angular apertures,
diffraction holograms are indeed required in order to analyze the OAM spectrum, and perform the
required projection measurements. These projection measurements are required to demonstrate
high-dimensional interference effects, which are detected via Coincidence Counts (Rsi), in the
(ls, li) OAM basis (see Fig. 1(c) for further reference).

Standard Spatial Light Modulators (SLMs) are used both for preparing the state via the angular
apertures, and for analysing the resulting modes via diffraction holograms [19] (Fig. 1(c)). As it
is well known in the literature [19], SLMs are programmable refractive elements, which enable
full control of the amplitudes of the diffracted beams. In the standard technique, if the index of
the analysis l-forked hologram is opposite to that of the incoming mode, planar wave-fronts with
on-axis intensity are generated in the first diffraction order. The on-axis intensity can be coupled
to single-mode fibers with high efficiency, and can be measured with single-photon detectors
Ds,i, using a coincidence count circuit (see Fig. 1(a) for details).

The maximum number of angular slits N, and possible paths D = N2, that can be implemented
in an experimental setup as described in Fig. 1(a) will be fundamentally limited by the finite
spatial and angular correlation width of signal and idler photons, as well as by the resolution
of the Spatial Light Modulator (SLM) itself. While the correlation width of down-converted
photons will be limited by the waist of the Gaussian pump beam w, among other parameters such
as crystal width or photon-emission angle [41], the resolution of the SLM will be determined by
the SLM pixel pitch (d). We can make a very rough estimate of the maximum number of angular
slits N by considering w = 300µm and d = 3.74µm, we can very roughly estimate the maximum
number of angular slits N to be of order N ≈ w/d ≈ 80.
We note that the maximum number of angular slits that can be implemented will be funda-

mentally limited by the angular correlation width (δφ) of the two photons. Typical angular
correlations width reported in the literature are below 1 degree (δφ<1◦) [41]. We note however
that δφ can be tuned by tailoring the width of the crystal or the photon-emission angle [41].
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Fig. 8. Coincidence Count Rate (Rs,i) given by Eq. (13) for pure non-maximally entangled
states produced by imperfect phase-matching in combination with asymmetric slit configura-
tion [24], as a function of ls, for li = 0, α = π/10, off diagonal elements ρnm =

1√
NM

eiθ ,
N = 6 and M = 3 angular slits. We consider different slit separations (a) β = π/4, (b)
β = π/7. Such interference effects are a signature of non-maximal path entanglement in a
D-dimensional space spanned by the different path alternatives of dimensionD = N×M = 18.
As expected the period of the interference pattern decreases as β increases (see text for
details).

Finally, we note that the attainable dimensionality in our system will be limited due to pixelation
effects, leading to aliasing and diffraction which, in turn, introduces huge loss of visibility and
could potentially prevent the detection of Entanglement Witnesses at such high dimensions.

5. Discussion

Higher dimensional entangled states are a fundamental resource both from the foundations
of quantum mechanics perspective and for the development of new protocols in quantum
communication. Maximally entangled states of bipartite quantum systems in an N-dimensional
Hilbert space, the so called qudits, can introduce higher violations of local realism than qubits
[42], and can prove more resilient to noise than qubits [42,43]. In quantum cryptography [44], or
other quantum information protocols [36,45–49], use of entangled qutrits (N = 3) [50,51] or
qudits [52,53] instead of qubits is more secure against attacks. Moreover, it is known that quantum
protocols work best for maximally entangled states. These facts motivate the development
of techniques to generate maximally entangled states in higher dimensional Hilbert spaces.
Entangled qutrits with two photons using an unbalanced 3-arm fiber optic interferometer [54]
has been demonstrated. Time-bin entangled qudits up to D = 11 from pump pulses generated by
a mode-locked laser has also been reported [55]. Here we report a protocol that can produce
entangled angular qudits based on angular diffraction. Our results suggest that such angular qudit
states could possibly be suited for experimental demonstrations of violations of Bells inequalities
in high dimensions, among other relevant applications.
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Appendix. Angular interference for N=2 angular slits

As a starting point, we reproduce the results reported in Jha et al. PRL2010 [23], for N = 2
angular slits, resulting in N2 = 4 alternative pathways. The interference between the alternative
paths manifests itself in the periodic dependence of the Coincidence Count Rate Rsi, on the
angular separation β and on the sum of OAMs l. We consider li = −2, 0, 2, α = π/10,
β = π/4, π/6, π/2, π, and a reported visibility V = 0.875 [23]. In Fig. 7, we present a numerical
simulation of Coincidence Count Rate Rsi, given by Eq. (7) for α = π/10, β = π/4 and L = 10.
The width of the diffraction envelope increases as the angular aperture α decreases, since angular
position and OAM are Fourier related [16,17]. Therefore the uncertainty in OAM (∆l) increases
as the uncertainty in angular position (∆φ) decreases. Figure 7(a) and 7(b) correspond to li = 2
and ls = −2, respectively. Due to correlations in OAM of twin photons, the interference pattern
is peaked at ls = −li.

In Fig. 7(c) to 7(f), we present Coincidence Count Rates Rsi given by Eq. (7), as a function of ls
for li = 0, and different values of slit separation β. We consider N = 2, α = π/10, and a reported
visibility V = 0.875 [23]. More specific, Fig. 7(c) β = π/6, Fig. 7(d) β = π/4, Fig. 7(e) β = π/2,
Fig. 7(f) β = π. As expected the period of the interference pattern decreases as β increases (see
Eq. (8)). Our numerical results perfectly reproduce the experimental results presented in Jha et
al. PRL 2010, which further validates our analytical model.
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