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Quantum fidelity for arbitrary Gaussian states
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We derive a computable analytical formula for the quanturalitigl between two arbitrary multimode Gaus-
sian states which is simply expressed in terms of their fstt second-order statistical moments. We also show
how such a formula can be written in terms of symplectic irar@s and used to derive closed forms for a variety
of basic quantities and tools, such as the Bures metric,uaptgm Fisher information and various fidelity-based
bounds. Our result can be used to extend the study of contsrvariable protocols, such as quantum telepor-
tation and cloning, beyond the current one-mode or two-matdyses, and paves the way to solve general
problems in quantum metrology and quantum hypothesisiggstith arbitrary multimode Gaussian resources.

PACS numbers: 03.65.-w, 42.50.-p, 03.67.-a, 03.67.Hk

I. INTRODUCTION exponential Gibbs-like representation for the Gaussiatest
which has been used recently to evaluate the fidelity between
fermionic Gaussian states [24], and which allows us to sim-
plify many calculations. We also provide a recipe for expres
ing the quantum fidelity in terms of symplectic invariants,

The quantification of the similarity between two quantum
states is a crucial issue in quantum information theary[1, 2

2?1?(3rr1nOtrr?eg\?gﬁgiiy,nlc?titgr?sert]::;? 2?Idu(gnqtﬂfnn%€|ﬁvh¥ﬂ:§][i?; showing specific examples with one, two and three modes.
9 ' 9 YL The new formula for the fidelity allows us to easily derive the

perhaps the most well-known for its use as a quantifier of perg ic for G . heref lizi
formance in a variety of quantum protocols. Quantum fidelity. ures metric for Gaussian states, therefore generaliziagq
is the standard tool for assessing the succéss of quantesm tefum metrology to multimode Gaussian resources, Similarly,

o 9 ; d : we discuss how quantum hypothesis testing can be extended
portation [7+11], where an unknown state is destroyed in ong :

X . A eyond two-mode Gaussian states.

location and reconstructed in another (see Ref. [12] for-a re
centreview). In quantum cloning [13-17], where an unknown
state is transformed into two or more (imperfect) clonesyqu
tum fidelity is the basic tool to quantify the performance of a Il PRELIMINARY NOTIONS
guantum cloning machine. Quantum fidelity plays a central
role in quantum metrology [18, 19], where the goal is to find Considern bosonic modes described by quadrature oper-
the optimal strategy to estimate a classical parameterenco atorsQ = (X, ..., X, P1,---, Pn)", satisfying the canonical
in a guantum state. Similarly, it is important in qguantum hy-commutation relations [31]
pothesis testing [20, 21], where the aim is to optimize tlze di
crimination of quantum hypotheses (states or channels). [Q,QT]=iQ, Q:= ( 01

. . . ) o)m, (1)
An important setting for all the above tasks is that of
continuous-variable systems [22] 23], which are quantwsn s . . . . .
y [ ] 9 y herel is then x n identity matrix. The coordinate trans-

tems with infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, such as th . ' — SO which he ab ;
bosonic modes of the electromagnetic field, described by pd°'mationsQ’ = SQ which preserve the above commutation
elations form the symplectic group, i.e. the group of reat m

sition and momentum quadrature operators. For these syt -
tems, Gaussian states [%2] are the mgst typical quanturaf:;stzgltmCes such tha$QST = 0 [32] _ )
in theoretical studies and experimental implementatisns, L€t Us denote by an unnormalized density operator of
quantifying their similarity is of paramount importanceher Ehe n bosomc_modes. Its norm_ahzed version is d.enoted by
derivation of a simple formula for the quantum fidelity be-? = £/Zp, With Z, = Trp being the normalization fac-
tween two arbitrary bosonic Gaussian states is a long-stgnd ©- For a Gaussian state [22], the density operatbes a
open problem with a number of partial solutions accumu_one.-to.-one correspondence with the first- and second-order
lated over the years. We currently know the solutions for ongtatistical moments Oonthe state. These are the mean value
mode [2527] and two modes [28]. A simple formula for U := (Q)p = Tr(Qp) € R and the covariance matrix (CM),
multimode Gaussian states is only known in specific casedVith generic element
namely when one of the two states is pure [29] or for two 1
thermal states [30]. Vi = §<{Qk — U, Q —u});, (2)

Here we solve this long-standing problem by deriving a
computable formula for the quantum fidelity between two ar-where{, } is the anticommutator. Equivalently, we may use the
bitrary multimode Gaussian states which is simply exprssefollowing modified version of the CM
in terms of their first- and second-order statistical morsent
A key step for this derivation relies on the adoption of an W= -2ViQ. 3)
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According to Williamson's theorem, there exists a symplec-More precisely, we find

tic matrix S such that/[22]
V =S(DeD)ST, D =diagla,..., ), (4)

where the symplectic eigenvalues satisfy> 1/2. Corre-
spondingly, the matrixV transforms aSWS~* and its stan-
dard eigenvalues amen wherewy = 2vi > 1.

In AppendiX 8, we show that an arbitrary multimode Gaus-
sian state with mean and CMV can be written in the expo-
nential form

1 iQ\"?
p = exp —z(Q -u)'G(Q-u)|, Z,= det(V + 7) , (5)
where the Gibbs matrits is related to the CM by the formulae
G = 2iQ coth}(2ViQ), V = %coth(i%e) iQ.  (6)
Equivalently, we may consider the following relations
iQG

we use the notatioA/B := AB~! whenA and B commute —
see AppendiXB for more details. Although the mat@xs
singular for pure states (so one has to deal carefully with th
limit), the introduction of the representation in Elg. ()rsi-
icantly simplifies the calculations, and all the final foraeil
are valid in general, i.e., for both mixed and pure states.

Ill. FIDELITY FOR MULTIMODE GAUSSIAN STATES

The quantum fidelity between two arbitrary quantum states,

p1 = p1/Z,, andpz = p2/Z,,, is given by
Z
. ~ N
F o) = 1o\ VBabe v = =2
Vo012,

wherepwr 1= o102 p1. We consider two Gaussian states,
p1 with CM V; and mearu;, andgz with CM V, and mean
u. The Gibbs matrice&; andG, are readily obtained from

(8)

Ftot
JdetVi + Vo]

(V%f)_z + 1) vaux} (13)

= det[( N Wguzx + j]-) Waud Q

Note that the asymmetry &f,x and W,y upon exchanging

the two states is only apparent and comes from the apparent
asymmetry in the definition of EqJ(8). One can check that
the eigenvalues of,x andW,x, and thus the determinants in
Egs. [I8) and(14), are invariant under exchange.

We remark that the formula of Eq.](9) is valid for arbitrary
(generally-mixed) multimode Gaussian states with arbyjtra
first- and second-order moments. In the specific case where
one of the states is pure (sapy), we haveV; = 1/2 which
implies Vaux = 1/2 andF; = 1, therefore recovering the
recent result of Refl [29] (in dierent notation [34]).

Fo(V1, V) = (12)
Fie = det[z[ 1+

. (14)

IV.  FIDELITY IN TERMS OF SYMPLECTIC INVARIANTS

The fidelity can be expressed in terms of symplectic invari-
ants associated with the second-order moments of the Gaus-
sian states. Consider the notation with thiematrices, so that
Fiot is given by Eq.[(TW). The standard eigenvaluedify are
Wi, wherewf™ > 1 [35]. As a consequence, we may write

Frot = ﬁ [\Nﬁux+ [(WEUX)Z _ 1‘]1/2

k=1

(15)
Thus, the problem reduces to finding the eigenvaluas.gf.

For this, let us consider the characteristic polynomial
x(4) = det(21 — Wayy) , (16)

which is clearly a symplectic invariant sin¥, x transforms
as SW,,,S™t under symplectic transformations. Using the

Egs. [6) and[{7). The advantage of the Gibbs representddentity de®” = " and the Cayley-Hamilton theorem [36],

tion (B) for the calculation of the fidelity is twofold: firstl

it makes the evaluation of the operator square root in(Eq.(8)
straightforward, and secondly, one can use the algebra of

guadratic operators [33] to fing, in a closed form.

As we show in AppendikIC, given two generally-displaced
Gaussian states, the formula for their quantum fidelity Gan b
directly expressed in terms 6f := u, — u; and their CMsy;
andVs. In fact, we find

1
4

where the tern¥o(V1, V2) depends only o¥; andV, and is
easily computable from one of the two auxiliary matrices

F(p1.02) = Fo(V1. V) exp[— Su(Va+ V2)15u] . (9

Vaux = QT (V1 + Vo)™t (% + vzszvl), (10)

Waux := —2Vad Q@ = —(Wp + Wo) 1@ + Wo Wy, (11)

we may writey(4) as a polynomial function of

I = Tr(W), fork=1,...,n, (17)

which are also symplectic invariants with > I; for k > j.
Thus, forn modes, we can compute timeinvariantsl, and
subsequently solve the polynomial equatign) = 0, whose
roots are the eigenvalue§"*to be used in Eq[(15).

Note that the invariantsy can be connected with other in-
variants. For instance, one can easily check that

__1ypL EPEPIVIA
x(0) = (-1) A x(1)=(-1) A

whereA = det(V; + V,), T := 22" detQV,1QV, — 1/4) and
A = 22det(Vy +iQ/2) detl, +iQ/2) (19)

are the invariants considered by Ref./[28]. Using Eql (18 o
can easily expreds andl, in terms ofl", A andA.

(18)
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V. EXAMPLES momentsu andV, andg; = p + dp, with statistical moments
u+ duandV + dV. Then, the Bures metric is given by
Let us show some examples with= 1, 2 and 3 modes. du™V-ldu s
For single-mode Gaussian states, we depi® = 12 — 1,/2, ds® = 2[1- F(p.p + dp)] = — tg (26)
so thatw?®* = +/1,/2. Equivalently, we may computg/2 =
1+ A/A so that we retrieve the known result [25-27] wheres := 4Tr[dV(4Ly + Lo)dV], LaX := AXA, and the
inverse of the superoperatof4 + Lq refers to the pseudo-
F2N ) = 1 20 inverse[[35] (see AppendiX E for the proof). Note that a resul
0 (V1. Vo) = VAT A - VA (20) equivalent to Eq.[{26) has been derived in Ref! [37] using a
different method based on the computation of the symmetric
For two-mode Gaussian states, we dei¢#) = (12—21,—  logarithmic derivative. . .
41,22 + 84%)/8 with solutions Numerically, the easiest way of evaluating the inverse ef th

superoperator ifi is using théN-matrices and performing the

1 calculations in the basis in whidW is diagonal. In the basis
WA = > I+ A4l — 12, (21)  whereW is diagonal, then

dV\/ideji
Once plugged into Eq._(15), we have the fidelity in termk,of 0= ww =1 (27)
andl,. The latter invariants can then be expressed in terms of i
I'/A andA/A, so that we retrieve the known result[28] and the sum is taken over the elements suchwhaf # 1.

For pure states, we simply havgye = Tr(V-1dV V-1dV).

FE(V1, Vo) = (22)

1
—
I+ VA= (VT + VA) -A B. Multimode quantum metrology

For three-mode Gaussian states, the characteristic polyno
mial may be written ag = t3 + pt + g, where

Let us consider a real parametewhich is encoded in a
multimode Gaussian stajg.” To estimated with high pre-
12 ER | cision, it is necessary to distinguish the two infinitesiypal
t=12-1,/6, p= 2 -2 qgq=--2+-22_2 (23) close statep,"andgy.q for an infinitesimal changdd. As-
24 4 108 12 6 sume thalN copies of the state,are available to an observer,
who performs\ independent measurements to obtain an unbi-
ased estimataf for parameteé. Then, the mean-square error
affecting the parameter estimation \@r(= ((9—06)?) satisfies
the quantum Cramer-Rao (QCR) bound Warg [NH(6)] 2,
W \/'_2 Lo [P cos[e — 2n(k— 1)], (24)  WhereH(9) is the quantum Fisher information (QFI) [18]. The
6 3 3 latter can be computed from the fidelity as

8[1—-F (04,0
whered := arccos{3 V3q(2p \/73)*1] andk = 1,2, 3 (in par- H(0) = [ d('g: Pos)] .

1 ux — L/ —

gﬁfliﬁor\‘,ﬁteedtheamg le(I3)| Zé ?Earzfn_ t(?).etgce)rtt/]v?tr? eé‘&; f (g)Thus, for any parametrization of the Gaussian states, we can
ge, EasL ), 109 = L Jeasily compute the fidelityr (0g, Po+de) USING Eq. [(®) and,

and [I5), provide the first expression for the quantum figelit

. ; therefore, the QFI in EqL(28).
between two arbitrary three-mode Gaussian states. More generally, suppose that the Gaussian state is labelled

by a vectorial parameter wittmreal components, i.&4,= {6;}
fori = 1,...,m. Inthis case, the performance of the parame-
ter estimation is expressed by the classical covariancexmat
Covij(6) = (6:6;) — (6:)(}), which satisfies the matrix ver-
A. Geometry of Gaussian states sion of the QCR bound [19, B8] Ca)(> [NH(6)]*. Here
the QFI is a matrix with elementd;;(6), which can be eval-
Once the quantum fidelity is expressed in terms of the firstiated from the Bures metric. In fact, for any parametrizgtio
two statistical moments, we can easily compute the Bures digve may write Eq.[(26) agls® = g;;(6)d6idd; and show that
tance between two arbitrary multimode Gaussian states, Hij(6) = 49i;(6).
andg>, which is given by

The solutions of the characteristic equatios O are real (see
AppendiXD) and given by

(28)

VI. IMMEDIATE IMPLICATIONS

De(p1. p2) = 2[1 - F (51, p2)] .- (25) C. Multimode quantum hypothesis testing

Form this expression we can derive the Bures metric An efficient computation of the quantum fidelity is cru-
by expanding the fidelity. In fact, let us consider two cial for solving problems of binary quantum hypothesis-test
infinitesimally-close Gaussian states = p, with statistical  ing [20,/21] with multimode Gaussian states. These problems
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may occur in the basic scenario of quantum state discrimithis context, the quantum fidelity can be used to estimate the

nation, where two Gaussian states must be optimally distinquantum Ho#&ding bound [46] which quantifies the optimal

guished, or in the setting of quantum channel discrimimatio error-exponent associated with the rate of false negatives

where two Gaussian channels must be distinguished by as-

suming Gaussian sources and input energy constraintsr-In pa

ticular, the latter formulation is very important in a vayief VIl. CONCLUSIONS

guantum technology protocols, such as remote quantum sens-

ing of targets, i.e., quantum illumination [47+-49], and a | this work we have solved a long-standing open prob-

tum reading of classical data from optical memories [50-55] jem in continuous variable quantum information by deriving
ConsiderN copies of two multimode Gaussian sta{e, ~  simple computable formula for the quantum fidelity between

andg3N, with the same a priori probability. The minimum two arbitrary multimode Gaussian states. Our main formula

error probability per(N) in their statistical discrimination is is expressed in terms of the statistical moments of the Gaus-

provided by the Helstrom bound [39], which is typically hard sian states, but another formulation is also given in terims o

to compute for mixed states. For this reason, one resortsuitable symplectic invariants. By using our formula, one

to other computable bounds, such as the quantum Cliernacan extend the study of quantum teleportation, cloningngua

bound [40-42] or fidelity-based bounds [42-44]. Thanks totum metrology and hypothesis testing well beyond the stan-

our result the latter are now the simplest to compute. dard case of two-mode Gaussian states to consider multimode
For any number of copie¥, we may write Gaussian resources, with unexplored implications fohaie
basic quantum information protocols.
1- 1= [F(r. p2) ™ F(p1. p2)]"
d < per() < ZEEPIL (90
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Appendices

Appendix A: Exponential formula for Gaussian states

Here we show the formulae in EqBl (§)-(7). The first stepwhich gives
is to introduce the symplectic action of a real functioon a fAT Oy
CM and how it can be computed in terms of standard matrix fi(beDjiatie = 1(D)& f(D).
functions whenf is odd. After this preliminary step, we start This is Eq.[A3) up to a symplectic transformatisn
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2. Proof of the exponential formula

i.e., matricesV and QGQ transform in the same way un-
der symplectic coordinate transformations. As a resudty th

Let us now show that the Gibbs exponential formula ofcan be related by the symplectic action of the function in
Eq. (B) can describe an arbitrary Gaussian state (not just Ra. (AI2).

thermal state). We start by considering a single-mode therm

statep = €92, In this case, we can write

102 1

~ 1
_ fqy = =94 _
Zp_l_e,g’ <a-a->_ Zag eg_l (A6)
. . . 2. 12
In our notationa = (x + ip)/ V2 so thata’a = 5% - 1 and
v(g) := () =(p®) = (a'a) + 1/2. (A7)
Therefore, from Eqs[(A6) and (A7), we derive
_1 g
v(g) = > coth > (A8)

In terms of the quadratures, the thermal state reads

o = e 3(¢+P), (A9)
and its normalization is given by
~ _9 1 i
Z, =27 = - = Z(0). (A10)

Note that the purity is given by
T2 = 2,112 = 4292 (g) = tanh@/2) = 3v(g) "

so that the vacuum correspondgte» co orv — 1/2.

In fact, for thermal states, we may write
V=DeD, (QGQ)=-g(Da D).
Then, for an arbitrary symplectic transformati®nwe have

Thermal Arbitrary
DeD > V=S(DeD)S'

—gDeD) > QGQ=S[-gDeD)|S" = —g.(V).

Thus, using the symplectic actigp, defined from Eq[{AI2),
and its inverser,, defined from Eq.[{AB), we can derive the
relations

G = —2Q coth }(2V)Q = 2iQ coth }(2ViQ),

and

1 QGQ 1 iG).
V= -5 coth, (T) =5 coth(T) iQ,

where we also exploit EJ._(A3). These formulae correspond to

those in Eq.[(B) given in the main text. The additional foranul
in Eq. (2) is obtained by considering that= —2ViQ.

a. Extension to non-zero mean

The previous representation of Elg. (A9) can be generalized
to a multimode thermal state of > 1 bosonic modes. This
state has its CM already in the diagonal Williamson form

The next step is to include the presence of a generally non-
zero mean value in the exponential expression of [Eq.JA11).
For an arbitraryi € R?", consider the displacement operator
V=D&D, D=diagls,...,V).

D(U) — euTiQQ — e—iQTQu,
Thanks to the tensor product structure, we can write
which satisfiesD(u)" = D(-u) and D(W)QD(U)" = Q + u.
By applying this operator to Eq. (Al1), we can generate an
arbitrary Gaussian state with non-zero mean

(A11)

HereG := diag@i,...,0n; 91, . . ., On), Where the diagonal el-
ements are given by = g(v), where o= D(_u)e_%QTGQD(u) _ e 3QuTeQ-y.

g(v) = 2 cothr}(2v) (A12)

This is easy to double check. Let us set
is the inverse of the function in Eq._(A8). Compactly, we set -
p = D(-U)pcD(U), pg = €29 .
G =g(D) @ g(D).

. First note thakZ, = Z,.. Then, we can verify that
Now, we study howG andV transform under coordinate Lo = Zoe fy

transformation€’ = SQ. We haveV’ = SVST and o HQ-UTGQ-u) o1Q7GQ
T[Q—— ] =Tr[QD(-u D(u)] =
G =S7GS! = QSOGOSTQ, (A13) [Q Z, ] [QDCw) (1)
: . Ty e3Q'GQ e3Q'6Q
where Eq.[{AIB) comes from imposi®f GQ = QTG'Q’ in Tr[D(u) Q D(-u) ] =Trl(Q+u) ]=u,

Eq. (A11). From Eq[{AIR), we see that
(QGQ) - S(QGQ)ST,

PG

ie. (Q)lg =u. Similarly,Vij = %({Q, - ui,Qj - Uj})lg.



b. Normalization factor

The trace of an unnormalized Gaussian steiewritten in
Eq. (AB) via the functiorg(g) = 1/(e¥? — e 9/?) defined in
Eq. (A10). WherG is diagonal (i.eV is diagonal) then

z,= [ |2a). (A14)
j

Now we write Eq.[(AT#) in a coordinate independent form. A

genericG can be obtained from a diagor@bia a symplectic
coordinate transformation, because of the propErfy (AR ef
symplectic action, and because 8et 1, one has

Z, = ydetlz.(G)] = detr(GiQ)iQ]*? = detfz(iQ G) iQ]*/?
= detf(?°/? - ¢7196/2) jQ] /2| (A15)

Moreover,z(g(V)) = /V2 — %1. It is simple to prove that
1
Zo=[laawp=[[y-3 (19
j j
= detVgiag + 1Q/2]"2 (A17)

whereVgiag = diaglvs, ..., Va; Vi,...,Vp). Since a generaf
can be written a¥ = S Vyiag ST and deS = 1, then

.\ 1/2
Z, = det(v + %) ,

where we used the fact th&QST = Q. By replacingW =
-2ViQ, we also get

1-w\"?
)

Z, = det(

Appendix B: Computations with Gaussian states

1. Product of two Gaussian states with zero mean

andJ” = [J, J’]. Because of the above identity, we can write
the Eq.[B1) withe’” = e’e”, namely

-iQG” _

e e—IQ G-IQCG )

e (B3)

Now we can express the composition rule of Eg.](B3) in
terms of the CMs/ andV’ of the two stateg andp’. From
Eq. (6), we have

V- 1efQG +1 Q. % _ —2V?Q—IL.
296 -1 -2Vig+1
In terms ofW = -2ViQ, W andW”, we may write
G i -1 1
" _ GIQG éQG + ]]- _ w’ﬁﬂ. + vwﬁ
- @wes 1 w-l w.d
w+l  w-1

o 1-2W e+ )yt a+2W-1)t
T ol-2W+1)l-1-2W-1)1
S L-W L)t (W1t

W+ L)+ (W-1)!

L L-2wW+ayt

W+ 1)1+ (W-1)1

=1

In the above equations, we fix the notati@nz AB~! when
[A, B] # 0. Using the Woodbury identity [36]

(A+B)t=At-AlAt+B Y IAT
we derive
W =1+ (W +1-21)[1—- (W +W) W +1)].

Then, using another straightforward matrix equation

(A+B)A=1-(A+B)!B, (B4)
with A=W + 1 andB =W - 1, we find
W =1+ (W - 1)W + W) }(W-1). (B5)
Therefore
" _ _E ’ E ’ -1 E
V" = 2+(V+2)(V +V) (V+2). (B6)

Although the product of two Gaussian states can be read- Note that the squared of a Gaussian sfdiasG®@ =
ily evaluated thanks to the result of [33], in this section weog and its CM can be computed directly from the previous

provide a self-consistent proof.
By using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdbidentity, we can
write the product of two zero-mean Gaussian states as
iU 10EQ _giae (B1)

The above identity is a consequence of the algebra

QTGQ QTG,Q _i T (RO e
- }_QQ (GaG -E&'ab)Q
_ QTG"Q

where

G=-iQJ, G = -y, G’ = -y’

Egs. [B%) and(Bb) by setting/ = W andV = V’. Itis easy

to check that we get

Qv
4

v<2>=%(v— ),W<2>=%(W+wl).

2. Square root of Gaussian states

Given a Gaussian stage its square-root/p is a state with
G — G/2. The CMVgq of 4Jp can be written in terms of the
CM V of p by concatenating functions

Vsg(V) = v(g(v)/2) = (,/1 - 4—3'/2 + 1) V. (B7)



Notice that, because > 1/2 one might be tempted to sim- Then, using the above result

plify vsq(V) into the expressior + V4x? — 1/2. However, the

latter function is not odd, so it produces wrong results wibhen
is used for the symplectic action. EQ. (B7) is the correct one

WhenV is Williamson-diagonal, so it i¥sq and the diagonal
elements are given bWlgli = Vsq(vi). SinceV andVsq trans-

efT iQQe_ % Q'GQ —e % (Q-u)T G(Q-u) e % uTiQe 96y

= p(G,u) e™X, (B12)

where

form in the same way under symplectic transformations, for

any general (non-diagonal), the relation betweeW andVsq
can be obtained with the symplectic action

(VQ)2
4

By replacingW = —-2ViQ, we finally derive

Weg = (VL-W2+ 1) W (B8)

3. Extending the product formula to Gaussian states with
non-zero mean

When an operator linear in terms @f is introduced, the
algebrain Eq.[(BR) has to be extended. It turns out that
1 T .
_EQ GQ,Q = IQGQ’
[u™Q,v Q] =u"iQv. (B9)

ThereforeD(u)QD(u)" = Q+u, and using Eqs[{B2) and(B9),
we may write the identities

D(U)D(V) = D(u + V)e*%uTin’

e-$060QeH0 c0 _ dnsgy (B10)

4. Decomposition of displaced Gaussian states

Using the previous identities we may write
p = g 3QUTBQ-U) _ o UTi0Qe3QT6QgUTIOQ
— —uTiQQeuTiQeiQGQe—éQTGQ
_ —uTiQQeuTeGmiQQe—éQTGQ
_ g Ui0QgE ™™ )TI0Q-3Q7GQ

— eaU'iQe Cug(eCu-u)TinQe-3QTGQ

Lett =eCu—uy,ie.
u= (e -1y
Note that
u'iQe 'y = R[u"iQe ]

= %uTiQ(e’iQG -y, (B11)

K= %uTiQ(e’iQG - %)y
— %fT(eGiQ _ ]]_)—liQ(e—iQG _ eiQG)(e—iQG _ ]]_)le

— %fTIQ(eIQG _ :ﬂ_)—l(e—iQG _ eiQG)(e—iQG _ ]]_)le

= %fTiQ((eiQG —1)t - (e - 1) e

1 W+l W-1
=2No(- -—|¢
! ( 2 2 )

4
1

= —Z(TiQWEe.
4

Appendix C: Proof of Eq. (@)

We start by considering the undisplaced case whigre
up = 0. This assumption will be relaxed in AppenfixIC 5.
The total stat@yot := +p1p2 Vo1 has CMVg; (W) and its
Gibbs matrixGio; can be derived by applying the composition
rule of Eq. [B3) and noting thai/p hasG/2. Thus, we have

iQG;
2

QG
2

exp(iQG) = exp( )exp(iQGg) exp( ) (C1)

Using the expression of the partition functidnin Eq. (8),
the relation between the CMand the Gibbs matrix in EJ.X6)

into (01, 2) = Z o/ \/Zp1 Zp,» WE MAy write

o det(eiQGw‘/“ _ e—iQGm/4) det(eiQGw‘/“ _ e—iQGm/4)
F(p1.p2) " = det(@961/2 — g 19G2/2) det(62G/2 — g12G2/2)
det( @262 _ 1) det(e2C2 — 1)
det(€26: — 1) det(d2C2 — 1)
det(e2Ce — 1) det(e2C/2 - 1)
det(€926: — 1) det(e2Cz — 1) det(€2Cwt/2 + 1)
det( 2% e 9C)  det(e2Cu/2 1)
det(1 — eQG1) det(d2C2 — 1) det(€2Cw/2 + 1)
= [[(G1.G2) Fio ™ (C2)

where

det(ll - e1261) det(€2% - 1)
(G, Gy) = + - -
( 1, 2) \/ det(eQGz _ e"Qel) detiQ ~’

. \/M tetion ©3)

det(e2Gui2 — 1)



Now it is easy to check that

1
JdetVy + Vo

By contrast, the computation &%, is more dificult. Using
Eqg. (Z) we may writéF o in terms ofW,, as follows

1/4
Fiot = det[( JI-W2+ ]L) V\/totiQ] , (C5)

or, equivalently, in terms o¥,; as follows

1/4
2
Frot = det[Z( 1+ % + J].] Vtot} . (C6)

Let us computéV,; as a function ofVy andW,. For this

['(G1,G2) = (C4)

we iterate the composition rule in Eq._(B5) and we use the
following relations for theV-matrix of the square-root state

Weg = (VL-W2+ 1) W, (C7)
W= % (Weq + Waq ). (C8)

Let us start by applying Eq._(B5) twice. We have
W = 1+ (W = 1)(Wasq+ W) (Wisq— 1),
Wiot = L + (Wisq— L)(Wisq+ W) H(W” - 1)
=1+ (Wlsq_ ]]-)(\leq"‘ W")_lx
(Wa — 1)(Wasq + Wa) H(Wisq— 1).

Now the next step is to apply the Woodbury identity aAd'¢
B1)~! = A(A+ B)~1B multiple times, so that we have

[Wisq+ L+ (Wo — 1)(Wisq+ Wo) H(Wisqg— 1)] 7 =

1 V\/lsq"']]-il
Wisqg— 1) [ (Whsq+ Wo) ™2 W, — 1),
( 1sq ) [( 1sqt+ b) +W2—]]-Wlsq—31 (Wa )
and we may write
1 V\/lsq"‘]]-il

Wit = 1 + (Wlsq+ WZ)_l +

(Wlsq + WZ)_l(Wlsq -1)
= Wigq— (Wlsq + WZ)Xil(Wlsq -1),

where
Wisq
X=W15q+W2+W (Wz—]].)
1sqt
1
= W(:ﬂ. + 1sq + 2W1SqW2)
Wigq 2W1'5q
W, + W 2W. Wi + W,
Wioat 1 hsq+ Wasq+ 2W) = TV 7 (Wa+ W),

and we have used E{.(IC8). Therefore

1 _ _
Wot = Wlsq - E(Wlsq + WZ)(Wl + WZ) 1(Wlsq - Wlslo>

BecausVisqtWa = WisgtWao+Wi —Wy and (Wisg— W L) =
Wisq— Wi, we may write
Wot = W1 — (Wlsq - Wh)(Wh + W2)71(Wlsq - Wi).

This is already a simple expression, but it can be further
simplified. Let us write its inverse

wio_ 1 Wy 1\t 1
ot Wlsq -W (Wlsq - Wl)2 Wi+ W, Wlsq -W ’
Using Eq. [CV) we may write
(Wlsq - Wl)2 —1
— =W - W[,
W T

which, replaced in the previous expressioVgfl, leads to

_ Wlsq - W, _ -1
to:tL = —W1 (Wl - Wy t- W - Wz)
x (W + W) 1
! 2 Wlsq_ Wl
1
= —(Wasg— Wai)(1 + WoW1) "2 (Wy + Wo) ————
(Wisg— Wi)(1 + WoWh) ™" (Wi + Z)Wlsq_Wl
1
= (Wasq— W)W, auxm (C9)
where
Waux = _W W (]]- + W2 Wl) (C].O)

Because in Eq[{Q5) there is a determinant of matrix func-
tion, such expression is invariant unddkVM~! transforma-
tions (with non-singulaM). Therefore, we can usSé&/,, in
the place of\V in Eq. (CB). In other words, we may write

1/4
Ftot = det|:( \' ﬂ. - W;uzx + ﬂ.) WauxiQ]
Voo = 1/4
= det[Z[‘/]]. + % + 1) vaux} ., (C12)

where we have usell,,x = —2V,xi Q. Combining Eqs[(32),
(C4) and[[CIR), we obtain Eq.](9).(13) andl(14).

(C11)

1. Comment for pure states

The most important result of the previous sections is the
similarity transformation which relaté,; andW,,y:

1

Wiot = (Wlsq - Wl)Wauxm-

(C13)

However, whempy is pureW;s, = Wy so the above transforma-
tion is singular. The purpose of this section is to show that t
final result [CIP) is consistent even when the matvix,— W,

is singular.
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To simplify the notation we assume thatis a pure state, so 3. Alternative Formula
the symplectic eigenvalueé are equavil =1/2,Vi, although
the following argument can be easily generalizedto theitase  Note that in the proof of SeE]C we can exploit the fact that
which only few eigenvalues are equal 21 Because EQ.(C5)  det[f (V)] = det[f (UVU~1)] for some invertible matrix). By
is basis independent, we perform the calculation in thesbasiysing Eq.[[CIL) into Eq[{G3), we get
whereW; is diagonal and we write

Wi = lim Wi(e), Wi(e) = €Dy, Di= 1&(-1). (C14) F4 det[ Ve961/2g0G, g0G1/2 4 JL]
lim tot det[ VeQG1/2dQ G dQG1/2 _ ]]_]

detiQ,

Since Eq[(Cb) depends only on the eigenvaluasigfand the

eigenvalues are smooth under perturbations we can write . . : :
9 P and with eitheld = €26:/2 gr U = e19C1/2

) ] 1/4
Fiot = lim det[(,/]l—V\/t;f(e) ¥ 1)vvtot(€)|g] . (c15) , _defvemmemE 1]
= eti
whereWgy e refers toWer with Wy substituted by (e). For tot det[ VeQG.dQGy — 1]
anye < 1, it is Wisq— Wi = V1-€2D; so the similarity SocSoe
transform[[CIB) is well defined and (G15) can be replaced by _ det[ e e + 1] detio. (C18)
(C11). Although the matri¥\Visq— W is singular fore — 1 det[ \VeQGgQG; 1]
its dependence cancels out, whilg « is well-defined even in
the limite — 1. Finally, after simple algebra, we may write
This is confirmed by the fact thaf (C5) reproduces the
known results|[29] whem; is pure. In the next section we 4 _ (V12Q)2
expand this point to simplify the numerical treatment of the Fiot = deti2| /1 + 4 + 1| Viz (C19)
singular case. -
V1Q)~
= det[Z(‘/IH (Var) 214 )=, 1)v21}, (C20)
2. Treatment of the singular case
being
In this section we devise a strategy that helps the numerical i0 i0 i0

treatment of the singular case, i.e. when one or more sym- Vip= —— + (Vl + _) (V1 + V)t (V2 + _),
plectic eigenvalues d¥; andor V, are equal to /2. Because 2 2 2

the eigenvalues oV, are invariant under the exchange of
the stateg; < p,, without loss of generality we assume that
V, is the state with the highest number of eigenvalues equal t . o o ,
1/2. Letr be the number of pairs of symplectic eigenvaluesWtOt N e'S_)GI/zwlze 912, andWor =€ G2 @212 s0

of V; equal to ¥2. SinceVay transforms under symplectic the matricesMor, Wi andW,, are S'”?"ar- . .

transformations, without loss of generality we can perftren The rela_tlon betweeh/lg andVau is easy to ob.taln using
calculations in the coordinate system wh¥iss diagonal. theW matrices and applying the Woodbury identity. We find

Moreover, to simplify the notation, in this section we re- Wip = 1+ (Wi — 1)(Wa + Wo) (W, — 1)

andV,; = V'l"z. Note that, contrary to matri¥y,, the new
H1atrix V12 is not real. Because of the above derivation,

shape the matrices so thHat= @; 1 o) Therefore, we can 1 1
. . - = (W - 1) + (W - 1)
can writeV; andV- in the block form where WoWp — W —Wo + 1 Wi + W,
1
_(1%/2 0 _(AC _[w O = (W — 1)1 (WoW; + 1 W, — 1
vi=("%2 o). ve=(& 5)- =5 3). c e R A
wherelly, A w are 2 x2r matricesC is a & x2(n—r) matrix, = (W - 1)Wl W (WoWy + L)Wy — 1)1 (C21)

andD, B,® are 26 - r) x 2(n — r) matrices,D is diagonal
with diagonal entries greater ther2l Thanks to this block sq thatw;, = —~UW,,U"! for some invertibleU, as we can
structure, with a long but straightforward calculation welfi  see by comparing EJ_{CPR1) with EF.{C10).

1x/2 C
Vaux:( 26/ é) s

where the matrice€ and B depend omA, B,C, D. Because

of the block structure of EqL{CL7), it is clear thak,x has The final result for the fidelity, EqL{C11), depends on the
r eigenvalues equal to 1 amdeigenvalues equal tel. In matrix W,,, which is not symmetric upon exchangipgand
view of Eq. [15), these eigenvalues do not contribut€t® ;.. This is due to the apparent asymmetry in the definition
and can thus be discarded. On the other hand, the eigenvalugsthe fidelity [8). However, we show here thBE{C11) is in-
Wi % +1 can be found by diagonalizindaux = -2iBo.  variant under such exchange, even thoidhy is not. In-
With a similar argumentx = 2r + Tr[\7V§5 . deed, thanks to the results of the previous sectioR(WW) =

(C17)
4. Exchangingp; and p,



det] (V- W2+ 1) W[ ™, thenFiet = F(Whe)) = F(Wau) =
F(Wi2) = F(W.y1). BecauséV,, is similar toW,, (apart from
a global sign), which again is simil&¥,;, if we exchange:
andp,, the resultingV,,x (with indices 1 and 2 swapped) is
similar to the original one. Thereforé, (Q11) is invarianter
such exchange.

5. Derivation of the fidelity for displaced Gaussian states

Consider displaced Gaussian statgaving Gibbs matrix
G; and mean value,, andp,, havingG, andu,. Then
Z o

z VProt z VPGiot

F(p1.02) = = ,
\/Zﬁlzpz \/ZpGl Zsz Z\/PGtot
Z
A A VProt
= 7:(.061’.0(52)2 4 P
VPGot

whereF (pg,, pc,) is the fidelity (already computed) between

two undisplaced Gaussian states, i.e., with Gibbs mat@ges

and G, but zero mean values. Therefore, we only need to

computeZ 5= /Z o If we write

Dtot = e % (Q—Umx)T Giot (Q—Utot) +Kiot

then

— Ktot/2
ZM = Zme tot e

Moreover, from the definition one can see that

Zptot — Zplpz
Zﬂcsm ZPGIPGZ

For the numerator we may write

Zyp, = Tr[p1p2] = Tr[D(=u1)pc, D(u1) D(-Uz2)pg,D(U2)]
= Tr[D(uz2 — U1)pg, D(U1 — U2)pg,]

Kiot —

e (C22)
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By replacing the latter expression into Hg. (€22), we derive

Kot — e%b‘]iQe*‘QGlb‘u e%(6u—e’i9616u)TiQle((iu—e’iQGlb‘u)
— @iouiQe 1 -e9C1)5, o 76]I0(1-701) Wi, (1-eC1)5,

The termKyo can be simplified noting that

e*iQGl_eiQGl _ W1+]]._W1—ﬂ. _ 4W1
W-1 W +1 Wf—]].,

' : 2 2
1- C)Wip(1 - e7%r) = - W ,
( ) 12( ) Wl+:“- 12W1_]]-

andWp = 1+W;—1— (Wl + ]].)(Wl +W2)_1(W1 - ]].), which is
a consequence of the identify (B4). Therefore, we may write

. _ 1 _
Kot = 64 1Q(Wy + Wh) 16, = —zéﬂ(vl + Vo) 16,

and finally

Ftot

SR I S— TAZRA Y
(detVy + Vo)1

F (01, p2) =

Appendix D: Proof that the solutions for the three-mode case
are real

As written in [23), in the three-mode case the characteristi
polynomial [16) can be written as= t3+ pt+q. The equation
y = 0 has real solutions i < 0 andg?/4 + p3/27 < 0, which
is simple to prove. Indeed, callingw? the eigenvalues
of WA one finds thatzn = 2[(WE9)2" + (W3")%" + (W59)2").
Hence

p= 2 [y + )+ (g

- (0872 - (B - (MY

where the phase in Eq_{B10) vanishes after the twofold use. = —:—é[ ((V\/'i‘“")2 - (W’;‘“")Z)2 + ((V\/'i‘“")2 = (V\/'g‘“")z)2

Then calling
Oy = Up — Uy,
and callingG;, the matrix such that

g 960 _ ifG: gHi0G,

one has

T e
Z,p, = Tr[€ g, 741995, ]
Ti _sTi0adQG:

= Tr[eEUIQQe ouiae 1QpGlsz]

— Tr[eéﬂiQQe—(e’mGlﬁu)TiQQ 06,,]

=T el6u-e7CL6,)TI0Q a3 6] 10e 615,

PGy, ]-
Now, by using Eq.[(BI12) we find

1Tina QG s  1l(s _oiQGy s \Ti S _ariQGq 5
Zplpz — @200 016, o7 (5u—e1CL6,) TIOWA (6~ C16y) Tf[pelpez]-

+ (B2 - wa?) | <. (D1)
Similarly,
2 3
T 2w o (0 - ) (0 - )

(w522 - Wg™?) | < 0. (D2)

Hence, the eigenvalues @f*"* are real. The real solutions of
x = 0 are given by[(24).

Appendix E: Derivation of the Bures metric

Let us consider two infinitesimally-close Gaussian states
p1 = pandpz = p + dp. The first state is parametrized By



(orV) andu, while the second state is parametrizeddy dG
(orV + dV) andu + du. Hence, up to the second order

12

i.e.

dWdW;;
1 1 1 1 1.1 _dvidvﬂ T(pp+dp)—exp——duvldu+E 1"WW"
V1 + Vs 2v1+dV‘2v Nt v Y
and The Bures metric is then given by
T 1 oA Ty-1
6u(V1+ Vo) "6, ~du'Vdu/2. 4 - }duT V-ldus Z dV\/.,dWJI
In a similar way, we find 4 8 44 wiw; —
1 . . _
-Wl=—"FT— —(2W+dw) The above expression can be cast into a basis-independent
WL+ W2+ dWW form by defining the super-operator
2w 1 dWW2 - 1+
T1+W2 O O1+W2 W2+41 LaX = AXA.
1 w W2 -1
dw .
TTewe T owe i we Indeed
Since the fidelity is an invariant, one can perform the caleul Z dW;;dW;i — Trlav 1 aviv
tions in the basis in whichV is diagonal. Let us caNV the wiwj — 1 Ly -1
(diagonal) matriXWV in this basis andiW the corresponding '
infinitesimal variation (non-diagonal). Then - Tr [dW 1 dW]
Lw-1
- (Wgh) =gy - oy L, 1
auxjij 1+Wi2 Y 1+w? ”1+sz =—4Tr[dVQ£W_1(dVQ)].
1 - - Wi \le - 1 .
+ Y ——dWidWj—— . Using
Zk: 1+w? w kJ1+W§1+Wj2
. Lw(dVQ) = -4AVQdVQVQ = -4(Ly LodV)Q,
To expand the expression
we find
Finf = —Ft%t
inf = . )
det(Vy + Vo) dVVideji 1
—— =A4Tr|dVQ———(dV)Q
_ detWaux —2 — WiWj — 1 4Ly Lo+ 1 }
= detW + dW2) det(\/IL Wi+ 1], (E1) ij ) .
one has to expand =4Tr|dV.Lg 4Ly Lo+ 1dv]
[, 1 1
W2 =K© @ @ =4Tr{dV—————dV
AL -W;35=K® + KB 4 K (E2) r Todlvlo+l ]
in terms of the & order, first order and second order operators ATy EdV 1 "
K™, Taking the square of Eq_{E2) and calling B ALy+ Lo |
-1 _ /(0 1 2
Wi = VO + VO 1 v@ where we have used? = 1. Finally, we may write
the 2% order expansion dNaulX, we find the relations 1 1
ds? = Zdu" Vldu+ = Tr{dV-—F"——dV|.
KoK + KoKa) = -V — Vo Vo
K@K + KoKe = ~VaVo ~ VioVe -V ~ Ky - 1. Singular case

These explicit calculation oK™ is long but straightfor-
ward. Once the operatoksare known, from the expansion

glrlog(1+X) r[X]—Tr[XZ]/Z

det@ + X) =
of the three terms in Eq_(EE1), we find

dW, JdWJI
Finf = exp

1-ww; Wi Wi

In the singular case, i.e. when some of the eigenvalues of
W are +1, the sum in[(27) is performed only along the ele-
ments wherevyw; # 1. The proof of this fact closely fol-
lows an analogous observation in the fermionic case [24].
Let W = >, wili)(i| be the eigenvalue decomposition \®,
wherel|i) is the eigenvector ofN with eigenvaluew; and
letc = Wi’l € [-1,1], ¢ = tanh@;/2), whereg; are the
symplectic eigenvalues db. Using this notationdW =



13

>i(l - vv?)%li)(ﬂ + w;(liXdi| + |di)i|). Inserting the above tribute in the sum{BE3). Numerically, this corresponds te ta

expression in(27) we find ing the pseudo-inverse of the superoperatol in (27) orvequi
alently, in manually avoiding the sum over the elements such
P [dW 1 dw} thatww; = 1. Therefore, even though EG.{E3) has been found
Lw — assuming thaty; # =1, it can be analytically extended to the
W — general case.
=2 Z(l wf)dgf + Z 1= |<d'|J>|2 Notice that for pure states, wherg = +1, the dfect of the
i#] functionf in (E3) can be obtained equivalently by the function

2
The first term in the above equation is well-defined also when f0cy) = (x=)?/2. Taking this substitution if(E3) we find
w; — +1. To prove that the second term is bounded we define

f(X, y) = (X — y)2(1 — Xy)fl and write 6pure — Z f(C|, )WIWJ <d|“>|2 Z ( 2\;/ ]) <d||]>|2
%] W
Z(l WG+ 3 1 cwm P (E9) L
i#] = éTr[W dWW dW:| . (E4)

As shown in Lemma 3 of Ref.[24], the functiof(x,y) is
bounded in £1,1]%, f(x,y) < 4, and limxy)=1+1) f(X,y) =  The above equation provides a simpler expression for the Bu-
0. Therefore, the elements such thatv; = 1 do not con-  res metric for a pure Gaussian state.



