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Abstract. In this paper at first we successfully teleport the unknown quantum

state which is a superposition of squeezed vacuum state and squeezed one-photon

state using the beam splitter in the absence of dissipation. In the continuation,

we try to implement the same teleportation protocol, however, in the presence

of dissipation effects. To do this task, we use proper entangled channel to reach

to perfect teleportation under the influence of decoherence. Finally, we consider

another superposition of two squeezed vacuum states with separation in phase

by π and teleport it with a different appropriate entangled channel. In fact,

we will observe that, one can successfully teleport the considered superposition

of squeezed states by choosing proper entangled channels in the presence and

absence of dissipation in appropriate chosen conditions.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz; 03.67.Bg; 42.50.-p; 42.79.Fm

1. Introduction

Teleportation of quantum states first introduced by Bennett et al. [1] is a very

interesting and useful phenomenon in quantum information processing by which

an unknown quantum state can be transmitted from a location to another [2].

Quantum entanglement has an important role in this phenomenon. In this respect,

the quantum channel which is used for teleportation purpose should be entangled.

These channels can be produced by using the beam splitter [3], entanglement

swapping process [4–6] and performing appropriate interaction performance [7–11].

After preparation of proper quantum channel, quantum teleportation can be

implemented.

In this regard, generation of various classes of entangled states is of enough interest,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13757v1


Teleportation of squeezed states... 2

moreover, the entangled coherent states (quasi-Bell state) [12–14] and special

classes of entangled squeezed states [15, 16] can be generated. The entangled

squeezed states, will be used in this paper, have been generated via different

schemes, i.e., in atomic Bose-Einstein condensates [17], with the help of QED

method [16, 18] and by utilizing the beam splitter [19]. Also, these states can be

produced by, for instance, degenerate parametric down conversion in an optical

cavity [20], in a resonator with a moving wall [21] and via non-degenerate four-

wave mixing in an optical cavity [22, 23].

Quantum teleportation has been studied by considering different methods such as

QED method [24–26] and by using beam splitter [27–30]. Also, in [31] quantum

teleportation using two-mode squeezed vacuum state has been investigated.

Teleportation of quantum continuous variables [32], photon states [33] and atoms

[34,35] have already been investigated. The authors in [36] have proposed a scheme

to produce an EPR pair, by combining two bright amplitude squeezed lights

and they have demonstrated that this protocol can be used to perform quantum

teleportation of continuous variables. Teleportation of a quantum state using

three-particle entanglement [37] and nuclear magnetic resonance have also been

previously considered [38]. The authors in [39] have demonstrated the quantum

teleportation between distant matter qubits. Teleportation of coherent state using

the beam splitter has been studied in [27]. To access the reliable and realizable

teleportation scheme, the effects of decoherence on this scheme have also been

considered [27, 40, 41].

In present work, our protocol for teleportation, which is based on utilizing the beam

splitter is introduced, by which we successfully teleport the unknown quantum

state (which is a superposition of squeezed vacuum and one-photon squeezed state).

Then, we consider the effects of decoherence in the teleportation scheme. This

decoherence is modeled via mixing the light mode with the vacuum state at the

beam splitter (see Refs. [27, 42, 43]). In addition, teleportation of a superposition

of two squeezed vacuum states with separation in phase by 180◦ is considered.

The paper organizes as follows: We teleport successfully the unknown quantum

state which is a superposition of a squeezed vacuum state and a squeezed one-

photon state by using the beam splitter in the absence of dissipation in Sec. 2.

Then, in Sec. 3, we consider the effect of decoherence and teleport prior unknown

state. In the continuation of Sec. 3 we pay our attention to the teleportation of

another unknown quantum state which is a superposition of two squeezed vacuum

states with separation in phase by 180◦. Finally, the paper ends with a summary

and conclusions in Sec. 4.
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2. Teleportation of a superposition of squeezed states

Figure 1. The scheme of quantum teleportation from Alice to Bob by using

entangled channel via a beam splitter.

In this section, we want to teleport the unknown quantum state

|ψ〉
a
= ǫ+ |ξ〉

a
+ ǫ− |ξ

′

〉
a
, (1)

where ǫ± are the undetermined coefficients that satisfy |ǫ+|2 + |ǫ−|2 = 1. The state

(1) includes all Fock states (odd and even basis), since |ξ〉 and |ξ′〉 are the squeezed
vacuum and one-photon states, respectively [44], i.e.,

|ξ〉 = S(ξ) |0〉 = Σ∞
n=0C2n |2n〉, (2)

|ξ
′

〉 = S(ξ) |1〉 = Σ∞
n=0D2n+1 |2n+ 1〉,

where ξ = reiϕ and S(ξ) = exp [ 1
2
(ξ∗â2 − ξâ†2)] is the squeezing operator by which the

expansion coefficients in (2) result respectively in [45]

C2n =
1√

cosh r

√

(2n)!

2nn!
e
inϕ tanhn

r, (3)

D2n+1 =
1

cosh
3

2 r

√

(2n+ 1)!

2nn!
e
inϕ tanhn

r.

The teleportation protocol is as follows: consider a situation where a field mode b

is stored in Alice’s lab, while mode c describes a light beam propagating to Bob

(see figure 1). Initially, Alice and Bob share the maximally entangled channel,

|Hξ〉b,c =
1√
2

(

|−ξ〉
b
|ξ′〉

c
+ |−ξ′〉

b
|ξ〉

c

)

, (4)

which is made up of squeezed one-photon and vacuum states. So, the whole state

of the system reads as:

|ψ〉
a
⊗ |Hξ〉b,c =

1√
2

[

ǫ+ |ξ〉
a
|−ξ〉

b
|ξ′〉

c
+ ǫ+ |ξ〉

a
|−ξ′〉

b
|ξ〉

c
(5)

+ ǫ− |ξ
′

〉
a
|−ξ〉

b
|ξ

′

〉
c
+ ǫ− |ξ

′

〉
a
|−ξ

′

〉
b
|ξ〉

c

]

.

Now, to achieve the teleportation purpose, Alice mixes her part of entangled state

(field mode b) with the state to be teleported (field mode a) using a beam splitter.

Accordingly, the total state after the beam splitter can, in principle, be obtained

via the relation,

|ψ〉out = uBS(θ) |ψ〉a ⊗ |Hξ〉b,c , (6)
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where uBS(θ) = exp[θ(âb̂† − â†b̂)] is the beam splitter operator and θ is the parameter

that is related to the reflectivity of beam splitter [3, 46]. Therefore, the output

state from the beam splitter can readily be obtained as follows:

|ψ〉out =
1√
2

[

ǫ+ |A〉out |ξ
′

〉
c
+ ǫ+ |B〉out |ξ〉c + ǫ− |C〉out |ξ

′

〉
c
+ ǫ− |D〉out |ξ〉c

]

. (7)

In Eq. (7) we have defined †:

|A〉out = uBS(θ) |ξ〉a |−ξ〉b = uBS(θ)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ)u†
BS(θ) |0, 0〉a,b , (8)

where for θ = π
4
the state (8) results in the well-known two-mode squeezed state as

below [47]:

|A〉out → |ξ〉2 = Sab(ξ) |0, 0〉a,b = exp(ξ∗âb̂− ξâ
†
b̂
†) |0, 0〉

a,b
(9)

= (cosh r)−1Σ∞
n=0(−1)neinϕ(tanh r)n |n, n〉.

Other constituents of the state ket in (7) for θ = π
4
are defined as:

|B〉out = uBS(
π

4
) |ξ〉

a
|−ξ′〉

b
= uBS(

π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ) |0, 1〉a,b (10)

= uBS(
π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ)u†

BS(
π

4
)uBS(

π

4
)b̂†u†

BS(
π

4
) |0, 0〉

a,b

=
Sab(ξ)√

2

(

b̂
† − â

†
)

|0, 0〉
a,b
,

|C〉out = uBS(
π

4
) |ξ

′

〉
a
|−ξ〉

b
= uBS(

π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ) |1, 0〉a,b (11)

= uBS(
π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ)u†

BS(
π

4
)uBS(

π

4
)a†u†

BS(
π

4
) |0, 0〉

a,b

=
Sab(ξ)√

2

(

â
† + b̂

†
)

|0, 0〉
a,b
,

|D〉out = uBS(
π

4
) |ξ

′

〉
a
|−ξ

′

〉
b
= uBS(

π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ) |1, 1〉a,b (12)

= uBS(
π

4
)Sa(ξ)Sb(−ξ)u†

BS(
π

4
)uBS(

π

4
)a†u†

BS(
π

4
)uBS(

π

4
)b†u†

BS(
π

4
) |0, 0〉

a,b

=
Sab(ξ)

2

(

â
† + b̂

†
)(

b̂
† − â

†
)

|0, 0〉
a,b
.

Considering all above results, the output state in (7) simplifies to

|ψ〉out =
1√
2

[

ǫ+ |ξ〉2 |ξ
′〉

c
+
ǫ+√
2
Sab(ξ)(b̂

† − â
†) |0, 0〉

a,b
|ξ〉

c
(13)

+
ǫ−√
2
Sab(ξ)(b̂

† + â
†) |0, 0〉

a,b
|ξ

′

〉
c
+
ǫ−

2
Sab(ξ)(b̂

†2 − â
†2) |0, 0〉

a,b
|ξ〉

c

]

.

Subsequently, Alice performs two photon number measurements on the modes a

and b on her side. We denote the probability to find n and m photons respectively

in the modes a and b by P (n,m), i.e.,

P (n,m) = |a 〈n|b 〈m|ψ〉out|2. (14)

In this measurement, if n and m differ by one (m = n+ 1), the state on Bob’s side

(the field mode c) collapses into

|ψ〉Bob = ǫ+ |ξ〉
c
+ ǫ− |ξ

′

〉
c
. (15)

Interestingly, as is clear, provided that the difference between n and m being one,

our teleportation scheme works perfectly. Under the mentioned conditions, Eq.

(14) reduces to

P (n, n+ 1) =
(n+ 1) tanh2n r

4 cosh4 r
. (16)

† Notice that uBS(θ) |0, 0〉 = |0, 0〉 (see Ref. [3]).
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The success probability to find the number of photons in either mode such that

m = n+1 reads as P = Σ∞
n=0P (n, n+ 1). This summation can be calculated using (16),

which arrives one at P = 0.25. This value of success probability is acceptable in the

typical schemes for teleportation (see Ref. [26, 48]).

3. The effect of decoherence

3.1. Case 1:

In this subsection we want to teleport the unknown state (1) by using the entangled

coherent-squeezed channel,

|Hξ,α〉1b,c =
1√
2

(

|α〉
b
|ξ

′

〉
c
+ |−α〉

b
|ξ〉

c

)

, (17)

however, under the influence of noise. In (17) |±α〉 are coherent states and |ξ〉, |ξ′〉 are
two squeezed states defined in (2). We assume that the mode b of the maximally

entangled channel (17) suffers from photon loss. This noise is modeled by mixing

the state of channel with a vacuum state (we show it by the environmental mode

E, |0〉E) at a beam splitter with the transmittance of η [27, 42, 43]. So, the state

(17) after traveling the mode b from the dissipative channel is converted to the

following channel,

|Hξ,α〉1b,E,c
=

1√
2

(

|α√η〉
b
|α
√

1− η〉
E
|ξ

′

〉
c
+ |−α√η〉

b
|−α

√

1− η〉
E
|ξ〉

c

)

. (18)

In the continuation, we teleport the unknown state (1) using the introduced

channel in (18). So, the whole state reads as,

|ψ〉
a
⊗ |Hξ,α〉1b,E,c

=
1√
2

(

ǫ+ |ξ, α√η, ξ′〉
a,b,c

|α
√

1− η〉
E

+ ǫ+ |ξ,−α√η, ξ〉
a,b,c

|−α
√

1− η〉
E

(19)

+ ǫ− |ξ
′

, α
√
η, ξ

′

〉
a,b,c

|α
√

1− η〉
E
+ ǫ− |ξ

′

,−α√η, ξ〉
a,b,c

|−α
√

1− η〉
E

)

.

By operating a proper measurement of the quasi-Bell state, i.e., |qB〉ab〈qB|, where,

|qB〉
a,b

=
1√
2

(

|ξ,−α√η〉+ |ξ
′

, α
√
η〉
)

, (20)

on the state (19) and then, by choosing α and η in such a way that 2η|α|2 is enough
large such that the terms consist of e−2η|α|2 can be ignored, the state of Bob may

be approximated to the state (1) as follows,

|ψ〉1Bob = ǫ+ |ξ〉
c
|−α

√

1− η〉
E
+ ǫ− |ξ′〉

c
|α
√

1− η〉
E
. (21)

In this way, our teleportation protocol is near to perfect teleportation (see Refs.

[27, 48]) with the fidelity,

F =
∣

∣

a〈ψ|ψ〉1Bob

∣

∣

2
= |ǫ+|4 + |ǫ−|4 + 2|ǫ+|2|ǫ−|2e−2(1−η)|α|2

. (22)

In the following, the fidelity, F, has been plotted in figure 2 for different chosen
values of α and η versus |ǫ−|2 (the unknown coefficient of |ξ′〉 in state (1)). In this
figure, solid red line corresponds to η = 1 (absence of decoherence) where as we
expect fidelity is equal to one; i.e., we have perfect teleportation. In the presence
of decoherence (η 6= 1) by decreasing η in this figure, the minimum of the fidelity
has been decreased. Also, from the initial and final points of the curves in figure
2, we notice that when we have only the net state of |ξ〉 or |ξ′〉 in state (1), fidelity
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is equal to one even in the presence of decoherence and we have again perfect
teleportation.

Figure 2. Fidelity in Eq. (22) versus the amplitude of probability, for η = 1

(solid red line), η = 0.95 (dashed black line), η = 0.9 (dotted green line) and

η = 0.8 (dot-dot-dashed blue line) with α = 2.

3.2. Case 2:

In this subsection we want to teleport the following unknown state,

|ψ
′

〉
a
= A(ξ)

(

a+ |ξ〉
a
+ a− |−ξ〉

a

)

, (23)

where |±ξ〉 are two squeezed vacuum, a± are unknown expansion coefficients and

A(ξ) =



|a+|2 + |a−|2 + (a∗+a− + a+a
∗
−)

√

1− tanh2 r

1 + tanh2 r





− 1

2

, (24)

using the entangled coherent-squeezed channel,

|Hξ,α〉2b,c =M(ξ, α)
(

|α〉
b
|−ξ〉

c
+ |−α〉

b
|ξ〉

c

)

, (25)

in the presence of decoherence, where |±α〉 are coherent states and

M(ξ, α) =
1√
2



1 + e
−2|α|2

√

1− tanh2 r

1 + tanh2 r





− 1

2

. (26)

The entangled channel (25) can be produced in the resonant interaction of a Λ-

type atom with a two-mode quantized field in the presence of two strong classical

fields [49]. Also, we consider the photon loss for mode b of the channel (25). So,

the state (25) after traveling the mode b from dissipative channel is converted to:

|Hξ,α〉2b,E,c
=M(ξ, α)

(

|α√η〉
b
|α
√

1− η〉
E
|−ξ〉

c
+ |−α√η〉

b
|−α

√

1− η〉
E
|ξ〉

c

)

.(27)

Now, we want to teleport the unknown state (23) using the dissipative channel

(27). The whole state then reads as

|ψ
′

〉
a
⊗ |Hξ,α〉2b,E,c

=M(ξ, α)A(ξ)
(

a+ |ξ, α√η,−ξ〉
a,b,c

|α
√

1− η〉
E

(28)

+ a+ |ξ,−α√η, ξ〉
a,b,c

|−α
√

1− η〉
E
+ a− |−ξ, α√η,−ξ〉

a,b,c
|α
√

1− η〉
E

+ a− |−ξ,−α√η, ξ〉
a,b,c

|−α
√

1− η〉
E

)

.



Teleportation of squeezed states... 7

By operating a proper measurement using the quasi-Bell state,

|qB〉
ab

= C(α, ξ) (|ξ,−α√η〉+ |−ξ, α√η〉) , (29)

where C(α, ξ) is the normalization coefficient, via the projection operator |qB〉ab〈qB|
on the state (28) and then choosing α, η and r in such a way that the terms consist

of e−2η|α|2 and 1
√

2 cosh2 r − 1
in the outcome state can be ignored, the Bob’s state

then reads as

|ψ〉2Bob = A(ξ, α)
(

a+ |ξ〉
c
|−α

√

1− η〉
E
+ a− |−ξ〉

c
|α
√

1− η〉
E

)

, (30)

where

A(ξ, α) =



|a+|2 + |a−|2 + (a∗+a− + a+a
∗
−)e

−2(1−η)|α|2

√

1− tanh2 r

1 + tanh2 r





−
1

2
. (31)

As is seen, the state of Bob, Eq. (30), is near to state (23) and so we achieved to

our teleportation purpose near to perfect teleportation with the fidelity that may

be obtained via,

F =
∣

∣

a〈ψ′|ψ〉2Bob

∣

∣

2
(32)

= |A(ξ, α)|2|A(ξ)|2
[

|a+|4 + |a−|4 + 2(|a+|2 + |a−|2)Re(a∗+a−)〈ξ| − ξ〉e−2(1−η)|α|2

+ 2|a+|2|a−|2(|〈ξ| − ξ〉|2 + e
−2(1−η)|α|2) + 2(|a+|2 + |a−|2)Re(a∗+a−)〈ξ| − ξ〉

+ |〈ξ| − ξ〉|2e−2(1−η)|α|2(a∗2+ a
2
− + a

∗2
− a

2
+)

]

.

To plot the fidelity using Eq. (32), we consider a+ = cos θ and a− = sin θ. Fidelity,
F , is plotted for different η versus θ when α = 2 and r = 7 are fixed (see figure 3).
Solid red line is plotted for η = 1 (absence of decoherence) and as we expect fidelity
is equal to 1, i.e., we have perfect teleportation. However, in this figure, in the
presence of decoherence (η 6= 1), by decreasing η, the minimum of fidelity has been
decreased.

Figure 3. Fidelity in Eq. (32), for η = 1 (solid red line), η = 0.95 (dashed

black line), η = 0.9 (dotted green line) and η = 0.8 (dot-dot-dashed blue line)

with α = 2 and r = 7.

4. Summary and conclusions

In this paper we investigated teleportation of two different superpositions of

squeezed states in the absence and presence of dissipation. According to our
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analytical results, in the absence of photonic loss, the unknown state which includes

a superposition of squeezed vacuum and squeezed one-photon states was teleported

with fidelity (success probability) as 1 (0.25). Moreover, under the influence of

dissipation, the same unknown state was teleported near perfectly. In addition,

we considered the teleportation of a superposition of two squeezed vacuum states

separated in phase by 180◦. This superposition under proper conditions leads to

perfect teleportation (recently, approximate and near to perfect teleportation are

reported [27, 48]). Also, we found that in the presence of decoherence (η 6= 1),

the minimum of fidelity is decreased by decreasing η. Summing up, we could

successfully teleport the considered superpositions of squeezed states by properly

chosen squeezed entangled state and coherent-squeezed entangled channels with

utilizing a beam splitter and applying proper measurements while some suitable

conditions are fixed.
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