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ABSTRACT. Recently it has been discussed how quantum illumination can be
used to increase the mean value range delay [I], that happens in the domain of
SNR compatible with current radar systems. However, from side of practical
applications, the advantage described in [I] requires of a large integration time.
In this letter it is shown how multiple entangled photon quantum illumination
helps to reduce the integration time when evaluating range delay. For easiness,
the analysis is conveyed in the setting of three entangled photon states discrete
quantum illumination models, but it is argued that our result can be extended
to quantum illumination continuous protocols.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a recent article, Zhuang and Shapiro have illustrated how quantum illumi-
nation offers an enhancement of the range delay measurement accuracy, which is
manifestly large in a domain of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) compatible with radar
applications [I]. Quantum illumination (QI) implies an enhancement in SNR with
respect to thermal illumination [2] or, when using Gaussian quantum illumination,
with respect to coherent light illumination (CI), the benchmark of non-entangled
states illumination [4} [5, [6] [7].

The recent work of Zhuang and Shapiro, however, explores the benefits of QI for
improving the range-delay measurement accuracy. In particular, in [I] is discussed
how for a quantum pulse-compression radar of chord type with high time-bandwidth
signal and high time-bandwidth idler, the advantage in the SNR offered by QI is
translated in a reduction of the threshold where the Cramers-Rao bound (CRB)
for the range delay is sub-optimal and instead, it is more convenient to consider
the Ziv-Zakai bound (Z2ZB) [8, @, [I0, 11l 12]. It is when considering the more
optimal bound of Ziv-Zakai that the advantage on the mean square range delay
accuracy when using QI is made manifest. In particular, it was shown that QI
reduces the threshold in SNR under wich the CRB is efficient and instead, the ZZB
is more accurate. Furthermore, the analysis showed a large advantage of up to
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several dozens dB in the mean square range delay accuracy when using quantum
illumination with respect to the use of coherent states illumination.

However, there is an intrinsic difficulty to exploit the aforementioned advantage,
since the pulse duration required must be large compared with usual radar appli-
cation standards. For practical situations, the benefit in range delay measurement
accuracy is obtained with integration time of the order of 10%s. This is because
the SNR required to exploit the non-linear effect discussed is not small, typically
for microwave radar applications, of the order of 5 to 10 dB. For the type of pulse-
compression signal discussed in [I], an estimate of the required SNR is given by the
expression

(1.1) sNp= "5

Np
where x stands for a single round trip radar-to-target-radar transmissivity and it
is assumed constant, M is the time-bandwidth product, Ng is the average number
of photons per mode and Np is the the background average number of photons per
mode. In the microwave regime, Np is large (of the order 10?) and Ng is small (of
order 1072). Typically & is small too. Moreover, quantum enhancement of SNR
(and hence the benefits) happens for M very large. However, there are limitations in
M due to the mechanism of the generation of the entangled states, which is usually
spontaneous parametric down conversion (SPDC). Hence a natural mechanism to
increase M (the time-bandwidth product) is to increase the time pulse 7. In this
way, it is obtained the integration time scale mentioned above.

There are other points that are worthwhile to mention here. The first is related
to the methodology followed. In ref. [I] it was shown that for SNR below the
SNR threshold, it is more efficient to use the Ziv-Zakai bound rather than the
more universal but less stringent (CRB). Thus the bounds are obtained, from the
perspective of quantum optics, for the CRB and the ZZB for both QI and CI.
With respect to the CRB, the expression obtained is the classical expression times
suppressed by a factor v/2. Remarkably, it is the same expression for the accuracy
than the one presented by Maccone and Ren [15] for N = 2 entangled photons state
illumination. Furthermore, the factor /2 increase in the accuracy represents the
maximum enhancement when using entangled states (in the category of Gaussian
states and for two photon states).

Finally, it is illustrative to recall that quantum entanglement and other related
quantum states as squeezed states, are used to enhance accuracy in measurements
in quantum interferometry (see [3] for a review). Indeed, the idea of interferomet-
ric quantum radar is based on this enhancement of accuracy due to enhancement
properties [16]. The property discovered by Zhuang and Shapiro can be framed in
this class of enhancement of accuracy based on the properties of non-classical states
of illumination.

In this article it is explored the possibility of using quantum illumination with
states describing multiple entangled photons in order to reduce the integration time
required to explode the aforementioned benefit. The intuition behind this idea is
clear, since it was previously shown that multiple photon quantum illumination
requires less time-bandwidth product to reach the same SNR than when using
standard Lloyd’s quantum illumination [I3]. It is shown that this property also
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FICURE 1. Quantum illumination with three entangled photon states.

implies a reduction of the integration time for the protocol of range delay mea-
surement. The analysis and estimates of this article are discussed for Lloyd’s type
quantum illumination with low environmental noise, but it is also argued that an
analogous result should be expected for quantum illumination schemes based on
continuous states quantum illumination, although the expected enhancement due
to the use of multiple entangled photon states is less pronounced in this case.

2. INTEGRATION TIME IN QUANTUM ILLUMINATION WITH MULTIPLE ENTANGLED
PHOTONS

A relevant challenge for the practical implementation of the protocol proposed
by Zhuang and Shapiro is the large time pulse required to translate the advantage in
SNR in the enhancement of the range resolution accuracy. One possibility to reduce
the integration time is to use quantum illumination with multiple entangled states.
The protocol of three entangled photon states quantum illumination is illustrated
in figure [[l and can be described in a nutshell as follows. Three photons correlated
in time and in frequency are generated as a result of a four photon interaction [14].
For each of the entangled three photon systems, two photons (signal photons) are
sent to explore a region where the target could be located. One photon is either
retained or directly detected just after generation (idler photon), depending on the
specific protocol used. When two photons are detected simultaneously using direct
detection methods, then the temporal correlation between the idler photon and
the two signal photons is checked and if the correlation test results positive, it is
claimed that there is a detection event.

It was shown in [I3] that for Lloyd’s quantum illumination model, multiple pho-
ton quantum illumination provides an advantage in SNR with respect to standard
quantum illumination in the following sense. The SNR for QI2R and for QI are
given respectively by the relations [13]:

= (A) (-0 (22)" ),

.M Ng
SNRQ] = N_B <(1_H)M +Ii) y
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where M and M’ are a priori different time-bandwidth products. In the regime
when £ < 1, M > 1, M' > 1 and Np < 1, the condition SNR§ 1, =~ SNRG,
requires that

(2.1) M~ /Ng M.

The relation (2] shows a reduction of the required time-bandwidth product for
QIMP with respect to QI, here associated to the number of modes M and M’
respectively. Thus if the bandwidths are the same, Aw(1) = Aw(2) and assuming
that M = ¢(2) Aw(2) and M’ = t(1) Aw(1), then the corresponding integration
times are related by the expression

t(1)

(2:2) t(2) = /Ns Ae(l)’
where ¢(1) is the integration time for quantum illumination with states describing
a pair of one photon signal and one photon idler and #(1) is the integration time
for quantum illumination for states describing 2 photons signal and one idler.

The relation (2.2) has been derived in the framework of Lloyd’s quantum illumi-
nation models, where the condition of low noise Ng << 1 is assumed. The relative
reduction of the integration time is of the form

t2 | N
(23) t(1) t(l)BAw

with respect to the integration time of using standard Lloyd’s quantum illumina-
tion. In this setting, for Aw = 10° Hz with ¢(1) ~ 10%s and not taking into
account the factor v/Np, the reduction time factor is of order 10~2 when using
three photon signal quantum illumination with respect to the usual LLoyd’s quan-
tum illumination protocol. Thus ¢(2) is in this example in the order of the second,
in the usual range of values of integration time for radar applications. Also, it is
remarkable that the relative increase in the range delay accuracy is independent of
the central frequency, being valid in the microwave, optical or X-ray regimes.

3. DIscussioN

In this letter we have argued that quantum illumination with three entangled
photon states could drastically reduce the integration time required to exploit the
range delay measurement accuracy enhancement discussed by Zhuang and Shapiro
1. In particular, we have shown this enhancement when using three photon states
for Lloyd’s type quantum illumination models, where Np is very small. Although
in the optical domain and for usual daylight atmospheric conditions such a low
noise condition is fulfilled, the microwave domain is a rather noisy regime. Instead
than using Lloyd’s quantum illumination type models, one expects that in the
microwave domain, a generalization of the theory developed by in Tan et al., where
the condition of high brightness condition Np >> 1 holds good, describes the type
of models to be used to explore the quantum illumination advantages. Moreover,
a bright environment condition is also assumed in the analysis performed in [IJ.
However, one should expect that, as it happens for the enhancement in SNR, an
analogous result to our relation 2.3 applies in the continuous quantum illumination
case and that there is also a reduction of the integration time when using multiple
entangled states for quantum illumination in a bright environment. Indeed, if we
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assume the same expression ([23)) to be valid as first order approximation for noisy
environments, then for the values of noise Ng ~ 10? and band-width Aw ~ 109,
then there is an improvement in the integration time given by a factor of order
10~! with respect to the typical integration time 10% s reported in [IJ.

Besides the extension of the theory presented in [I3] to the case of continuous
states, there are permanent challenges that quantum illumination protocols should
address. Among these challenges we should mention the problem of keeping the
idler alive during the measurement, the detector for microwave photons and the
cryogenic conditions required for generation and the generation of intense enough
entangled sources for applications, specially, in the microwave regime.
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