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It is important to find feasible measurement bounds for quantum information protocols. We
present analytic bounds for quantum illumination with Gaussian states when using an on-off de-
tection or a photon number resolving (PNR) detection, where its performance is evaluated with
signal-to-noise ratio. First, for coincidence counting measurement, the best performance is given
by the two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state which outperforms the coherent state and the
classically correlated thermal (CCT) state. However, the coherent state can beat the TMSV state
with increasing signal mean photon number in the case of the on-off detection. Second, the per-
formance is enhanced by taking Fisher information approach of all counting probabilities including
non-detection events. In the Fisher information approach, the TMSV state still presents the best
performance but the CCT state can beat the TMSV state with increasing signal mean photon num-
ber in the case of the on-off detection. Furthermore, we show that it is useful to take the PNR
detection on the signal mode and the on-off detection on the idler mode, which reaches similar
performance of using PNR detections on both modes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is indispensable for quantum teleporta-
tion, quantum sensing, and quantum illumination (QI).
Contrary to the other protocols, QI loses entanglement
but takes quantum advantage by survival of quantum
correlation. The objective of QI is to discriminate the
presence or absence of a low-reflectivity target [1, 2]. Ac-
cording to the frequency range of the probe signal used
for QI, photon loss is the dominant limiting factor for
the performance in optical wave range or thermal noise
is the dominant one in microwave range. In a laboratory,
a low-reflectivity beam splitter plays the role of the tar-
get and thermal noise is intentionally injected into the
low-reflectivity beam splitter. Thermal noise is replaced
by thermal state which is produced by scattering coher-
ent state light with a rotating glass disk or blocking one
mode of a two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state.
We consider a scenario where the signal mode of an in-
put state interacts with a target having a low reflectivity
in a strong thermal-noise environment, and then the re-
flected signal mode is measured in a receiver. Given an
idler mode of the input state, it is best to measure the
idler mode with the reflected signal mode.

The performance of QI can be evaluated by quantum
Chernoff bound (QCB) [3–5], which is the upper limit of
the lower bound on a target-detection error probability.
Under a weak thermal-noise environment, in the begin-
ning, an entangled state takes quantum advantage over
a separable state under single-photon level [1]. The idea
was extended to Gaussian states under a strong thermal-
noise environment [2, 6], where a TMSV state outper-
forms a coherent state. As an input state, it is feasible
to prepare Gaussian states, such as coherent, thermal,
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squeezed, and TMSV states. Based on QCB, coherent
state presents the best performance in single-mode Gaus-
sian states. In two-mode Gaussian states, TMSV state is
a nearly optimal state [7, 8] for symmetric discrimination
and an optimal state [9] for asymmetric one. A classi-
cally correlated thermal (CCT) state, which is produced
by impinging a thermal state into a beam splitter, can-
not outperform the TMSV state and the coherent state
in QCB.

Although QCB is not directly related to any physi-
cal observable, it can be achieved with signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) with specific measurement schemes. QCB
and SNR are independently derived from the detection
error probability. The QCB is represented by the expo-
nential of the decay constant [3, 10], exp[−Mγ], as the
upper limit of the lower bound, and the SNR is repre-
sented by the exponent of the detection error probability,

exp[−SNR(M)], where M is the number of modes. As
examples, coherent state asymptotically approaches its
QCB with homodyne detection [2, 11], and CCT state
can do that with photon number difference measurement
[12]. However, TMSV state asymptotically can attain its
QCB not by the SNR that only considers joint local mea-
surement but by collective measurement, e.g., sum fre-
quency generation with feedforward [13], which requires
a quantum memory. Except the homodyne detection, the
two other measurement schemes were not implemented in
a laboratory.

Since the first QI experiment [14], there were several
experiments implemented in optical range [15–19] and
microwave range [20–23]. Theoretically, there are fea-
sible proposals with optical parametric amplifier (OPA)
and phase-conjugate (PC) receivers [24], photon number
difference measurement [12, 25, 26], homodyne (or het-
erodyne) detection [27–29], and on-off detection scheme
[30, 31] that is conditionally to prepare a signal mode by
detecting the idler mode with an on-off detector (or on-off
detector arrays). Note that the OPA and PC receivers
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can asymptotically approach a half of the exponent of
the QCB for TMSV state. However, all the measure-
ments schemes require nonlinear interactions or interfer-
ence with additional modes, except the on-off detection
and the photon number difference measurement. Thus,
it is worthwhile to find the detection error probability
bound using direct photon measurement, without any
other additional modes.

In this paper, we consider the most feasible measure-
ments for Gaussian-state quantum-illumination, using
on-off detection and photon number resolving (PNR)
detection. Note that we have already considered ho-
modyne (or heterodyne) detection in our previous work
[12]. Physically, the on-off detection can be implemented
by an ideal avalanche photodiode (APD) as well as an
ideal superconducting nanowire single-photon detector
(SNSPD), where both detectors are commercially avail-
able. The PNR detection can be implemented by an ideal
transition-edge-sensor (TES) that is extensively investi-
gated [32] as well as SNSPD arrays [33]. CCD or EM-
CCD is also implemented to discriminate photon num-
bers, even with low efficiency. Theoretically, it is valu-
able to find the best theoretical bounds using the on-off
and PNR detection, without additional modes or com-
bining the signal-and-idler mode. By directly measuring
the idler and the reflected signal, we evaluate the perfor-
mance bound with signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). The per-
formance is shown by coincidence counting events, and
then it is enhanced by Fisher information approach in-
cluding all possible counting events.

II. SINGLE- AND TWO-MODE GAUSSIAN
STATES

A Gaussian state is described with covariance matrix
and first-order moments [34]. The covariance matrix

is described with σjk = ⟨R̂jR̂k + R̂kR̂j⟩ − 2⟨R̂j⟩⟨R̂k⟩,
where R̂k = X̂k(P̂k) and âk = 1√

2
(X̂k + iP̂k). The

first-order moments are described with displacement,
µT =

√
2(Re(α), Im(α)). âk is the annihilation op-

erator in mode k that can be described with the posi-
tion and momentum operators, X̂k and P̂k. According
to the relation among the annihilation operator, the po-
sition and momentum operators, the coefficients in the
covariance matrix and the first-order moment are de-
termined, such as 2 in σjk and

√
2 in µT . After in-

teracting a signal mode with a target in thermal noise
environment, the covariance matrix is transformed into
σ(κ) = XσinX

T +Y , where X = diag(
√
κ,

√
κ, 1, 1), Y =

diag(1−κ+2NB , 1−κ+2NB , 0, 0), and σin is the input co-
variance matrix. The first-order moment is transformed
into µ(κ) = Xµin, where µin is the input first-order mo-
ment. κ is a target reflectivity while 1 − κ is the target
transmittivity.

Previously, most of the QI works compared the perfor-
mances of TMSV state and coherent state, while there
are few works that compared the performances of TMSV

state and CCT state [14, 20, 21]. Recently one com-
pared the performances of coherent state, CCT state, and
TMSV state [12, 22]. Here we consider coherent state,
CCT state, TMSV state, and displaced squeezed (DS)
state.

A single-mode pure Gaussian state is represented by
a DS state D̂(α)|ξ⟩, where α = |α|eiϕ and ξ = reiφ. α
is a displacement parameter, ξ is a squeezing parame-
ter, and r is the amplitude of the squeezing parameter.
After interacting the input signal with a target having
reflectivity κ in thermal noise environment, the reflected
output state is given by

σDS(κ) =

(
A1 −A2 cosφ −A2 sinφ
−A2 sinφ A1 +A2 cosφ

)
, (1)

µ =
√
2κ|α|

(
cosϕ
sinϕ

)
,

where A1 = 1 + 2NB + 2κNsq, A2 = 2κ
√
Nsq(Nsq + 1),

Nsq = sinh2 r, and NB is the mean photon number of
thermal noise observed at a detector. When the target
is absent, the covariance matrix is σDS(0) and the first-
order moment is µ = 0.

We also consider two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV)
states and classically correlated thermal (CCT) states
as representatives of two-mode Gaussian states with no
first-order moment. The former is a representative of
continuous variable entangled states, and the latter is
a kind of classically correlated states. After the signal
mode of the TMSV state interacts with a target, the
output is given by

σTMSV(κ) =

B 0 C 0
0 B 0 −C
C 0 1 + 2NS 0
0 −C 0 1 + 2NS

 , (2)

where B = 1+ 2NB + 2κNS , and C = 2
√
κNS(NS + 1).

NS is the mean photon number of the signal mode. When
the target is absent, the covariance matrix is σTMSV(0).
After the signal mode of the CCT state interacts with
the target, the output state is given by

σCCT(κ) =

B 0 D 0
0 B 0 D
D 0 1 + 2NI 0
0 D 0 1 + 2NI

 , (3)

where D = 2
√
κNSNI and NI is the mean photon num-

ber of the idler mode. When the target is absent, the
covariance matrix is σCCT(0). The pre-interaction co-
variance matrices of the TMSV and CCT states are ob-
tained by writing down Eqs. (2) and (3) at κ = 1 and
NB = 0.
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III. SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO WITH
COINCIDENCE COUNTING

The performance of discriminating the presence or ab-
sence of a target can be evaluated with a detection er-
ror probability that is represented by a sum of miss-
detection probability P (off|on) and false-alarm proba-
bility P (on|off), which is minimized under the decision
threshold. Assuming unbiasedness for two hypotheses,
such as the presence and absence of a target, we take
equal prior probabilities for both miss-detection and
false-alarm probabilities. Then, the detection error prob-

ability is given by P
(M)
err = 1

2 [P (off|on)+P (on|off)] whose
minimum is approximately upper bounded as P

(M)
err ≈

exp[−SNR(M)] when the two states of target present or
absent are close to each other [12, 24, 35] at M ≫ 1.
Under mode-by-mode measurements, the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) is explicitly described with

SNR(M) =
M(⟨Ô⟩κ − ⟨Ô⟩κ=0)

2

2[
√
∆2Oκ +

√
∆2Oκ=0]2

, (4)

whereM is the number of modes, ⟨Ô⟩κ is the mean value

of an observable Ô, and ∆2Oκ is its variance. Increasing
the SNR corresponds to decreasing the detection error
probability.

A. On-off detection

An observable that describes coincident on-off detec-
tion is given by Ôon ≡

⊗
i=S,I(Îi−|0⟩i⟨0|) for signal and

idler modes, where Îi is the identity operator of mode i.
With no idler mode, it only takes the signal-mode ob-
servable. Since the variance of the observable is given as
∆2Oon = ⟨Ôon⟩(1− ⟨Ôon⟩), the SNR of Eq. (4) is repre-

sented only with ⟨Ôon⟩.
For a single-mode Gaussian state, the mean value of

the observable is obtained as ⟨Ôon⟩ = 1− tr(ρout|0⟩S⟨0|).
Given a DS state, the vacuum probability from the
Eq. (1) is derived as

⟨0|ρout|0⟩ =
exp[−κ|α|2

2L (A1 + 1 +A2 cos(φ− 2ϕ))]
√
L

, (5)

where L = (NB + 1)2 + κNsq(2 + 2NB − κ). Then, the
SNR is maximized at cos(φ− 2ϕ) = 1. At κ = 0.01 and
NB = 600, the SNR is maximized with |α|2 ≈ 0.918 in
the constraint of NS ≡ |α|2 + Nsq = 1, where the DS
state presents sub-Poissonian statistics. Since there is a
very small difference between the SNRs of the coherent
state and the DS state, we choose the coherent state as
the representative of the single-mode Gaussian state in
the on-off detection scheme. In the limit of NS , κ ≪
1 ≪ NB , the SNR is approximated as

Mκ2N2
S

8N3
B

.

For a two-mode Gaussian state, the mean value of the
observable is obtained as ⟨Ôon⟩ = 1 − tr(ρout|0⟩S⟨0|) −

tr(ρout|0⟩I⟨0|)+tr(ρout|00⟩SI⟨00|). Given a TMSV state,
the mean value of the observable is derived as

⟨Ôon⟩ =
NS(1 +NB) + 1

(1 +NS)(1 +NB)
− 1

1 +NB + κNS
. (6)

In the limit of NS , κ ≪ 1 ≪ NB , the SNR is approxi-

mated as Mκ2NS

8N4
B

. Given a CCT state, the mean value of

the observable is derived as

⟨Ôon⟩ = 1− 1

1 +NB + κNS
− 1

1 +NI
(7)

+
1

(1 +NI)(1 +NB) + κNS
.

In the limit of NS , NI , κ≪ 1 ≪ NB , the SNR is approx-

imated as
Mκ2N2

SNI

2N4
B

.

FIG. 1. (a) Signal-to-noise ratio as a function of NS un-
der coincidence counting measurements using on-off detec-
tion: TMSV state (red, dashed), coherent state (blue, solid),
and CCT state (black, dot-dashed). According to the mean
photon number of the idler mode (NI) in the CCT state, the
CCT state can beat the TMSV state and approach the per-
formance of the coherent state at NI = 106. (b) SNR ratios
for TMSV/Coherent (blue, solid), TMSV/CCT (red, dashed),
and Coherent/CCT (black, dot-dashed) states at NI = 106.
Blue and red curves are overlapped. Green dotted line indi-
cates 1. In all cases κ = 0.01, NB = 600, and M = 106.

Fig.1(a) shows the SNRs of the three Gaussian states
as a function of NS under coincidence counting measure-
ments using on-off detectors. The TMSV state outper-
forms the coherent state and the CCT state at NS <
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0.0016, but the coherent state presents the best perfor-
mance at NS > 0.0016. The TMSV state cannot take
advantage of quantum correlation over coherent state in
a high mean photon number of the signal mode when
using on-off detection. The CCT state can beat the
TMSV state with increasing the mean photon number
of the idler mode NI , and then it can approach the co-
herent state performance around NI = 106. Increasing
the mean photon number of the idler mode of the CCT
state corresponds to increasing the classical correlation of
the CCT state. Under the on-off detections, increasing
the classical correlation of the CCT state can beat the
performance of the TMSV state for a fixed signal mean
photon number. In Fig.1(b), we show the SNR ratios
between the states. The TMSV state can take advantage
over the coherent state more than five times at low NS .
The SNR ratio between the coherent state and the CCT
state with NI = 106 is equal to one, regardless of NS .

B. Photon Number Resolving detection

Replacing the on-off detector by the PNR detector, it is
expected to extract more information encoded in different
photon number states. An observable of coincident PNR

detection is given by n̂SI ≡
⊗

i=S,I â
†
i âi. It only takes

the signal mode observable for a single-mode state.
For a single-mode Gaussian state, the mean value of

the observable is obtained as ⟨n̂S⟩ = κ⟨n̂S⟩in+NB , where
subscript ‘in’ represents the input mode. n̂S represents
the number operator of the signal mode. Its variance is
given by ∆2ns = κ⟨n̂S⟩in(1 + 2NB + κQM ) + NB(1 +

NB), where QM ≡ ⟨n̂2
S⟩in−⟨n̂S⟩2in
⟨n̂S⟩in − 1 is the Mandel Q-

factor. The SNR of Eq. (4) increases with decreasing
QM . Thus, it is best to send a single-mode Gaussian state
having sub-Poissonian statistics, i.e., DS state, toward
the target. In the range of κ≪ 1, however, it is negligible
to consider the sub-Poissonian contribution from the κ2

factor, such that it is much more feasible to prepare the
coherent state than the DS state. In the limit of NS , κ≪
1 ≪ NB , the SNR is approximated as

Mκ2N2
S

8N2
B

.

For a two-mode Gaussian state, the mean value of the
observable is obtained as ⟨n̂SI⟩ = κ⟨n̂Sn̂I⟩in +NB⟨n̂I⟩in.
n̂I represents the number operator of the idler mode. Its
variance is given by

∆2nSI = κ2(⟨(n̂Sn̂I)2⟩in − ⟨n̂Sn̂I⟩2in) +NB⟨n̂2I⟩in (8)

+N2
B(2⟨n̂2I⟩in − ⟨n̂I⟩2in)− 2κNB⟨n̂Sn̂I⟩in⟨n̂I⟩in

+κ(1− κ+ 4NB)⟨n̂Sn̂2I⟩in.

In the limit of NS , NI , κ≪ 1 ≪ NB , the SNR of Eq. (4)
is approximated as

SNR(M) ≈ Mκ2⟨n̂Sn̂I⟩2in
8[N2

B(2⟨n̂2I⟩in − ⟨n̂I⟩2in) +NB⟨n̂2I⟩in]
. (9)

Given a TMSV state and a CCT state, the SNRs are

approximated as Mκ2NS

16N2
B

and
Mκ2N2

SNI

4N2
B

, respectively.

FIG. 2. (a) Signal-to-noise ratio as a function of NS under
coincidence counting measurements using PNR detections:
TMSV state (red, dashed), coherent state (blue, solid), and
CCT state (black, dot-dashed). According to the mean pho-
ton number of the idler mode (NI) in the CCT state, the
CCT state can beat the coherent state. (b) SNR ratios for
TMSV/Coherent (blue, solid), TMSV/CCT (red, dashed),
and Coherent/CCT (black, dot-dashed) states at NI = 106.
Green dotted line indicates 1. In all cases κ = 0.01, NB = 600,
and M = 106.

Fig.2(a) shows the SNRs of the three Gaussian states
as a function of NS under coincidence counting measure-
ments using PNR detectors. The TMSV state outper-
forms the other states in the whole range of NS . The
TMSV state takes advantage of quantum correlation over
coherent state even in a high mean photon number of the
signal mode when using the PNR detection. It is under-
stood that the PNR detection can extract much more
information on the target as well as on quantum correla-
tion of the TMSV state than the on-off detection. With
increasing NI , the CCT state can beat the coherent state
at NI = 2NS but it cannot beat the TMSV state. Un-
der PNR detections, increasing the classical correlation
of the CCT state cannot beat the performance of the
TMSV state for a fixed signal mean photon number. In
Fig.2(b), we show the SNR ratios between the states.
The TMSV state can take advantage over the coherent
(or CCT) state more than ten times at low NS . The SNR
ratio between the coherent state and the CCT state with
NI = 106 is less than one, regardless of NS .
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IV. SIGNAL-TO-NOISE RATIO WITH FISHER
INFORMATION APPROACH

In the limit of κ ≪ 1, the SNR of Eq. (4) can be ap-
proximated as quantum Fisher information (QFI) [26, 36]
that is achieved with symmetric logarithmic derivative
(SLD) [37]. The eigenbasis of the SLD corresponds
to the optimal measurement basis. Putting an opti-
mal quantum estimator Ôη = ηÎ + L̂η/Hη of the Ref.
[37] into the SNR of Eq. (4), the SNR is approxi-

mated as SNR(M) ≈ MκH(κ=0)/8, where κ = η2, Hκ

is the QFI, and Î is the identity operator. The SLD

is given by L̂κ = 2
∑
n,m

⟨ψm|∂κρκ|ψn⟩
pn+pm

|ψm⟩⟨ψn|, where

ρκ =
∑
n pn|ψn⟩⟨ψn|.

Under a specific measurement scheme described by an
orthogonal POVM, the outcome statistics can be encoded
in a diagonal density matrix whose diagonals are the
probabilities of each outcome. The SLD of the diagonal
density matrix describes the optimal observable that can
be performed under the specific measurement. As the
measurement basis is diagonalized, the associated quan-
tum estimator contains only diagonal terms so that the
associated SLD is given by

L̂D =
∑
n

xnM̂n ≡ Ôpt, xn =
∂κTr(ρκM̂n)

Tr(ρκM̂n)

∣∣∣∣∣
κ=0

, (10)

where ∂κ represents the partial derivative with respect
to κ. Here, {M̂n} represents the orthogonal POVM cor-
responding to either on-off or PNR detection scheme.
Putting the associated SLD into the SNR of Eq. (4),

we can obtain ⟨L̂D⟩κ ≈ κF(κ=0) and ⟨L̂2
D⟩κ − ⟨L̂D⟩2κ ≈

F(κ=0). Thus, we can derive the SNR being approximated
as

SNR(M) ≈ Mκ2

8

∑
n

[∂κPn]
2

Pn

∣∣∣∣
κ=0

=
Mκ2

8
F(κ=0), (11)

where Pn = Tr(ρκM̂n) is the probability and F(κ=0) is
the Fisher information. Note that we take a coherent
state as the representative of the single-mode Gaussian
state, due to its negligible difference from the DS state.

A. On-off detection

FI using on-off detection is represented by∑
i,j=on, off

[∂κPoo(i,j|κ)]2
Poo(i,j|κ) |κ=0. Poo(i, j|κ), which is a

function of the target reflectivity κ, represents the con-
ditional probability of presenting i status in the reflected
mode and j status in the idler mode. For a coherent

state, the SNR is approximated as
Mκ2N2

S

8NB(NB+1)2 by using

Eq. (5). For a TMSV state, the SNR is approximated

as Mκ2NS(1+NS)
8NB(NB+1)2 by using Eq. (6). For a CCT state,

the SNR is approximated as
Mκ2N2

S

8NB(NB+1)2 [1 + NI

(1+NI)2
]

by using Eq. (7), which is maximized at NI = 1. The
TMSV state outperforms the other states in the range
of NS < 4, but the CCT state presents the best perfor-
mance at NS > 4. By using the on-off detection, such as
Π̂0 = |0⟩⟨0| and Π̂1 = Î−Π̂0, the corresponding SLDs are

obtained as follows: Ôpt = NBΠ̂0,S − Π̂1,S for the coher-

ent state, Ôpt = (NBΠ̂0,S − Π̂1,S) ⊗ Π̂1,I for the TMSV

state, and Ôpt = (NBΠ̂0,S−Π̂1,S)⊗(Π̂0,I+(2+NI)Π̂1,I)
for the CCT state. The subscript S (or I) represents
signal (or idler) mode.

B. Photon Number Resolving detection

FI using PNR detection is represented by∑
n,m

[∂κP (n,m|κ)]2
P (n,m|κ) |κ=0, where P (n,m|κ) is the con-

ditional probability of detecting n photons in the
reflected mode and m photons in the idler mode. The
probability P (n,m|κ) can be calculated by using the
Bargmann representation in Appendix A. For the

coherent state, the SNR is approximated as
Mκ2N2

S

8NB(NB+1) .

For the TMSV state, the SNR is approximated as
Mκ2NS(1+2NS)

8NB(NB+1) . For the CCT state, the SNR is ap-

proximated as
Mκ2N2

S(1+2NI)
8NB(NB+1)(1+NI)

, which is maximized

at NI → ∞. The TMSV state presents the best
performance in the whole range of NS . Note that the
coherent state cannot beat the other states in both
on-off detection and PNR detection. By using the
PNR detection, the corresponding SLDs are obtained
as follows: Ôpt = NB ÎS − n̂S for the coherent state,

Ôpt = (NB ÎS − n̂S) ⊗ n̂I for the TMSV state, and

Ôpt = (NB ÎS − n̂S)⊗ (n̂I + ÎI) for the CCT state. The
subscript S (or I) represents signal (or idler) mode.

SNR/ Input state DS state CCT state TMSV state

CC (on-off detection)
Mκ2N2

S

8N3
B

Mκ2N2
SNI

2N4
B

Mκ2NS

8N4
B

FI (on-off detection)
Mκ2N2

S

8N3
B

Mκ2N2
S

8N3
B

Mκ2NS

8N3
B

CC (PNR detection)
Mκ2N2

S

8N2
B

Mκ2N2
SNI

4N2
B

Mκ2NS

16N2
B

FI (PNR detection)
Mκ2N2

S

8N2
B

Mκ2N2
S

8N2
B

Mκ2NS

8N2
B

TABLE I. SNR at NS , NI , κ ≪ 1 ≪ NB . CC represents
coincidence counting. The coherent state is measured with a
PNR detection or an on-off detection on a signal mode.

In Table I, we compare the SNRs that are derived
from coincidence counting as well as FI in the limit of
NS , NI , κ ≪ 1 ≪ NB . Since on-off detection and PNR
detection measure the diagonal components of the out-
put states, the scaling of the SNRs is proportional to
κ2. For each state, the PNR detection presents better
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FIG. 3. Signal-to-noise ratio as a function of NS under coin-
cidence counting measurements, where κ = 0.01, NB = 600,
and M = 106. TMSV state using PNR detection on both
modes (blue, solid), TMSV state using PNR detection on the
signal mode and on-off detection (black, dot-dashed), Coher-
ent state using PNR detection on the signal mode (purple,
dot-dashed), and CCT state at NS = NI using PNR detec-
tion on the signal mode and on-off detection (red, dashed).
With increasing the mean photon number of the idler mode
(NI) in the CCT state, the CCT state can approach the per-
formance of the coherent state using the PNR detection.

performance than the on-off detection, and FI approach
outperforms the coincidence counting approach. Since
non-coincidence counting events also include target in-
formation, it is utilized to enhance the SNR by the FI
approach. Coherent state presents the same ordering
of SNRs between the FI and coincidence counting ap-
proaches. The SNR of the CCT is enhanced by the FI
approach as much as NB/4NI times for the on-off de-
tection and 1/2NI times for the PNR detection. It also
enhances the SNR of the TMSV as much as NB times
for the on-off detection and twice for the PNR detection.

V. COMBINING PNR AND ON-OFF
DETECTIONS

As a further step, we can combine PNR detection and
on-off detection in a single measurement setup, such as
PNR detection on the signal mode and on-off detection
on the idler mode, or vice versa. The former observable
is given by M̂no = n̂S⊗(ÎI−|0⟩I⟨0|) and the latter one is

given by M̂on = (ÎS−|0⟩S⟨0|)⊗n̂I . Since the performance
does not take advantage when using on-off detection on
the signal mode and PNR detection on the idler mode,
we present only the case of the PNR detection on the
signal mode and on-off detection on the idler mode. Tar-
get information is encoded in the signal mode such that
it is more informative to discriminate the photon num-
bers of the signal mode than of the idler mode. Even
if the idler mode is measured with PNR detection, the
performance is significantly affected by the signal mode
measurement setup. The case of (PNR+on-off) considers
the number of photons on signal mode when clicking on

the idler mode for each signal-idler pair. For Fisher infor-
mation approach, we consider even the non-click events,
such as (0+0), (m+0), and (0+m) (m is a positive inte-
ger). Fig.3 shows the SNRs of the three Gaussian states
as a function of NS under coincidence counting measure-
ments. We show that, for TMSV state, the case of the
PNR detection on a signal mode and the on-off detection
on an idler mode can reach similar performance of using
PNR detection on both modes. It can be explained by
the ability of extracting a target information. After a sig-
nal mode interacts with a target, the target information
is encoded in a reflected signal mode. Then, it is more
informative to extract the target information with high
photon number discrimination capability by measuring
the reflected signal mode than measuring the idler mode.
On the other hand, it does not show a dramatic improve-
ment of the performance by discriminating more than
two photons in the idler mode. Thus, although on-off
detection is considered in the idler mode, the (PNR+on-
off) detection can exhibit the similar performance of the
(PNR+PNR) detection.
Given the TMSV state, the moments of the observable

are derived as

⟨M̂no⟩ = κNS +
NSNB
1 +NS

, (12)

⟨M̂2
no⟩ = (κNS +NB)(1 + 2κNS + 2NB)−

NB(2NB + 1)

1 +NS
.

In the limit of NS , κ ≪ 1 ≪ NB , the SNR scales as
Mκ2NS/(16N

2
B), which implies that it is enough to pre-

pare a PNR detection on the signal mode and an on-off
detection on the idler mode in order to reach similar per-
formance of using PNR detection on both modes. We
also obtain the similar behavior with the Fisher informa-
tion approach, where both cases exhibit the same scaling
of Mκ2NS/(8N

2
B).

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have presented analytically the performance bound
of Gaussian-state quantum illumination using on-off de-
tection or PNR detection, without any additional oper-
ation on the idler and the reflected signal. Under coin-
cidence counting measurements, we showed that TMSV
state presents the best performance, whereas coherent
state can beat the TMSV state with increasing NS when
using on-off detection. Moreover, we presented that the
performance of the TMSV state can be enhanced by tak-
ing FI approach with all counting probabilities includ-
ing non-detection events, whereas CCT state can beat
the TMSV state with increasing NS when using on-off
detection. We also found that DS state having sub-
Poissonian statistics exhibits the best performance in the
single-mode Gaussian state even if the advantage is very
small compared to the coherent state. Furthermore, we
showed that the performance of taking PNR detection on
a signal mode and the on-off detection on an idler mode
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exhibits similar performance of using PNR detection on
both modes.

Direct photon detection is the simplest scheme of mea-
suring the correlation between the signal and idler modes,
which does not require additional modes to interfere with
the signal (or idler) mode. Since it cannot measure off-
diagonal components of output states that provide quan-
tum correlation, the direct photon detection cannot take
quantum advantage over the classical limit given by co-
herent state. Under the same detection scheme, however,
we showed that TMSV state can take quantum advantage
over the coherent (or CCT) state. As a further work, we
may consider a practical scenario, e.g., detection efficien-
cies, where we would obtain the crossover between SNRs
of TMSV state and coherent (or CCT) state for differ-

ent input parameter conditions. For a simplest detection
bound, we expect that the direct photon measurement
scheme can be applied to secure quantum communica-
tion [38, 39], long (or short)-range object sensing, and
quantum reading [40], which is based on discriminating
quantum states or quantum channels.
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APPENDIX A: BARGMANN REPRESENTATION

The Bargmann representation of a state is a compact method to encode the number basis matrix elements in a
single function [41]. For example, the Bargmann representation of a one-mode state ρ is a function K(z, w∗) in two

variables z, w∗, and the matrix element ⟨n|ρ|m⟩ is given as
√
n!m! × (coeff. of znw∗m). Hence by computing the

Bargmann representation of the returned states, we have access to all number state probabilities.
The reflected output state when using a displaced squeezed state has Bargmann representation

KDS(z, w
∗) =

1√
L
exp

[
1

2L

{
1

2
(A2

1 −A2
2 − 1)zw∗ −A2(e

iφz2 + e−iφw∗2) +
√
κ(α(A1 + 1) + α∗eiφA2)z

+
√
κ(α∗(A1 + 1) + αe−iφA2)w

∗ − κ|α|2(A1 + 1 +A2 cos(2ϕ− φ))
}]
,

(13)

where A1 = 1 + 2NB + 2κNsq, A2 = 2κ
√
Nsq(Nsq + 1), Nsq = sinh2 r, and L = (NB + 1)2 + κNsq(2 + 2NB − κ).

The reflected output state when using a TMSV state has Bargmann representation

KTMSV(z1, z2, w
∗
1 , w

∗
2) =

1

E
exp

[
2(NS + 1)(B − 1)− C2

4E
z1w

∗
1 +

2NS(B + 1)− C2

4E
z2w

∗
2 +

C

2E
(z1z2 + w∗

1w
∗
2)

]
, (14)

where B = 1 + 2κNS + 2NB , C = 2
√
κNS(NS + 1), and E = (NB + 1)(NS + 1).

The reflected output state when using a CCT state has Bargmann representation

KCCT(z1, z2, w
∗
1 , w

∗
2) =

1

F
exp

[
2(NI + 1)(B − 1)−D2

4F
z1w

∗
1 +

2NI(B + 1)−D2

4F
z2w

∗
2 +

D

2F
(z1w

∗
2 + w∗

1z2)

]
, (15)

where D = 2
√
κNSNI and F = (NB + 1)(NI + 1) + κNS .
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