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We demonstrate universal and programmable three-mode linear optical operations in the time
domain by realizing a scalable dual-loop optical circuit suitable for universal quantum information
processing (QIP). The programmability, validity, and deterministic operation of our circuit are
demonstrated by performing nine different three-mode operations on squeezed-state pulses, fully
characterizing the outputs with variable measurements, and confirming their entanglement. Our
circuit can be scaled up just by making the outer loop longer and also extended to universal quantum
computers by incorporating feedforward systems. Thus, our work paves the way to large-scale
universal optical QIP.

Optics has been crucial in implementing various quan-
tum information processing (QIP), such as quantum com-
puting [1, 2], quantum networking [3], and quantum sim-
ulation [4]. A core technology for universal optical QIP
in both qubits and continuous variables is linear optical
operations, which linearly transform creation operators
of photons [5]. Such operations are implementable only
with linear optics and can create entanglement between
optical modes [6], thereby providing core processing func-
tions. These functions realize universal QIP, namely
an arbitrary unitary operation for either continuous-
variable or qubit scheme, when combined with appro-
priate quantum light sources, detectors, and feedforward
systems [1, 2]. Even without the feedforward, linear opti-
cal operations allow for implementing non-universal QIP,
such as boson sampling [7, 8] and quantum walk [9, 10].

Much effort has been devoted to scaling up univer-
sal linear optical operations toward large-scale univer-
sal quantum processors. Thus far, universal linear op-
tical operations have been implemented up to 20 modes
by developing multi-mode linear interferometers on pro-
grammable photonic chips [11–14]. In such implementa-
tions, one optical path represents one mode, and spatial
arrays of phase shifters (PSs) and beam splitters (BSs)
perform the desired operations. In this path encoding,
increasing the number of modes requires quadratically
growing numbers of BSs and PSs. This makes the in-
terferometer larger, and makes the stabilization, calibra-
tion, and control of all the interferometric points more
difficult, possibly limiting scalability.

A more scalable option to realize large-scale linear opti-
cal operations is to use temporal encoding, where a large
number of modes can be defined as sequential optical
pulses on a single optical path [2]. High scalability of
the temporal encoding has already been shown in recent
optical demonstrations of quantum supremacy [15], scal-
able entanglement generation [16–19], and multi-mode
multi-step quantum gates [20–22]. The temporal encod-
ing is also advantageous for scaling up universal linear
optical operations by adopting a dual-loop optical cir-

cuit proposed in Ref. [23]. Moreover, such a dual-loop
architecture is extendable to universal QIP by appropri-
ately incorporating feedforward systems [24, 25]. Thus
far, such architectures have been partly adopted to scale
up specific non-universal QIP tasks, such as boson sam-
pling [8] and quantum walk [10]. However, these exper-
iments were designed for specific sampling tasks and in-
sufficient for universal QIP. More specifically, the linear
optical operations in these experiments were not univer-
sal due to the lack of complete dynamic controllability of
the loops. Moreover, the loops were not phase-stabilized,
eliminating the coherence between optical pulses inside
and outside the loops. In addition, these experiments
only post-select the output to evaluate the sampling tasks
and did not confirm the deterministic operation of even
the most basic function (e.g. entanglement generation)
of the linear optical operations for universal QIP.

Here, we demonstrate universal and programmable
three-mode linear optical operations in the time domain
by realizing a scalable dual-loop optical circuit suitable
for universal QIP. Our dual-loop circuit achieves univer-
sal linear optical operations by completing all the func-
tionalities in the original proposal [23], including a vari-
able beam splitter (VBS), a variable phase shifter (VPS),
and fully phase-stabilized dual loops. We evaluate the
performance of our circuit by using a squeezed light
source and a homodyne detector with a programmable
measurement basis. The programmability, validity, and
deterministic operation of our circuit are demonstrated
by performing nine different three-mode operations on
squeezed-state pulses, fully characterizing their output
states via homodyne detection, and confirming their en-
tanglement. These results together show the applica-
bility of our circuit to arbitrary input states in both
qubit and continuous-variable regimes, leading to univer-
sal QIP. In fact, the extension of our circuit to a universal
quantum processor is straightforwardly possible by incor-
porating the feedforward system already realized in the
previous work [22]. Note that our circuit is designed for
various QIP and can process externally injected input
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FIG. 1: Dual-loop circuit for universal linear optical operations in the temporal encoding. (a) Conceptual schematic. (b)
Experimental setup. See text for details. OPO, optical parametric oscillator; PBS, polarizing beam splitter; QWP, quarter-
wave plate; EOM, electro-optic modulator.

FIG. 2: Dynamics of the dual-loop circuit for universal three-mode linear optical operations. (a) One of the possible configu-
rations to perform universal three-mode linear optical operations in the path encoding. The sides of the BSs that invert the
phase of the reflected modes are colored light blue. A phase shift of 180◦ is added to make the circuit completely equivalent to
our dual-loop circuit. [26] (b)–(e) Dynamics of the dual-loop circuit to perform universal three-mode operations in the temporal
encoding. Subsequently, the transmissivity of the VBS is kept at 1 and the VPS adds phase shift θ4, θ5, and θ6 to each mode.
(f) Temporal control sequence for the dual-loop circuit.

states and export the output states, while the previously
demonstrated one-way quantum computing circuit [21]
was designed for computational purposes and internally
prepared input states and returned only calculation re-
sults instead of output quantum states. Furthermore, our
dual-loop circuit can be straightforwardly scaled up just
by making the outer loop longer and storing more modes
in the loop. Thus, our work paves the way to large-scale
universal QIP in the time domain.

Working principle of the dual-loop circuit —In the typ-
ical path encoding, universal N -mode linear optical op-
erations can be performed by spatial arrays of BSs and
PSs [27]. In the temporal encoding, the same operations
can be done by the dual-loop circuit in Fig. 1(a) [23].
The working principle of the dual-loop circuit is the fol-
lowing. First, N sequential pulsed optical modes with
time interval τ are injected and stored in the dual-loop
circuit via optical switches (Switch-1, 2). Here, N − 1
modes are stored in the outer loop whose round-trip time
is (N − 1)τ , while the remaining mode is stored in the
inner loop whose round-trip time is τ . The inner loop
includes a VBS with transmissivity T (t) and a VPS with
phase θ(t), where t denotes time. This inner loop re-
peatedly performs two-mode BS interactions between the
pulsed modes in the inner and outer loops while dynam-
ically changing T (t) and θ(t) for each pulse. It can be

shown that such operations enable an arbitrary linear
optical operation between the N modes [26]. After the
desired operations, Switch-2 sequentially exports the out-
put modes. This dual-loop circuit is highly scalable since
it can process an arbitrary number of modes with a con-
stant number of optical components just by making the
outer loop appropriately long. Furthermore, operations
are fully programmable since they are determined by the
electric control sequence of T (t) and θ(t).

Figure 2 exemplifies a more concrete sequence to per-
form an arbitrary linear optical operation for N = 3
modes, which we adopt in our experiment. Figure 2(a)
illustrates one of the possible configurations to perform
an arbitrary three-mode linear optical operation in the
path encoding. The same operation can be done in the
dual-loop circuit as shown in Figs. 2(b)-(e) based on the
control sequence in Fig. 2(f). A more general procedure
to perform N -mode linear optical operations are shown
in Supplemental Material [26].

Experimental setup —We develop the dual-loop cir-
cuit with N = 3 that can perform universal and pro-
grammable three-mode linear optical quantum opera-
tions, as shown in Fig. 1(b) [26]. Our setup achieves all
the functionalities in the original proposal of the dual-
loop circuit [23]. In our setup, we choose the time inter-
val of τ = 66 ns and the corresponding inner and outer
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FIG. 3: Representative results of three-mode linear operations in the dual-loop circuit. The matrix elements represent covari-
ances 〈ξ̂iξ̂j + ξ̂j ξ̂i〉/2−〈ξ̂i〉〈ξ̂j〉, where 〈· · ·〉 denotes the mean value and ξ̂ = (x̂

1̃
, p̂

1̃
, x̂

2̃
, p̂

2̃
, x̂

3̃
, p̂

3̃
)T . The vacuum variance is set

to 1 (~ = 2). Note that the phase-inverting side of one of the three BSs is flipped in (c) since the phase-inverting side of the
VBS is flipped when T < 0.5 [17]. See text for details of each column.

loop lengths of 19.8m (τ) and 39.6m ((N − 1)τ), re-
spectively. Both the inner and outer loops are phase-
locked. Two switches, one VPS, and one VBS are in-
corporated in the loops and synchronously controlled ev-
ery τ = 66 ns. The adjustable range of VPS phase shift
and VBS transmissivity covers the entire range required
for universality from 0 to 2π and from 0 to 1, respec-
tively. To evaluate the performance of the operations in
the dual-loop circuit, three-mode squeezed-state pulses
are injected and each output pulse is measured by a ho-
modyne detector (HD) with a variable measurement basis
x̂ cosφ(t) + p̂ sinφ(t), where x̂ and p̂ are the quadrature

operators of the light field and φ is called a homodyne
angle. Our control sequence is based on Figs. 2(b)–(f),
but the final unimportant local phase shifts (θ4, θ5, θ6) in
the VPS are omitted and equivalently performed by shift-
ing the measurement bases at the HD. This reduces the
number of round trips of optical pulses in the loops and
thus minimizes the optical loss during the operations.

Experimental results —As a demonstration of pro-
grammable multi-mode linear optical operations in the
time domain, we perform nine different three-mode op-
erations on the input p-squeezed state pulses using our
dual-loop circuit. It is known that appropriate linear op-
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Operation Output state Fidelity(I) Fidelity(II) Inseparability parameter

1
Individual squeezed vacuum

states (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃)
0.992 ± 0.002 0.949 ± 0.003 –

2-i
EPR state (1̃ and 3̃),

Squeezed vacuum state (2̃)
0.958 ± 0.007 0.894 ± 0.006 〈[∆(x̂

1̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 2.38 ± 0.05

2-ii
EPR state (2̃ and 3̃),

squeezed vacuum state (1̃)
0.966 ± 0.008 0.907 ± 0.008 〈[∆(x̂

2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 2.09 ± 0.03

2-iii
EPR state (1̃ and 2̃),

squeezed vacuum state (3̃)
0.965 ± 0.004 0.896 ± 0.005 〈[∆(x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
)]2〉 = 2.56 ± 0.03

3-i GHZ state (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃) 0.947 ± 0.012 0.896 ± 0.009
〈[∆(x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 2.91± 0.06

〈[∆(x̂
2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 2.89± 0.06

3-ii GHZ state (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃) 0.896 ± 0.007 0.816 ± 0.006
〈[∆(x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 3.39± 0.04

〈[∆(x̂
2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 3.09± 0.04

3-iii GHZ state (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃) 0.888 ± 0.008 0.826 ± 0.007
〈[∆(x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 3.29± 0.05

〈[∆(x̂
2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

1̃
+ p̂

2̃
+ p̂

3̃
)]2〉 = 3.24± 0.07

4-i
Triangle cluster

state (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃)
0.909 ± 0.019 0.863 ± 0.015

〈[∆(p̂
1̃
− x̂

2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

3̃
− x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉 = 3.21 ± 0.05

〈[∆(p̂
2̃
− x̂

1̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

3̃
− x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉 = 3.80 ± 0.04

4-ii
Linear cluster

state (1̃, 2̃, and 3̃)
0.976 ± 0.007 0.920 ± 0.008

〈[∆(p̂
1̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

3̃
− x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉 = 2.77 ± 0.05

〈[∆(p̂
2̃
− x̂

3̃
)]2〉+ 〈[∆(p̂

3̃
− x̂

1̃
− x̂

2̃
)]2〉 = 2.75 ± 0.04

TABLE I: Fidelities and inseparability parameters for the output modes of various three-mode linear operations. See text for
details.

erations can transform such squeezed states into various
multi-mode continuous-variable entangled states [6, 17].
Thus our overall system can also be regarded as a gen-
eral multi-mode continuous-variable photonic entangle-
ment synthesizer [17]. We mainly adopt such operations
for the demonstration and quantitatively evaluate the co-
variance matrices of the output states to verify the va-
lidity of the operations. Note that the covariance matri-
ces fully characterize the output states which are always
Gaussian states with zero-mean quadratures in this ex-
periment. In addition, we evaluate the degree of entan-
glement of the generated entangled states to show that
the operations are performed in the quantum regime.

As shown in Fig. 2, three-mode linear operations are
composed of three two-mode BS interactions. First, we
run our dual-loop circuit in the simplest setting where all
these BS interactions are switched off by always setting
the VBS transmissivity to 1 (Operation 1). The equiva-
lent circuit in the path encoding is shown in the left panel
of Fig. 3(a). This operation only rearranges the order of
the input modes and thus each output mode becomes
a p-squeezed state. The experimental output covariance
matrix is shown in the middle panel of Fig. 3(a). As ex-
pected, it shows (anti-)squeezed variances in the p (x)
quadratures for all modes, while not showing correlation
between these modes. The theoretical covariance matrix
including estimated optical losses [26] is also plotted in
the right panel of Fig. 3(a), which reasonably well agrees
with the experimental one. As can be seen from the
covariance matrix, the output modes are slightly asym-
metric. This is because, in our sequence, the squeezed
state coming to mode 1̃ suffers from an extra round-trip
loss in the outer loop compared to the other modes.

Next, we perform three-mode linear optical opera-

tions that generate various continuous-variable entangled
states. In particular, we choose eight different operations
and generate four types of entangled states: Einstein-
Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) states [28] generated by switching
on one BS interaction (Operation 2-i, ii, iii), Greenberger-
Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) states [29] generated by switching
on two BS interactions (Operation 3-i, ii, iii), and two
shapes of cluster states [30] generated by switching on
all three BS interactions (Operation 4-i, ii). Figures 3(b)
and 3(c) are the representative results for Operations 3
and 4, showing the equivalent path-encoding circuits and
the output covariance matrices. As opposed to Operation
1, the experimental covariance matrices show non-zero
off-diagonal elements for all cases, which implies that
some of the modes are entangled. In addition, the ex-
perimental covariance matrices agree well with the the-
oretical ones, demonstrating that the dual-loop circuit
performs the three-mode operations as expected. The
covariance matrices of all the other operations are sum-
marized in Supplemental Material [26].

Finally, we quantitatively evaluate the performance of
all the above nine operations. We calculate and summa-
rize the fidelities (Fidelity(I)) between the experimental
output quantum states and the theoretical ones includ-
ing losses in Table I. All the operations show reason-
ably high fidelities of ∼ 0.9 or above. The deviations
between the experimental and theoretical results can be
attributed to the unwanted phase drift or fluctuation
in the loops as well as the deviation between the esti-
mated losses and the actual ones. Note that the fidelities
(Fidelity(II)) between the experimental output states and
ideal theoretical ones without including loop losses are
also summarized in Table I. We also assess inseparability
parameters for the generated entangled states to quan-
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tify the degree of entanglement. For all the cases except
for Operation 1, the sufficient condition for full insepa-
rability is that the inseparability parameter is below 4
(~ = 2) [31]. As summarized in Table I, all the measured
inseparability parameters satisfy this condition, indicat-
ing that all these operations are properly performed in
the quantum regime. Here the inseparability parame-
ters are slightly worse than the corresponding values in
our previous single-loop experiment [17] due to the addi-
tional loss introduced by the extra round trip in the outer
loop. Note that all these operations in our dual-loop cir-
cuit are performed without any changes to the hardware
configuration. Thus, these results demonstrate the valid-
ity, programmability, and deterministic operation of our
dual-loop circuit that is universal for three-mode linear
optical operations.

Discussion —In conclusion, we developed a scalable
dual-loop circuit with complete dynamic controllability
to perform universal three-mode linear optical opera-
tions in the time domain. We showed its applicabil-
ity to universal QIP in the continuous-variable regime.
Furthermore, since our circuit can deal with any input
state including qubits, it is also applicable to the qubit
regime. The number of processable modes can be scaled
up by several orders of magnitude either by using a km-
long optical fiber for a stable and longer outer loop with
comparable losses or by using broader-bandwidth light
sources and electronics to shorten the time interval of
pulses [2]. Furthermore, our dual-loop circuit can be in-
tegrated with other quantum light sources pumped by
either continuous-wave or pulsed lasers. This work is
extendable to loop-based universal optical quantum com-
puters by incorporating feedforward systems [24, 25], and
thus a crucial step toward large-scale universal optical
QIP.

Note added. —We have recently become aware of a
work [32] in which a loop circuit with a different config-
uration performed universal linear optical operations in
the time domain. However, in the same way as the pre-
vious works [8, 10], this work was designed for a specific
non-universal task (Gaussian boson sampling) and sam-
pled the output at a fixed measurement basis without
characterizing the operations themselves.

This work was partly supported by JSPS KAKENHI
Grant Numbers 20H01833 and 21K18593, MEXT Lead-
ing Initiative for Excellent Young Researchers, Toray Sci-
ence Foundation (19-6006), and the Canon Foundation.
The authors thank Akira Furusawa for providing space
for the experiment. The authors also thank Takahiro
Mitani for the careful proofreading of the manuscript.
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Experimental setup

Figure 1(b) illustrates our experimental setup for the dual-loop circuit with N = 3. This setup is extended from
our previous single-loop circuit, which is described in detail in Refs. [1, 2]. A squeezed-vacuum beam at 860 nm is
generated from a continuously pumped optical parametric oscillator (OPO) with a bandwidth of ∼ 80MHz, and the
input squeezed-state pulses are defined at the time interval of τ = 66 ns. These pulses are then sent to the dual-loop
circuit. The inner and outer loops are constructed by Herriott-type optical delay lines [3] and have round-trip times
of τ = 66 ns (19.8m) and (N − 1)τ = 132 ns (39.6m), respectively. This dual-loop circuit includes four dynamically
controllable elements: Switch-1, Switch-2, VPS, and VBS. For example, the VBS is composed of an electro-optic
modulator (EOM) named EOM-2 and two polarizing BSs (PBSs). Additionally, a quarter-wave plate (QWP) is
inserted between the PBSs to set the VBS transmissivity to 0.5 by default for phase locking of the loops. We then
apply appropriate voltages to EOM-2 to dynamically control the transmissivity. The maximum output voltage of the
driver for EOM-2 is 2.2 kV, which is sufficient to set an arbitrary beam splitter transmissivity from 0 and 1 under the
measured half-wave voltage of 0.88 kV. Switch-1 (Switch-2) works in the same way by using EOM-1 (EOM-3). The
VPS is also realized by EOM-4. The maximum output voltage of the driver for EOM-4 is 2.2 kV, which is sufficient
to set an arbitrary amount of phase shift from 0 to 2π under the measured coefficient of 0.26 kV rad−1. Our EOM
drivers can apply freely chosen multiple voltages on the VBS and VPS in a similar way as in Ref. [2], which enables
the implementation of an arbitrary linear optical operation. The output pulses from the dual-loop circuit are finally
measured by the HD, whose homodyne angle is controlled by EOM-5. All the above EOMs are synchronously and
dynamically controlled every τ = 66 ns by the timing controller. The switching time of these EOMs is ∼ 10 ns.

Switch-1 and Switch-2 introduce an extra 180◦ phase shift depending on their working conditions [1]. In our setting,
when Switch-1 transmits an incoming mode from the outer loop, the mode suffers from a 180◦ phase shift. Therefore,
in the path-encoding circuits of Figs. 2(a) and 3, the 180◦ phase shift is added to the path corresponding to the outer
loop. On the other hand, when Switch-2 exports a mode in the circuit into the HD, it gives a 180◦ phase shift to the
mode. Since all of the output modes, which are measured by the HD, commonly suffer from this phase shift, it does
not affect the relative phase shift between these modes, and thus this effect can be ignored.

Data analysis

The quadratures of the output modes are extracted by applying temporal mode functions to the acquired homodyne
signal. The function for the k-th mode (k = 1, 2, 3) is defined as

fk(t) ∝

{

e−γ2(t−tk)
2

(t− tk) (2|t− tk| ≤ ∆t)

0 (otherwise)
(1)

and normalized to be
∫∞
−∞ |fk(t)|

2dt = 1 [1, 2]. Here we choose ∆t = 46 ns, γ = 6× 107 s, and tk = t0 +(k− 1)τ . This
mode function has no low-frequency components and thus can reduce the unfavorable effect of a high-pass filter in
our measurement system [4]. The parameters of the mode function are chosen so that the frequency spectrum of the
mode function is within the bandwidth of the OPO. To calculate the output covariance matrices and inseparability
parameters for each operation, we acquire 5000 samples of the output quadratures for each of the following five

different measurement bases: (p̂1̃, x̂2̃, x̂3̃), (x̂1̃, p̂2̃, x̂3̃), (x̂1̃, x̂2̃, p̂3̃), (p̂1̃, p̂2̃, p̂3̃), and (
x̂
1̃
+p̂

1̃√
2

,
x̂
2̃
+p̂

2̃√
2

,
x̂
3̃
+p̂

3̃√
2

). Here, x̂,
x̂+p̂√

2
, and p̂ for each mode can be measured by adding phase shifts of 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦ to the local oscillator (LO)
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FIG. S1: Measured covariance matrix of the three input modes of squeezed vacuum states.

beam, respectively. All the elements of the output covariance matrices as well as the values of the inseparability
parameters can be calculated from the above five sets of measurement results.

Dual-loop phase locking

Let us here describe the way to lock the phases of the dual loops that can be regarded as coupled resonators. For the
phase locking, a reference light is injected into the OPO after being phase-modulated at two frequencies of 300 kHz and
4.5MHz. This light is then detected at an unused port of the second PBS in Fig. 1(b). We demodulate the detection
signal at 300 kHz and 4.5MHz, thereby obtaining the error signals for the outer and inner loops, respectively. The
outer and inner loops can be simultaneously phase-locked by feeding back these error signals. Here, since the Pound–
Drever–Hall error signal of a resonator behaves differently for lower and higher frequencies than the linewidth of the
resonator [5], the demodulated signals contain the error signals of the inner and outer loops in different proportions.
These specific frequencies are chosen so that the error signals of the two loops are separated the most based on
numerical simulations.

Optical loss

Optical losses in our setup are estimated from two measurement results. First, optical losses in the generation and
measurement part of the squeezed light are estimated by the input covariance matrix in Fig. S1. This matrix is
measured by keeping the VBS transmissivity 0 and thereby directly transmitting the input squeezed modes to the
output port without letting them go around the loops. In this case, all the squeezed modes suffer from the same
amount of optical losses, including the OPO internal loss, the propagation loss from the OPO to the HD, and the
readout loss of the HD. From this input covariance matrix, the total loss is estimated to be 23%, and the initial pure
squeezing level before suffering from any optical losses is estimated to be 7.4 dB. Next, the round-trip optical losses
in the loops are estimated from the output covariance matrix of Operation 1 in Fig. 3(a). Here the squeezed states
coming to mode 2̃ and 3̃ suffer from the round-trip loss in the inner loop in addition to the losses in the generation
and measurement part. Furthermore, the squeezed state coming to mode 1̃ suffers from the extra round-trip loss in
the outer loop. From these facts, the round-trip losses in the inner and outer loops are estimated to be 15% and 20%,
respectively. The theoretical output covariance matrices are calculated by using the estimeted squeezing level and
including the effect of the estimated losses. In our dual-loop circuit, the number of modes can be increased by using
longer loops, but it increases the round-trip losses in the loops. One of the optimal options to realize stable and longer
loops is to use optical fibers, which introduce 0.2 dB/km loss at the minimum. On the other hand, scaling up universal
QIP requires the round-trip loss to be below a fault-tolerant threshold for quantum error correction. For example, a
theoretical work reported that fault-tolerant quantum computing is possible with Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP)
qubits of ∼ 10 dB squeezing [6]. 10 dB squeezing is possible with up to 10% losses, thus 10% can be considered
a loss threshold for error correction in this case. This loss threshold limits the fiber length below a few kilometers.
However, the number of modes can also be increased by several orders by instead shortening the pulse interval [7].
More detailed analyses of how losses scale with the number of modes have been addressed in Refs. [8, 9].
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FIG. S2: Universal N-mode linear optical operations in the dual-loop circuit. Mode 1 is in the inner loop and the other modes
are in the outer loop. Two-mode BS operations are repeatedly performed between the modes in the inner and outer loops.

Multi-mode linear optical operation

Here we define general multi-mode linear operations and explain how covariance matrices are transformed by such
operations. In the Heisenberg picture, the input-output relation of N -mode linear operations is defined in a matrix
form as











âout1

âout2
...

âoutN











= UN











âin1
âin2
...

âinN











, (2)

where âki (k = in, out) is an input or output annihilation operator of mode i and UN is a unitary matrix. This relation
can be reformed by using quadratures x̂k

i = âki + (âki )
† and p̂ki = −iâki + i(âki )

† as

ξ̂out = (WA)−1

(

UN 0
0 U∗

N

)

WAξ̂in ≡ Sξ̂in, (3)

where ξ̂k = (x̂k
1 , p̂

k
1 , · · · x̂

k
N , p̂kN)T , A and W are 2N -dimensional matrices defined by

Aij =











1 (j even and i = N + j/2)

1 (j odd and i = (j + 1)/2)

0 (otherwise)

,

W =

(

I iI
I −iI

)

,

(4)

and I is an N -dimensional identity matrix [10, 11]. This quadrature transformation also changes the corresponding

covariance matrix Γk, whose elements are defined as Γk
ij = 〈ξ̂ki ξ̂

k
j + ξ̂kj ξ̂

k
i 〉/2 − 〈ξ̂ki 〉〈ξ̂

k
j 〉. The input-output relation of

the covariance matrices can be written as

Γout = SΓinST . (5)

This transformation rule is used to derive the theoretical covariance matrices.

N-mode linear optical operation in dual loops

We show the general sequence to perform an arbitrary N -mode linear optical operation in the dual-loop circuit.
In general, an arbitrary linear optical operation UN can be decomposed into sequences of BS and PS operations.
Several ways for the decomposition are known [12–14], but here we drive a slightly modified decomposition that is
compatible with the dual-loop circuit. When the N -dimensional unitary matrix UN is multiplied with appropriate

unitary matrices T
(1)
l,m, the effective dimension of the unitary matrix can be reduced as

UNT
(1)
1,2T

(1)
1,3 · · ·T

(1)
1,N =

(

UN−1 0
0 eiαN

)

, (6)
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where αN is a real constant, UN−1 is a certain (N − 1)-dimensional unitary matrix, and T
(1)
l,m is an N -dimensional

identity matrix with the (l, l), (l,m), (m, l), and (m,m) elements replaced by eiφl,m sinωl,m, −eiφl,m cosωl,m, cosωl,m,
and sinωl,m, respectively [12]. The matrix UN can be diagonalized by repeating this procedure as

UNT
(1)
1,2T

(1)
1,3 · · ·T

(1)
1,NT

(2)
1,2T

(2)
1,3 · · ·T

(2)
1,N−1 · · ·T

(N−1)
1,2 = D, (7)

where D = diag(eiα1 , eiα2 , · · · , eiαN ) for real constants α1, α2, · · · , αN . As a result, UN can be decomposed as

UN = D(T
(1)
1,2T

(1)
1,3 · · ·T

(1)
1,NT

(2)
1,2 T

(2)
1,3 · · ·T

(2)
1,N−1 · · ·T

(N−1)
1,2 )−1

= D(T
(N−1)
1,2 )−1 · · · (T

(2)
1,N−1)

−1

· · · (T
(2)
1,3 )

−1(T
(2)
1,2 )

−1(T
(1)
1,N)−1 · · · (T

(1)
1,3 )

−1(T
(1)
1,2 )

−1.

(8)

This decomposition has clear correspondence with the dual-loop circuit and thus is suitable for the implemen-
tation in the circuit. In the dual-loop circuit, mode 1 is stored in the inner loop, while the other modes are
stored in the outer loop, as shown in Fig. S2. Then mode 1 is sequentially phase-shifted and interfered with

mode 2, 3 · · · , N in the outer loop. Such sequential operations can perform (T
(1)
1,N )−1 · · · (T

(1)
1,3 )

−1(T
(1)
1,2 )

−1. Dur-

ing the next round trip, we can perform (T
(2)
1,N−1)

−1 · · · (T
(2)
1,3 )

−1(T
(2)
1,2 )

−1 (the unnecessary term (T
(2)
1,N )−1 can be

skipped by setting the VBS transmissivity to 0). By repeating this sequence, the dual-loop circuit can perform

(T
(N−1)
1,2 )−1 · · · (T

(2)
1,N−1)

−1 · · · (T
(2)
1,3 )

−1(T
(2)
1,2 )

−1(T
(1)
1,N )−1 · · · (T

(1)
1,3 )

−1(T
(1)
1,2 )

−1. Finally, individual phase shifts are ap-
plied to all modes by keeping the VBS transmissivity 1, which implements the diagonal matrix D and completes the
N -mode linear optical operation in Eq. (8). We perform three-mode linear optical operations based on the above
decomposition.

In general, an N -mode linear optical operation with our dual-loop circuit requires individual N − 1 modes except
for mode 1 to circulate the outer loop for N − 1 times, as indicated in Eq. (8). Thus, larger-scale circuits inevitably
suffer from more loss due to the extra N − 1 round trip losses in the outer loop.
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Supplementary results

The experimental results of the three-mode linear optical operations not shown in the main text are summarized
in Fig. S3.

Equivalent circuit

(b)

Squeezed
state

EPR
state

Operation 2-ii

Squeezed
state

Equivalent circuit

(c)

EPR
state

Operation 2-iii

Equivalent circuit

(a)

EPR
state

Squeezed
state

Operation 2-i
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Equivalent circuit

(d)

GHZ
state

Operation 3-ii

Equivalent circuit

(e)

GHZ
state

Operation 3-iii

Equivalent circuit

(f)

Linear
cluster
state

Operation 4-ii

FIG. S3: Experimental results of three-mode linear operations in the dual-loop circuit. The left column shows the equivalent
circuits in the path encoding. The middle and right columns show the experimental and theoretical output covariance matrices,
respectively. The matrix elements represent covariances 〈ξ̂iξ̂j + ξ̂j ξ̂i〉/2 − 〈ξ̂i〉〈ξ̂j〉, where 〈· · ·〉 denotes the mean value and

ξ̂ = (x̂
1̃
, p̂

1̃
, x̂

2̃
, p̂

2̃
, x̂

3̃
, p̂

3̃
)T . The vacuum variance is set to 1 (~ = 2).
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