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A Gaussian quantum theory of bosonic modes has been widely used to describe quantum optical
systems, including coherent Ising machines (CIMs) that consist of X(2) degenerate optical parametric

oscillators (DOPOs) as nonlinear elements.

However, Gaussian models have been thought to be

invalid in the extremely strong-gain-saturation limit. Here we develop an extended Gaussian model
including two third-order fluctuation products, (6X°) and <5X5P ), which we call self-skewness and
cross-skewness, respectively. This new model which we call skew-Gaussian model more precisely
replicates the success probability predicted by the quantum master equation (QME), relative to
Gaussian models. We also discuss the impact of skew variables on the performance of CIMs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical neural network machines @—IE] have been ex-
pected to reduce the energy costs of solving hard compu-
tational problems involving matrix-vector-multiplication
and combinatorial optimization, such as quadratic un-
constrained binary optimization (QUBO), and Boolean
satisfiability problem (SAT). Recently, several studies
have addressed the question of whether such machines
can work with small numbers of photons, for exam-
ple a few photons or even less than one photon per
multiplication[16, [17]. Several machines (e. f coher-
ent Ising machines (CIMs) “ 14, [15, 19 23]) use
optical nonlinear 1nteract10ns The study of small—
photon-number operations in such machines entails the
design and fabrication of systems in which the non-
linear coefficient per photon is as large as the linear
loss coefﬁcientm—@], and an evaluation involving a
numerical simulation of its nonlinear quantum optical
physics@ 22, . which is the main focus of this study.

Gaussian modelsﬂﬁ . have been used in the nu-
merical simulation of CIMS@ 22, 23]. However, strong
nonlinear effects are expected to produce non-Gaussian
states of light, where Gaussian models, c-number
Heisenberg-Langevin equations@, ], and truncated-
Wigner c-number stochastic differential equations (CS-
DEs) @ @ | might be maccurate@] and simulations us-
ing the positive-P CSDEs @@] would be unstable@
We developed a non-Gaussian model of CIMs as an ex-
tended Gaussian model including the third-order fluctua-
tion products, that is expected to be more accurate than
Gaussian models@, , ] By using it, we evaluate
the performance of small-photon-number CIM, operated
with less than three photons per pulse on average.

A CIM in this paper is an optical and electronic hybrid
system and uses degenerate optical parametric oscilla-
tors (DOPOs). It is designed to solve the Ising problem,
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which is to find the ground state of the Ising Hamiltonian,
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Here, 0, = {£1} and N is the problem size (number
of lattice sites). We denote the r-th optical pulse gen-
erated by the DOPO as a,(r = 1,---,N). Full op-
toelectronic connection of up to 10° optical pulsesﬂﬁ]
has been demonstrated through homodyne measurement
of partly outcoupled pulses (indirect measurementﬂﬂ])
and coherent injection feedback [d, [10]. The Gaussian
model of CIM uses three variables to represent each op-
tical pulse20, 23], i.e., the mean amplitude (X,), the
variance of the canonical coordinate (5X3>, and the vari-

ance of the canonical momentum (Mﬁf}, to approximate
the full quantum description which is called the quantum

. _at
master equation (QME). Here, X, = arta] b=l
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X, = X, — (XT>, and 6P, = P, — (PT>, where the mean
amplitudes of the canonical momenta (PT> are assumed
to be always zero. As a lowest-order correction to the
Gaussian model, we can use the third-order fluctuation
products for each pulse. For CIMs, the self-skewness
(6X3) and cross-skewness (6X,0P2) can have non-zero
values. We call this model, using five variables to rep-
resent each pulse, a skew-Gaussian model of CIM. Here,
the other third-order fluctuation products, (§ X26P,) and
(5P3> are zero due to the assumption of (P, > ) = 0.

The previous studies on the CIM in Refs. @ .
used the density-operator master equation under the
continuous-time evolution model, in which the changes in
the field variables in a single round trip that are caused by
the DOPO, extraction beam splitter, indirect homodyne
measurement @], and injection beam splitter are all suf-
ficiently small so that all the effects of these optical com-
ponents in a single round trip can be packed 1nto one dif-
ferential equation of the density-matrix|20, 23,34 @ in-
stead of considering them separately in order ﬂﬂ
(which we call the discrete-component model). In the
first part of this paper, we derive the skew—Gaussmn
model as a continuous-time model. However, when there
are only a few photons inside the cavity, the information
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extracted by indirect homodyne measurement signals can
be easily buried in the large amount of quantum noise
particularly when the reflection coefficient of the extrac-
tion beam splitter is small. In the latter part of the paper,
we will use the discrete-component model, to evaluate the
performance when the beam splitters have a large reflec-
tion rate. Throughout the paper, we squeeze the vacuum
state input of the extraction beam splitter [30] to improve
the signal-to-noise ratio in the homodyne measurement
signals, and use chaotic amplitude control (CAC) |41 to
solve the problem of amplitude inhomogeneity|42]. The
CAC introduces an auxiliary variable e, to stabilize the
squared measured amplitudes to the target value. Using
the skew-Gaussian model, we evaluated the success prob-
ability (Ps) and the minimum number of matrix-vector-
multiplications needed to reach a solution (min MVMTS)
for small-photon-number, strongly nonlinear CIMs up to
N =200. The min MVMTS was at most only 33% larger
than that for a large-photon-number CIM when solv-
ing awp = 0.8 Wishart planted instances [43]. Here,
awpN? is the number of independent Gaussian random
numbers used to generate an instance.

This paper is structured as follows. Section II de-
scribes the system and introduces two continuous-time
models of the CIM. In particular, we introduce the quan-
tum master equation (QME) for the density-matrix us-
ing Wiseman-Milburn’s description|38, 144, 145] of the ho-
modyne measurement. Then, we introduce the skew-
Gaussian model to approximate it. Appendix A pro-
vides information about the continuous-time QME. Ap-
pendix B derives the equations of the continuous-time
skew-Gaussian model.  Section III presents the non-
Gaussian Wigner functions with negative and positive
sign-adjusted self-skewness sgn((X,.))(6X?), obtained by
solving the mean-field coupled QME. Appendix C pro-
vides analytical details on the skew variables in the mean-
field coupled model. Section IV compares the success
probability (Ps) and mean photon number of contmuous—
time models when the saturation coefficient g2 is in-
creased. It is found that the skew-Gaussian model pro-
vides closer results to the QME than the Gaussian models
do. Section V introduces the discrete-component mod-
els (detailed in Appendix D) and compares the success
probability P(S) obtained by the skew-Gaussian model
with the success probability (g) obtained by the Gaus-
sian model. It is found that, when the spin state o,
is determined by individual indirect homodyne mea-
surement results|37], the ratio of success probabilities
PEH; 1 is governed by the sign-adjusted weighted sum
of skew variables, sgn((X,.))(3(6X3) + (6X,6P2)). More-
over, when the spin state o, is determined by homo-
dyne measurement results of totally outcoupled pulses
(direct measurement) the sign-adjusted self-skewness
sgn((X,))(6X3) also contributes to the success probabil-
ity. Section VI provides the site-number-dependent suc-
cess probability and min MVMTS under the optimized
parameters. The parameter optimization for large suc-

cess probability and smaller min MVMTS leads to a large
beam splitter loss, under which the difference between
the skew-Gaussian model and Gaussian model becomes
almost negligible. The instance-averaged success proba-
bility and min MVMTS of the small-photon-number CIM
turns out to be comparable to that of the large-photon-
number CIM. Appendix E provides information about
the parameter optimization and site-number dependence
of small-photon-number CIMs. Appendix F provides in-
formation about large-photon-number CIMs. Section VII
summarizes the paper.

II. MODEL
A. Hybrid optical-digital system

Figure 1(a) shows the system architecture of the hy-
brid optical-digital CIM. It consists of x(?) degenerate
optical parametric oscillators (DOPOs), a probe field in
a squeezed vacuum state at the extraction beam splitter
(BS1), homodyne measurements of the probe field, com-
putation of the feedback signal amplitude by using a digi-
tal processing unit consisting of an analog-to-digital con-
verter (ADC), field programmable gate array (FPGA),
and digital-to-analog converter (DAC), and coherent sig-
nal injection at the second beam splitter (BS2) |9, [10].
The x DOPOs are coherently and synchronously ex-
cited by a sequence of pump pulses, which generates N
signal pulses that work as analog (soft) spins. These
signal pulses are denoted as a,.(r = 1,---,N). The
blue letters (b-g) in Figure 1(a) show the points where
Wigner functions in Figures 1(b-g) are obtained. In the
first round trip, the pulses are prepared in a vacuum
state p(") = 10)(0| (Figure 1(b)), and when the nor-
malized parametric gain p is positive, X-anti—squeezed
(P-squeezed) states are obtained after the DOPO (Fig-
ure 1(c)). We assume there are two linear loss coeffi-
cients for a signal pulse, d, o< e~ where J de-
scribes the linear loss at the two beam splitters[30, 134]
and s describes the background linear loss. We will sup-
pose that the lifetime 1/, due to the background loss
is normalized to be 1, and that it is sufficiently longer
than the round trip time A¢. The normalized coupling
loss j = J/vs is decomposed as j = 4 + £Z. Here,
Ry = j1At, is the intensity reflection rate of BS1, with
which the internal state is indirectly measured [37]. The
squeezed probe states b, at BSI are generated by phase-
sensitive deamplification of the vacuum state[30, 146],
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e [p,) = e 5 OP-B)|0). The X and P vari-
ances of the state |¢p,) are prepared to be % and
J

Q

=%, respectively. The Wigner function of mode b, when
G > 1 is shown in Figure 1(d). The two-mode mix-
by BS1 can be described in the Helsenberg picture
v1—-Ri —VR N
[ } [ N m l;r . Here, a, and
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b, describe the r-th internal pulse and the probe field
which interacts with it, respectively. In the Schrodinger
picture, this effect of mode mixing is calculated as,
pAEL)B — 691(&IET_EI&T)ﬁXéeel(51&7‘_[1:?’7‘)[28], where pAEL)B
is the two-mode density-matrix of a, and IST, and 07 =
sin~!'(—+/R1). The X component of BS1’s output is mea-
sured to be Xp , by the homodyne measurement, which
affects the transmitted internal state due to the quantum
correlation between the signal and probe fields after BS1.
Figure 1(e) shows the state after the homodyne measure-
ment. It is an X-squeezed state because of the mixing
with the G; > 1 input state, and the mean amplitude is
shifted to a negative value due to the negative value of a
homodyne measurement in this case. By inferring the in-
ternal amplitudes i, = Xp,/+/2R; from the measured
values Xp ,, the FPGA calculates the feedback ampli-
tudes ¢, = jAtpup,/v/R2, where up, = e >, Jyp firr
and Rs = jo At is the intensity reflection of BS2. The in-
put mode 2, of the injection beam splitter (BS2) is set to
a coherent field |¢,-) by using the intensity modulator and
phase modulator (IM/PM) (Figure 1(f)). The two-mode
mixing at BS2 is described in the Heisenberg picture as
[Z:] — {‘_1\;]%2 \/1\/5#—2}%2} {Zﬂ , which is equivalent
to

2y

(2)

where 0y = sin~'(y/Rz). Here, paz is the two-mode
density-matrix of G, and Z,.. The state after BS2 (Figure
1(g)) obtained by tracing out the feedback input mode 2,
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Here, a, is the annihilation operator of the r-th signal
pulse, [A,B] := AB — BA, and H.c. indicates the Her-
mitian conjugate. The first term on the right hand side
(R.H.S.) represents the linear dissipation of the signal
mode with the normalized amplitude decay rate of
1. The second and third terms are related to the nonlin-
ear xP-interaction Hamiltonian H = ih% (af%a, — H.c.).
The second term on the R.H.S. represents the gain satu-
ration, which is equivalent to the two-photon absorption
loss of the signal mode, due to the transition to the pump
mode. That rate follows the electromagnetic perturba-
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is the signal state input to the DOPO in the next round
trip. The auxiliary variable e, for the chaotic amplitude
control[41] develops as

de .
S = B~ e (3)
where £ is the strength of the amplitude control and 7
is the target value. We define the effective computation
time ¢ as the number of round trips multiplied by At. We
introduce the ratio of reflection coefficients R := R1/Ra,

with which j; and jo are written as j; = %j, and

J2 = TeRJ-

B. Continuous-time quantum master equation

Here, we present the quantum master equation for
the density-matrix in the continuous-time limit, where
At,Ri, Ry < 1(= v;1). We use the Wiseman-Milburn
model to describe an optical homodyne measurement in
such a high-Q case [38, 144, 45]. The master equation of
a measurement-feedback CIM consists of three parts de-
scribing the DOPO, extraction beam splitter (BS1), and

injection beam splitter (BS2),
p p p op
o _ (9p %) (%
BS1

ot (815)1:)0130 + (8t 8t)BS2' )

By assuming the linear decay rate of the pump mode -y,
is much larger than v,, we can adiabatically eliminate the
pump mode[47]. The effect of the DOPO is described as

2
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tion theory [48] where the final state of the transition is
the pump cavity mode whose density of states is o< % [49].
The saturation coefficient g? is represented as g% = 5 ;f% .
The third term on the R.H.S. is the parametric gain de-
pending on the normalized pump rate p = ,f,f, where
€p is the strength of coherent excitation of the pump
mode|34].

The extraction beam splitter (BS1) affects the system
via the linear loss, injection of the squeezed probe light
[50, I51], and the measurement-induced state-reduction
[45] (Appendix A.1):
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FIG. 1. Operation of a small-photon-number CIM. (a) System architecture: DOPO, PSA, ADC, FPGA, DAC, IM and PM
mean degenerate optical parametric oscillator, phase-sensitive amplifier, analog-to-digital converter, field programmable gate
array, digital-to-analog converter, intensity modulator and phase modulator, respectively. (b-g) Example of Wigner functions

for the first round trip (for the same site index r).
(p > 0). (d) Input state |v5,)(¥p,| of BS1 (G; > 1).

(b) Initial vacuum state 5™ = |0)(0].

(c) State p)" after the DOPO

(e) Internal state ﬁ(’) after the homodyne measurement. The white

dashed line shows the measured value Xp .. (f) Input state |¢,)(¢-| of BS2 (¢ > 0). (g) Internal state p(") after BS2.

W, are real random numbers obeying a zero-mean nor-
mal distribution, which originate from the quantum noise
incident on the open port of BS1, and they satisfy

W ()W (t') = 8,446(t —t'). Here, n; = i(G‘—i—G_l)
and m; = 1(G; — Gj_l) satisfy n;(1 + n;) = mj [52]
The injection beam splitter (BS2) affects the system via

the following terms, representing the linear loss and the
coherent injection [35, 138, |41]:

(%)352 ]22 Z:([arvpa]+HC +ZETa —an 7l
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Here,
Er :jﬂF,r :jerzjr,r’/lr’a (8)
T,
and i, = (&T;rsz + \/Z;/;Gj [38]. The auxiliary variable

e, for amplitude control follows Eq.(3]).

C. Continuous-time skew-Gaussian model

The full numerical simulation of the quantum mas-
ter equation for the density-matrix requires many equa-
tions to describe even a single DOPO. When we set the
maximum photon number to Nj; and neglect photon-
number states higher than Ny, (Np + 1)? equations
are required for each DOPO (Appendix A.2). Instead,
the Gaussian models|20, 122, 23] require only three vari-
ables, p, = (a.), m, = (da2), and n, = (dalda,), to
describe each DOPO. Here, we can introduce two ad-
ditional variables, 7, = (da3) and x, = (dalda?) to
describe the lowest-order non-Gaussian correction. Fol-
lowing the derivations shown in Appendix B, we obtain
a continuous-time skew-Gaussian model using five vari-
ables ., my, n,, v, and k, to describe each pulse, which
approximates the continuous-time quantum master equa-

tion (Eq.().

dpr , . :
CZ = _(1_p+j)/1*r_92(N72~+2nr+mr)ﬂr_g2"$r+ V .71GjV;“/WT+€T7 (9)
dm, _ . i1/ 1
T = <21+ fymy + 2pn, — 2072 2m, 4 ny) +p = g (0 +my) = GV + L (- 6)
J
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dny . , j 1
- —2(1 4 j)ny + 2pm, — 2¢%42(2n, + m,) — 1G5V + 2 (Gj L 2)
dt 4 Gj
= 2% (m} + 2n7) = 69% ptir + 20/ G Wik, (11)
d’7r _ . 2 _ 2 2
7 3(1+ 7+ 9%) v + 3pkr — 39715 (27, + K1)
- 6g2ﬂr(mr + m72~ + 2mrnr) - 392(4nr’7r + 5mr’€r) - 3j1GjV;"I(l€T + /77“)7 (12)
dkir : 2 2 2
o = ~BF37 =20+ g )k e — 974 (9 + 8hy)
— 2¢%py(ny 4 2m2 + dnpmy + 3n2) — g% (3myyy + 8myky + 16n,k,) — 1G5V (5K, + ), (13)
[
where V! = n, +m, + % — % represents the strength products of Gaussian variables, i.e., the —6g%n,m,. term

of the mean amplitude shift in Eq.(@) and the —j; G, VT/2
term in Eqs.(I0) and (IIJ) represents the fluctuation re-
duction. The strength of the coherent excitation e, is
given by Eq.([8), where i, = .+ \/% The character-
istics of the canonical coordinates and momenta are ob-
tained from these five variables as ( 2 =2, (6X2) =

ny +m, + 3, (6P2) = n, —m, + 1 (6X3) = w-i\}%m and
(6X,6P2) = et If we assume that 7, and &, in
Eqs.@)(I0) and ([II) are each zero, these equations be-
come identical to those of the Gaussian model in Ref.[22].
We call that model ’Gaussian model’ in this paper. An-
other model using Gaussian variables in Ref.[23] was ob-
tained by the linearization of positive-P CSDEs. That
model which we call the Gaussian-approximated positive-
P (GAPP) model|23], does not have terms containing the

)

in Eq.([0), and the —2g¢%(m?2 + 2n2) term in Eq.(TT).

IIT. WIGNER FUNCTION FOR NEGATIVE
AND POSITIVE SELF-SKEWNESS.

In this section, we discuss two types of Wigner func-
tion, where the signs of self-skewness (§X?) are different
from and the same as those of the mean amplitude (XT>,
respectively. In other words, these two have the negative
and positive sign-adjusted self skewness sgn((X,.))(0X3),
respectively.  Appendix C discusses how the sign of
sgn((X ))<5X 3) depends on the normally ordered vari-
ance (: 6X2 :). To simplify the discussion, we will use the
mean field coupling model, which provides the averaged
characteristics over measurement results. We simplify
the coupling terms in Eq.[@]) to a sum of the coupling-
related loss part and the coherent injection part,

(%)351 + (gf)BS2 ~j XT:([@T, paf] +He) + > elal — ay, fl, (14)

where the coeflicient of coherent injection depends on the
mean amplitude

&r = jGrpr(pr = (ar)). (15)

Here, G is the effective gain coefficient that represents
the ratio of coherent 1nJection €, to the coupling loss j ;.
The equation of y.. is dt = —(1—p+j—JjGr)ur+0(g?).
From this equation, when G = 1, the parametric gain p
at the oscillation threshold (denoted as pipy) is pinr = 1,
which is the threshold of an isolated DOPO. Generally,
when G # 1, this threshold can be represented as,

pehe =1+7—jGp. (16)

It can be negative, which means that the effective linear
amplification due to the coherent injection balances the

T

linear deamplification only when there is a parametric
deamplification, p < 0.

Here, we obtained the steady-state characteristics of an
N =1 mean-field-coupled CIM by calculating the QME,
developing from a vacuum state p = |0)(0| at ¢ = 0. We
changed the oscillation threshold pyp, (which is equiva-
lent to changing Gp = 17”']%) and set the parametric
gain as p = ppr-+10. The initial coherent feedback at the
first time step was €, = jGr and after that the coherent
feedback depended on the mean field ¢, = jGp{a,) =
jGrTrpa,. The time step At, nonlinear saturation co-
efficient, and coupling coefficient were At = 5 x 1074,
g?> = 5, and j = 5, respectively. The maximum photon
number Njs in the QME was 20. The steady-state char-
acteristics determined from the QME at ¢t = 10 are shown



as lines in Figure 2. The black line in Figure 2(a) repre-

sents the obtained mean amplitudes <XT) plotted versus
Pehr- The values are close to the theoretically predicted

one, <XT> ~ . ]20= pt}n)

field u, was also obtalned by solving the self-consistent
equation Eq.([C4), starting from g, = 1. The results
from the Eqs.(C4) and (C5) in Appendix C are shown
with circles in Figure 2. Here, the number of iterations
of Eq.(C4) was 2 x 10%. As can be seen, the circles follow
the QME results. Figure 2(b) plots the psp.-dependent
fluctuation of the canonical coordinates (§X2). When
Gr is small (pgp,r ~ 14 j), the CIM primarily operates
as a system where the parametric gain p and the two-
photon absorption g2 compete. In that case, the variance
(6X2) has a larger value than that of the vacuum fluctu-
ation (gray dashed line). In Figures 2(b)(c), when pep,
has a positive value (Gp < 1+] ), the normally ordered

~ 2. The steady-state mean

variance (: 5X 2 > is positive, and the sign-adjusted self-
skewness sgn((X,))(6X?) has a negative value[35]. On
the other hand, when G is large (pin < 0), mainly the
coherent excitation ¢, and the two-photon absorption g2
compete, producing a photon-number squeezed state as
discussed in Ref.[53]. As shown in Figure 2(b), variance
(6X2) is squeezed and below the vacuum level. In Fig-
ures 2(b)(c), the negative value of pyp, (Gp > 1ﬂ) is re-

lated to the negative ( 6X2:) and positive sign-adjusted
self-skewness (sgn((X >)<5X3> > 0). The normally or-
dered variance (: 6P2 :) and cross-skewness (6X,0P2)

also change signs at py,, = 0, having the opposite signs
from those of (: 6 X2 :) and (§X2), respectively.

The Wigner function can be obtained from a density-
matrix simulation of the mean-field coupled CIM. Fig-
ure 3(a) shows the two-dimensional Wigner function
W(X1, Py) =L [(X14y|p|X1—y)e 2P¥dy at t = 10 for
the case of pthr = 2(p = 12). It shows a squeezed state
with an anti-squeezed X (squeezed P), slightly modified
so that the distribution decreases more gradually on the
side facing X, = 0. At ¢t = 10, the mean amplitude is
(X1) ~ 1.96. The self-skewness (6X3) ~ —0.081 and
the cross-skewness (6X10P2) ~ 0.020 have the opposite
sign from and same sign as the mean amplitude, respec-
tively. Figure 3(b) shows the Wigner function at ¢ = 10,
for the case of pyp, = —5(p = 5). This distribution ap-
pears to be one of a slightly modified X—squeezed state.
This type of distribution is often seen in photon-number
squeezed states and is generated by, for example, a coher-
ently excited two-photon absorber[53] or an optical Kerr
med1um[54 55). Its contour is flattened on the side facing
X1 =0. Att= 10, the mean amplitude is <X1) ~ 2.03.
The self-skewness <6X13) ~ 0.011 has the same sign as
that of (X;), and the cross-skewness (§X,6P2) ~ —0.044
has the opposite sign from it. The reduced Wigner func-
tions are obtained after integrating over the momentum
Pl, Wx (X7) f W (X1, P1)dP;. The normalized values

WX/WXg) — 1 for psp = 2, -5, using the Gaussian dis-

_ (X1 =(X1n?
2(5X2)

tribution W)((g) (X1) = m are shown
™ i

in Figure 3(c). When py, = 2 (sgn((X1))(6X3) < 0),
the skewed distribution Wx (X7) has a larger value than
the Gaussian distribution W)((g) at X1 = 0. On the other
hand, when pn, = —5, the skewed distribution has a
smaller value at X7 = 0 than the Gaussian distribu-
tion. For the case of pyp, = —5, Figure 3(d) shows the

Wx (red solid line) and the Gaussian distribution W
(black dashed line). The up-arrow (down-arrow) shows
where the skewed distribution has a larger (smaller) value
than the Gaussian distribution. This skewed distribu-
tion suffices (6X1) ~ 0 and the skew-Gaussian model
was constructed in that manner, where these differ from
the skew-normal distribution using the cumulative distri-
bution function [56].

IV. COMPARISON OF CONTINUOUS-TIME
MODELS

In this section, we compare the simulation results ob-
tained by various continuous-time models, including the
quantum master equation and the skew-Gaussian model.
In particular, we study an amplitude-controlled N = 6
CIM where each independent component of J,.., is ran-
domly chosen from 21 discrete values, {—1,—-0.9,---,1}.
Here, JM = 0, and JM/ = Jr r. The auxiliary vari-
ables for the amphtude control e, follow Eq.(B]), which
stabilizes the squared measured values fi2 to 7. Here,
fip ~ it + 4j1éjm, and 4j1éjm represents the contribu-

tion from input noise to BS1. In a small-photon-number
CIM, that noise part can be comparable to or greater
than the squared actual internal amplitudes p2. We rep-
resent the target value 7 in the following way,

1
= _ 17
T TO+4j1GjAt (17)

Here, 7y is the real target value to which the squared
intracavity amplitudes u2 are stabilized. Figures 4(a-
¢) show the time-dependent mean amplitude (X;), self-
skewness (6X3), and cross-skewness (§X;P2), obtained
by simulations using the skew-Gaussian model (Section
I1.C) and QME (Appendix A.2). The parameters were
At =25x107%p = 08,¢9° = 4,G; = 2,j = 5,R =
9,8=0.1,70 = 0.5, and e,.(t = 0) = 0.4. The maximum
photon number in the QME simulation was truncated at
Ny = 16. The self-skewness and cross-skewness of the
skew-Gaussian model mostly follow those of the QME
simulation, including at ¢ = 5 where the Wigner function
is shown in Figure 4(d). However, around ¢ = 1.22 and
t = 3.04, the self-skewness (6 X?) calculated by the QME
has spikes to negative values. The Wigner functions at
these time frames are shown in Figures 4(e) and (f). In
Figures 4(e) and (f), they have concave contours for the
sides of smaller X 1 in contrast to the flat contours shown



(a) 204r (b) 0651

0.60

0.55

Dthr

-2

Dthr Dthr

FIG. 2. Steady-state characteristics of mean-field coupled CIM versus the threshold value pinr = 1+ j — jGr. (a) Mean
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FIG. 3. Wigner function of mean-field-coupled CIM obtained
from the continuous-time QME. (a)(b) Wigner function
W (X1, P1) at t = 10, with (a) pir = 2 (sgn((X1))(6X}) < 0)
and (b) pir = —5 ( sgn((X1))(6X}) > 0). (c) Reduced
Wigner function Wx (X1) as a deviation from Gaussian dis-
tribution W)({g )(X 1). (d) Reduced Wigner function Wx (red
solid line) and Gaussian distribution W)({g ) (black dashed line)
for penr = —5.

in Figures 3(b) and 4(d). Moreover in Figure 4(e), the
Wigner function has negative values[57].

Figures 5(a) and (b) show the success probability P
and mean photon number at ¢ = 5 for an N = 6
CIM. Since we are discussing the small-photon-number
continuous-time model with L ~ 7.5, for the ex-

perimentally measurable value fi,, the sgn(f,) takes +1
or —1 almost randomly. To validate the skew-Gaussian
model, we define the spins as o, = sgn({a,)), and P is

the probability that £ = —% Yoy Jrropop at t =5 is

identical to the ground-state energy. The exact ground-
state energy was independently obtained by making a
brute-force search. We generated 10° instances and ob-
tained the instance-averaged success probability Ps by
running a time-development simulation for each instance
only once. Figure 5(a) shows the g?-dependent success
probability Ps obtained by five continuous-time models
(skew-Gaussian, QME, Gaussian, GAPP, and GATW).
Here, the parameters except g2 were the same as in Fig-
ure 4. The success probability Ps of the skew-Gaussian
model follows that of the QME even at g ~ 3, although
the spiking behaviors of the skew variables (Figures 4(b)
and (c)) at g2 = 4 cannot be reproduced by the skew-
Gaussian model. The success probability of the Gaus-
sian model [22] (red line) which assumes 7, = k, = 0 in
the skew-Gaussian model deviates from that of the QME
and skew-Gaussian model even at g2 ~ 1. Two other
approximate Gaussian models of the CIM have been de-
rived [20,23]. The GAPP formulation in Ref.[23] derived
from a Gaussian approximation of the positive-P[33]
stochastic differential equation provides a more accurate
success probability P; than the Gaussian-approximated
truncated-Wigner (GATW) model in Refs.|20, 23]. How-
ever, the equations of the GAPP neglect the fourth-
order fluctuation product terms ({(§oitdad), (6o, 25a2)
in Eqs.(BI4) and (BIR)) of Appendix B.2. The Gaus-
sian model in Ref.[22], where the fourth-order fluctua-
tion products are decomposed into products of Gaussian
variances provides more accurate results than the GAPP
does. For the mean photon number per pulse shown in
Figure 5(b), the skew-Gaussian model closely follows the
results of the QME even at g? ~ 10. For N = 12 CIM,
the success probability P; and photon number per pulse
at t = 5 are shown in Figures 5(c) and (d), respectively.
The parameters and the cutoff photon number Njy; were
the same as in the N = 6 simulations. The success prob-
ability Ps from the skew-Gaussian model stays close to
the QME values until g2 ~ 3, while P, of the Gaussian
model (red line) deviates from those of the skew-Gaussian
model and QME at g% ~ 1.
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V. CORRECTION BY SKEW VARIABLES IN
DISCRETE-COMPONENT MODEL

In the previous section, we determined whether the
simulation run was success or not by spin o, defined as
o, = sgn({a,)). In this section, we define the spin in an
experimentally measurable form o, = sgn(ji,) [20], while
keeping the type of instance (J.» € {—1,-0.9,--,1})
the same. To realize a sufficiently large success probabil-
ity, we simulated the CIM with a larger At, Ry and R,
by using the discrete-component models ﬂﬂ, @], instead
of the continuous-time models. The details of discrete-
component QME (Figure 1(a)) and skew-Gaussian model
are presented in Appendix D.1 and Appendix D.2, re-
spectively, and we compare these two models in Ap-
pendix D.3. Figure 6 shows the discrete-component
skew-Gaussian model. It uses a set of five variables
(X)), VX, VP &,,€,) to represent the initial and final
state p("). Here, VX, V.| &,, and €, represent (6XTQ>,
(6P2), (6X3), and (6X,6P2), respectively. There are
the other six variations of them with the prime sym-
bol /, subscript B, subscript T, subscript R, double
prime ", and subscript Z, representing the state after
the DOPO, probe input state of BS1, transmitted state
of BS1, reflected state of BS1, the internal state af-
ter the measurement-induced state-reduction, and exter-
nal input state of the BS2. In the discrete-component
model, the squared measured amplitude has the value
X%, ~ Ri(X,)? + (1 — R)VE, + RiV,X'. For the in-



ferred internal amplitude i, = Xg /2R, it is repre-
sented as,

(X,)? VX 1-5iAt

<2
~ . 18
A R TN (18)

, 1+ 2]1 + 12
We approximate the variance as VX ~ m, by
neglecting the g?-dependent terms and the measurement-
induced state-reduction in Eqs. (I0) and (II). We thus
introduce an approximated actual target value 7y for the

discrete-component model as follows,
L+ 2J61¥ +1 Pl
A1-p+j)

Because of the huge computational cost of discrete-
component QME, we used the skew-Gaussian model in
the study reported below and compared it with the Gaus-
sian model.

Figure 7(a) shows the g2-dependent success proba-
bility Ps of N = 6 CIM, obtained by the discrete-
component skew-Gaussian and Gaussian models. The
parameters were At = 3.2x 1073, p = —-10,G; = 1.1,j =
10,R=9,8=1,79 = 1, and e,(t = 0) = 0.4, and the
number of instances was 107, each of which was solved
only once. The P is the probability that the energy
E=-1 5 Dyt Jypopop calculated from o, = sen(f,) at
t=101 1s equal to the ground-state energy determined by
a brute-force search. Here, i, = Xp,/v/2R; is the in-
direct homodyne measurement result (Eq.(D4])). When
g? is increased, the skew-Gaussian model has a slightly
smaller success probability than that of the Gaussian
model. Figure 7(b) shows the distribution of mean am-
plitudes (X,)" at ¢ = 10, obtained by 6 x 107 samples
(107 simulation runs and six sites), where the saturation
coefficient was ¢g? = 5. The skew-Gaussian model has
a slightly larger value at (X,)’ = 0 and slightly smaller
peak values. The larger values at (X,) ~ 0 seem to
have contributed to the smaller success probability, since
smaller |[(X,)’| values are easily flipped by the noise from
the open port of BS1, even when sgn((X,)’) have one
of the ground-state configurations. Figure 7(c) shows
the p-dependent success probability and photon number
per pulse of the N = 6 CIM obtained by the discrete-
component skew-Gaussian and Gaussian models for At =
32x1073,¢°=5,G; =1.1,j=10,R=9,8=1,79 = 1,
and e, (t = 0) = 0.4. The number of simulation runs was
108. Since the difference in success probability between
Gaussian and skew-Gaussian models is small, we took
the deviation D; = PS(S)/PS(Q) — 1, where PS(S), PY are
the success probabilities obtained by the skew-Gaussian
and Gaussian models, respectively. This value is plotted
as the black line in Figure 7(d). As we saw in Figure
7(a), it is smaller than 0 (Ps(g) > PS(S)) when p is nega-
tive. When p is increased, it crosses 0 at p ~ 0, but again
turns negative between p ~ 5 and p ~ 10. T h1s behav-
ior is similar to that of sgn((X,.))(3(0X3) + (6X,6P2)),

1— j1At
1G 1A

T=T0+ (19)

shown by the blue line in Figure 7(d). The plotted values
for the blue line were obtained using the amplitudes and
skew variables after BS2 at ¢ = 10, and are averaged over
instances and sites. It is equivalent to p, (v, + 5k,) ap-
pearing in d(nrjm” of Eqs.([0) and () and represents
the skew-induced negative correction to the fluctuation

variance (6X2)(~ VX') . Because the amplitude control
"2 X .
fixes the value fi2 = % + VTQ + jjzngAtt to the target

value, when VX "is smaller, the squared mean amplitude

<Xr),2 can be greater, which results in a larger success
probability Ps.

Figure 8(a) shows the success probabilities P; of N =
12 CIM when we read out spins o, through a direct
homodyne measurement at ¢ = 10 by extracting all
internal pulses. The number of simulation runs was
2 x 107. For the skew-Gaussian model, the spin is de-
fined as the sign of the direct measurement [32], o, =

sgn(<Xr>/_ 6‘(‘2:}, -‘r\/VTX’ \/WN NT), where < ),

VTX,, and &/ are mean amplitude, variance, and self-
skewness after the DOPO (Figure 1(a)). Here, the nor-
mal random number N, outside the square root is iden-
tical to that inside the square root. On the other hand,
for the Gaussian model, the spm does not depend on the
self-skewness, o, = sgn((X,) + /V,X'N;). The success
probabilities P; are hlgher than those of N = 6 CIM
in Figure 7(c) because of the direct measurement. In
Figure 8(b), the black line is the skew-induced devia-
tion of the success probability D; = P / Pl _ 1, while
the blue line is the skew-induced negative correction to
the variance sgn((X,))(3(6X3) + (6X,6P2)). The black
line crosses zero at the smaller p ~ —2.7 than the blue
line does (p ~ —0.5). Figure 8(b) also shows the de-
viation Dy = P /P — 1 (the red line), where P{*"
is the success probability of the skew-Gaussian model
where the definition of the spln 1s modlﬁed to be that
of a Gaussian model o, = sgn((X,)’ + /V,X'N,.). That
deviation Dy crosses zero at p NA 0 which is closer to
where sgn((X,))(3(6X3) + (6X,6P2)) changed sign. We

introduce the deviation D3 = PS(S)/PS(S/)
probabilities between the skew-Gaussian model (Ps(s))

and the one with the modified definition of spin (PS(SI))
and present it in Figure 8(c). D3 depends on the sign-
adjusted self-skewness, sgn((X,))((6X3)) shown with a
blue line in Figure 8(c ) Overall, Figure 8 shows that the
success probability P; obtained by the direct measure-
ment results is improved by the positive sign-adjusted
self-skewness, since as shown in Figure 3(b) the skewed
distribution at X,. = 0 has a smaller value compared with
that of the Gaussian model and the signs of the measured
values are less likely to be flipped from sgn((X,)) when
compared to the Gaussian distribution.

— 1 of success
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VI. SITE-NUMBER DEPENDENCE

Here, we discuss whether skew variables affect the
performance of CIMs, after the parameters are opti-
mized to maximize the success probability. In this con-
text, we studied the site-number- (N-) dependent success
probability and the minimum number of matrix-vector-
multiplications needed to reach a solution (min MVMTS)
for up to N = 200 Wishart planted instances [43]. With a
discrete-component model of small-photon-number CIM,
we solved the awp = 0.8 Wishart planted instance,
for which a CIM-inspired heuristic method has already

10

been applied|58]. We redefined the success probabil-
ity (denoted as P.(t)) as the cumulative probability
of finding the ground state at least once until time
t. We used the signs of indirect homodyne measure-
ment values as spins o, = sgn(fi,), and for each time
step, calculated the energy F = —% - jw/arar/ and
checked whether it equaled the ground-state energy of the
Wishart planted instance. Figure 9(a) shows the success
probability P, at t = 10 for N = 100, a p = 0.8 Wishart
planted instances, solved with the discrete-component
skew-Gaussian and Gaussian models. The parameters
were At = 3.2 x 1073,p = 0,¢9° = 15,G; = 2,R =
9,8 = 03,79 = 1.5, and e,(t = 0) = 2. We gener-
ated 5 x 10° instances and ran the time-development
simulation for each instance only once. The percent de-

viation (P;(S)/P;(g) — 1) x 100 is shown on the right

axis. Here, Ps,(s) and Ps,(g ) are the cumulative suc-
cess probabilities for the skew-Gaussian and Gaussian
models, respectively. Figure 9(b) shows the mean pho-
ton number per site averaged over all time steps, sites
(N = 100) and 5 x 105 simulation runs. The success prob-
ability and photon number per site increased with the
coupling coefficient j. The percent deviations between
the skew-Gaussian and Gaussian models (right axis) be-
came smaller as j increased. Figure 9(c) shows the sign-
adjusted skew variables obtained at ¢ = 10 by averaging
over the sites and 5 X 10° simulation runs. The nega-
tive value of sgn((X,))(3(6X3) + (§X,.6P?)) resulted in
the skew-Gaussian model having a smaller success prob-
ability than the Gaussian model, as we saw in Figure 7.
However, the self-skewness and cross-skewness became
closer to zero as j increased.

Figure 10(a) shows the site-number-dependent success
probability P! at t = 10 calculated with the discrete-
component skew-Gaussian and Gaussian models. The
coupling coefficient was optimized to be 7 = 100, and
two parameters were optimized as functions of the site
number: ¢2 = 1.5v/N, and 8 = 3000/N?. The other pa-
rameters, At = 3.2x1073,p=0,G; =2, R= 9,79 = 1.5,
and e,(t = 0) = 2, were independent of the site number.
Appendix E presents the success probability P, at ¢t = 10
as functions of j, g%, and 8. In Figure 10(a), the num-
ber of instances is 5 x 10° and we solved each instance
only once. The results for the large-photon-number CIM
[23] are plotted as the blue dashed line. The parame-
ters of the large-photon-number CIM are detailed in Ap-
pendix F. The success probability of the small-photon-
number CIM calculated with the skew-Gaussian model
is more than 78% that of the large-photon-number CIM,
although the mean photon number per site is more than
103 times smaller, as shown in Figure 10(b). We also
calculated the miny MVMTS(¢) to find the ground state
energy with 99% probability,

t In(0.01)
in MVMTS(¢) = min — —————.
i ) =min S A= P
Figure 10(c) plots the min;<1o MVMTS(¢) for the simu-
lation run until ¢t = 10. The values obtained by the small-

(20)
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photon-number CIM were comparable to those obtained
by the CIM-inspired heuristic method [58]. Such a level
of performance is expected to be achievable in an optical
machine using indirect homodyne measurement results,
with only a few photons per pulse, when a large non-
linear coefficient g2 is introduced. Although g2 is large,
the difference between the skew-Gaussian and Gaussian
models become negligible because of the use of large j to
achieve a high success probability.

Instead of the similar instance-averaged performances
in Figure 10, we show the performances for each Wishart
planted instance in Figure 11. Figure 11(a) shows the
success probabilities P, at ¢ = 10 of the small- and
large-photon-number CIMs for N = 100, awp = 0.8
Wishart planted instances. We used the parameters at
N = 100 of Figure 10. We generated 100 instances and
ran the simulation 10° times for each instance. The P!
of the small-photon-number CIM simulated by the skew-
Gaussian and Gaussian models differ by at most 2.6%
(instance 86). The instance dependence of the success
probabilities is smaller in the small-photon-number CIM
than in the large-photon-number CIM. The large-photon-
number CIM had a larger P/ than that of the small-
photon-number CIM (skew-Gaussian model) for 85 of 100
instances, while for four of the 100 instances the success
probabilities of the large-photon-number CIM are less
than 2%. Figures 11(b) and (c) show scatter plots of the
success probability P! at ¢ = 10 and minimum number
of matrix-vector-multiplications needed to reach a solu-
tion ming<10 MVMTS(¢) for 100 instances. The horizon-
tal axis shows the values obtained by the small-photon-
number CIM (skew-Gaussian model) and the vertical axis
shows those obtained by the large-photon-number CIM.
For three instances (instance 1,16,96), the min MVMTS
obtained by the large-photon-number CIM is more than
ten times larger than that obtained by the small-photon-
number CIM. Because of these instances, the averaged
min MVMTS over 100 instances is 2.3 x 10° for large-
photon-number CIM, which is much larger than 4.8 x 10*
in Figure 10 (c) (obtained from the averaged P! for

5 x 10° instances), and the median value of 100 instances
(4.4 x 10%). For small-photon-number CIM, these values
are 6.8 x 104, 6.3 x 10%, and 7.0 x 10%, respectively.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, we introduced the skew-Gaussian model
to describe coherent Ising machines (CIMs). It is
an extended Gaussian model using third-order fluctua-
tion products, (§X3) and (§X,.6P?). We summarized
the impact of skew variables on the characteristics of
amplitude-controlled CIMs operating with a few pho-
tons per pulse and a large nonlinear saturation coeffi-
cient g2. First, we described the skew-Gaussian model
under the continuous-time description where we used
Wiseman-Milburn’s model to describe homodyne mea-
surement. The skew-Gaussian model provides a more
accurate success probability Ps than the Gaussian model
when g2 > 1. Second, we studied the CIM performance
using the discrete-component description. The devia-
tion in the success probabilities due to the skew variables
can be explained by the skew-induced negative correction
to (6X?2), depending on sgn((X,))(3(6X3) + (§ X, 0 P?)).
Because of the amplitude control, the smaller fluctua-
tion (§X2) resulted in larger squared mean amplitudes
<Xr)2, which improved the success probability. In prac-
tice, the increase in the coupling-related linear loss j ef-
fectively improved the success probability and decreased
the min MVMTS. However, since skew variables become
smaller for large j, there are an almost negligible differ-
ence between the skew-Gaussian and the Gaussian mod-
els, when we tuned parameters to maximize the success
probability. We evaluated the min MVMTS of a small-
photon-number CIM (< 3 photons per pulse) for up to
N = 200 Wishart planted instances, which was compara-
ble to that of a large-photon-number CIM (> 10® photons
per pulse).

The skew-Gaussian model can take into account non-
Gaussian effects and be simulated with much fewer
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and concave structure of the Wigner function would not
be represented accurately as we saw in Figure 4. In ad-
dition to simple extensions of our approach, for example,
to take into account fourth-order fluctuation products,
different approaches might be required to treat such a
Wigner function, for example those related to the Pegg-
Barnett phase eigenstates|60, 61] or photon-added coher-
ent states|62].

computational resources compared with directly solving
quantum master equations, which in a simulation en-
tails solving many equations due to the photon-number
state expansion. The discussion of skew variables in this
paper to some extent might be applicable to other sys-
tems with dissipative boson modes, particularly those re-
lated to two photon absorption|53] and the optical Kerr
effect[54, [55], including non-Gaussian entanglement [59]
in such systems. However, the negative Wigner function
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Appendix A: Continuous-time quantum master
equation

1. Derivation of Eq. (6]

In this Appendix, we provide supplementary informa-
tion about the continuous-time quantum master equation
(QME). Here, we derive the second line of Eq.(@]), fol-
lowing Ref.[45]. That part represents the measurement-
induced state-reduction, when the probe field is in a

In /Gy » A
squeezed pure state |[¢p,) = e 2z (bi2_bi)|0>, whose
uncertainty product is identical to that of the vacuum
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state. The probe state satisfies,

Qr = (1+G;1)BT+(1_G;1)[SL (Al)
Qr|¢B,r> =0. (A2)
The moments (¢B7T|B$|¢B,T> = —1(G; - Gfl) and

<wB)T|IA)IIA)T|z/JB7T) = %(Gj + G;l — 2), which are iden-
tical to —m; and n; respectively, are obtained from
<¢B,T|Q%|7/}B,r> = <1/)B,T|QI«QT|1/)B,T> = 0. When we rep-
resent the internal state of the r-th pulse as [|¢), the
state after the measurement is

1

alb.—bla,
WCXBH@“ b= g Mepgr). (A3)

[¥r) =

Here, when 6 is small, P(Xp,) ~ [(Xp. v )|* is
the probability to obtain the value Xp, by the homo-
dyne measurement. We calculate the following increment
(Al-))war due to the beam-splitter coupling and the
homodyne measurement,

Ath _bta
<XB,T|691(aTbT o T)|wr>|wB,r>

(Al war ~ (XB.r|UB.r)

- |"/Jr>

(A4)
Assuming small At, we expand the exponential up to

0(91) Here, 91 ~ —\/let.

(X, |(@lb, — bla)[n)|¥s.,)

(A|’l/1r>)WM ~ _\/m <X37r|7/JB,T>

(A5)
|

R R R R N
% - (%)DOPO + (%)351 + (%)352 + ;jﬁr[dl =t [a] = . ).

The last term is given by O(At?) expansion of Eq.(2),
where we approximated the feedback mode Z,. to be

a constant coherent amplitude (., 622, — 62( ~
£,At[64]. The density-matrix of the r-th DOPO p(") (p =

15

Since Q, projects |¢p.,) to zero, b, in Eq.(AH) can be
replaced by b, — %Qr,

. -Gt .

b, — —GjTJ(bT +bl). (A6)
Next, replacing b in Eq.(@&%) by b} + %Qr,

. 1+G:1 .

bl — GjTJ(bT +bY). (A7)
Hence, we obtain,

1-G;t 1+G;1
Alewar ~ VG, (—5—af + —a, ) [o,)
<XB,T|(Z;T +BI‘)|¢B,T> (A8)

<XB,T|¢B,’I">

Assuming small j; At, the measured value of by + I;I is a
random number following the normal distribution with
the standard deviation ——. Therefore, the second line
VG
of Eq.([AS8)) can be replaced by , /%WT. Here, W, are real
J

random numbers satisfying W, ()W, (t') = 8, 6(t — t').
Therefore,

(Alr))war ~ +/ leer

1-G;' . 1+GH

( L al+ 5 dr)|1/)T>At.

(A9)

By turning this to the equation of the density-matrix

[t)r)(3r|, and then normalizing it we obtain the second
line of Eq.(@).

2. Photon-number state expansion of quantum
master equation

Here, we show the photon-number state expansion for
the continuous-time QME (Eq.@))). In the numerical
simulation of the density matrix, we added the additional

term depending on jy, = %At to Eq.([@)[23, 138, 163].

(A10)

®N_,p(") can be expanded using photon-number states

INy) (N = 0,1,--+), as ﬁ(r) = ZNT.,N; P%EN;|NT><N£|
The density-matrix element p ]\7]«“ N follows:
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(9p§\r,) N/ . . r . . T
g = 204G+ ) VN A DO DY) g1~ (L4 G5 (Ve + N vy
+ 255/ Ne NI ) 1 — e (N + NL+ 2008 s
= 25} V(N F DN g1+ 3V N+ DN + 2>pN s + 3NN = Do) no
— 253/ N (NI + 1)P§\2—1,N;+1 +j}/7‘\/(N; + 1)(N] + 2) NT N/+2 + 35V N (N — PNT—z N’
K g T
+ VN DI+ 2N+ DI+ 200 2 vy 12 = 5 INe(Ne = 1)+ NN, = 1)]f) v,
+ &r(v Nrprfl,zv; + N/PN No—1— VN1 PN 1N — VN A+ pN N’+1
p r
5(\/ Ny (N — 1)P§v272,N; + V/NJ(N] — 1)pNT,N1£72
p T kA
- SV D+ 2>p§VZ+2,N; + VN A DN+ 2008 o)
1+ G_ -
+ ViaG———W.(VNr + pN+1N'+\/N PN Ni1)
+ lejTJWT(VNTPE\TILLN; + N’pN N/ — D) = G Wela, + al) p%) N (A11)
Here, ]fr =jpr+ 2 nj, jfT Jfr — —mj In the numerical simulation, we set the maximum photon number Ny,
to |[N.)(N, = 0,1,---, Nps). We neglected the components on the R.H.S. of Eq.(AT]) that have negative indices or

positive 1ndlces greater than Nj;.

Appendix B: Continuous-time skew-Gaussian model

Here, we derive the continuous-time skew-Gaussian model. The quantum master equation (QME) for the density
matrix p consists of three parts (%)Dopo + (%)351 + (%)Bsz (Eq.(@)). The first one (%)Dopo, detailed as Eq. (@),
describes the effects of the DOPO, and the others represent the coupling. In Appendix B.1, we derive the equations
of the skew-Gaussian model for the DOPO part. The equations derived are summarized below as Eqgs.(BIBE),

dpir 20,2 2
1 - 2 [d (o T T Bl
(dt)Dopo —(L=p)pr — g7 (pty + 2000 + My )i — g°K (B1)
(dmr) = —2m, + 2pn, — 2g2lu2(2mr + nr) +p— 92(,u2 + mr)
dt / popro " "
— 6g%n,my — 2¢% 1, (vr + 25,), (B2)
dn,
( Zf )DOPO = —2n, + 2pm, — 2¢° 157 (20 + M) = 29 (M + 2n7) — 69° ki, (B3)
(d%) = =3(1+¢*)v + 3prr — 39717 (29, + ki)
dt / popo "
— 692U, (my +m?2 +2m,n,) — 3¢ (4n,v, + 5m,k,), (B4)
(dm) = —(8=2p+ g*)kr + pyr — G212 (Y + 8yr)
dt / popro "
— 202 ur(ny 4 2m2 + dn,m, + 3n2) — g% (3mey, + 8myky + 161,K,.). (B5)

Next, in Appendix B.2, we derive the equations of the skew-Gaussian model for the coupling part, ( o L) g1+ ( > ) pso.
The full equations Egs. (Eﬂ-lﬂ{l) of the continuous-time skew-Gaussian model are obtained by combining the DOPO part
and the coupling part.
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1. For an isolated DOPO

We start with the expansion of the density-matrix p(") for the r-th optical pulse by using the positive-P quasi-
distribution function P")(a,.,a;t) [33, 34],

—+*
pr) = / P") (o, aﬂ"“’ﬁii'd%dzai- (B6)
(a7 |a)

From the quantum master equation (&) for the DOPO part, the Fokker-Planck equation of the quasi-distribution

function P (o, a;F) is obtained as,

) 1 92
(o = pogf + g%afa?) PO + o 57

(8P(T)

= P Ay 160!
ot )DOPO oo, (p—g°a;)P" +Hec. (B7)

Here, H.c. means the first and second terms on the R.H.S. with the replacement (o, ;f) — (o7, o). This Fokker-
Planck equation can be rewritten as equivalent c-number stochastic differential equations,

da
( dtT>DOPo = —a, +pa;f — g*at ol + /p— g2aér,, (B8)
daf + 242 2, F2¢+
( dt )DOPO =—a, +pay —g o, "oy +1\/p—gar ng. (BQ)

Here, R, and §§)T are independent real random numbers satisfying (g »(£)ER, (t')) = dpr d(t—1'), <§§)T(t)§§7r, ) =
Srr8(t —t'). We take the average (o) = [ a, P (e, a;f )d?a,d?a;" of Eq.(BY) and separate the fluctuation part,

T
da, = a, — {a,) from the mean field part. We also introduce do;f = a;f — (a;f) for its conjugate. Assuming

() = (daf) = 0, we obtain

= —(on) + plost) — g* (e ) {ar)?
— g* (60 0al) — 29° ur (Soi o) — g* pr (5al). (B10)

(M

dt )DOPO

This equation is equivalent to Eq.(BI) since p, = (a,.) = (a;f), m, = (6a2) = (6a;f?), n, = (ot day), v = (§a3) =
(§a;f3), and Kk, = (Sa;f6a2) = (Jat?8a,.).
The fluctuation parts, da;- and do;f follow the c-number stochastic differential equations,

ddou,
( — )DOPO = —doy +pda;| — 29° 00y — 00 +\/p — g3 — 297,00y — g260FE R,
— ¢*(8a; 002 — (Sa;f602)) — 2¢% (8o Sa,. — (Satday)) — g pr (802 — (6a?)), (B11)
déot
( dfzr )DOPO = —daf +pda, —2¢°ptda — g*uiden + \/p — g212 — 2g%p, 00k — g26ait 7S

- 92(504;’_2&” - <5O‘j25ar>) - 292UT(5O‘;—50‘T — (daf b)) — QQUT((SO‘:_Q - <50‘j_2>)- (B12)

From Eq.(BIT)), the second-order fluctuation éa? obeys,

= —25a2 + 2pdaf o, — 4gPp2ea’ — 2 u2dat Sa + p — g*u? — 297 prda,. — g?6a’

2
(55 soro

+ 200,\/p — g%u2 — 202 prd0n — g200%ER,, (B13)
— 2¢%(06a,t 60 — Sa (6a002)) — 4g% pr (Sait 60 — Sau. (St Sa)) — 2g2 (5o — Sau. (502)).

By taking the mean value of this equation, we obtain

2
(00 = alda?) + 2(data,) — 493 (00?) — 297 (Gaidar) +p— g% — g7(03)

dt
— 2¢°(6a;f60) — 4g7ur (Baf6al) — 207, (6a). (B14)
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In a similar way, we obtain the equation for the mean fluctuation product (da;tda.),

d{oafdar) + +2 2 2 2/¢ 4+ +2
(7@ )DOPO = —2(6a; ba,) + pldait?) + p(da?) — 4g*u2(Saitda) — gPp2(Beit?) — gPpu2(5a2)

— 2¢9%(6a;?60?) — 3¢%u, (6,2 00r) — 3921, (6ot 5a?). (B15)

For these two equations, we decompose the fourth-order moments into (6,7 da) = 3(6a; dav,.) (52, and (6 25a2) =
2(6a;f 6 )? + (5a2)(6a2). The coefficients show the degrees of freedom for decomposition[65]. After this procedure,

these equations Eqs.(BI4) and (BIZ) are equivalent to Eqs.(B2) and (B3). Next, from Eq.(BII) and Eq.(BI3), the
mean of the third-order fluctuation product (6a?) follows

3
(H00:)) = 314 )00 + Bplds 02 — 6g%200) — By (e 02) — g% (9a?) (B16)
— B (Pt Sad) — (30t 002){02) — 6y (B0 50) — (G ) (30)) — 89 (5a) — (303)?).

Here, we decompose the fourth-order and fifth-order moments into (daf) = 3(da2)?, and (da)dal) =
60, 5a2)(5a2) + 4(5a;t da,)(6a), and obtain Eq.(B4). From Eq.(BI2) and Eq.(BI3), the mean of the third-order
fluctuation product (6 da?) follows

(M)

dt DOPO

= —(3+¢*)(6a; 6a2) + 2p(de; 2da,) + pldar) — 6g°p7 (bastdar) — 2¢° 2 (best?dan) — g*pZ(das)) — 29%p, (dat )
9> ((6af26a7) — (bes 20 ) (602)) — 4g°pur (0ot d)) — (8ot ban) (607)) — g°pr (8t 26a7) — (best?)(da2))
29°((6af260)) — (60t 6af) (bof b)) — 4g® e ((6aif2007) — (bastdar)?). (B17)

Here, we decompose the fourth- and fifth-order quantum master equation (@), ( m) BS1 + ((9,5)352, into

moments into (do;f?da7) = 6(dafdar)(defdar) + 4 Gaussian part (at)G consisting of the linear loss, co-

3(6a;r?day) (0a7) + (6a;t?)(da}), and obtain Eq.(BI). herent injection and squeezed light injection and a non-
Gaussian part (%)W w representing Wiseman-Milburn’s
measurement-induced state-reduction,

+ (%) wM’ (B18)

2. Non-Gaussian correction to mutual coupling

(3551 * ()= (30)
Here, we derive the coupling part of the skew-Gaussian Ot/ Bs1 Ot/ps2  \dt/c
equations. We rewrite the mutual coupling terms of the

(E) = ]Z arapa +HC +Z€’I‘ = Qr, P 7

+ jlan[ar,[ﬁ,dZ]]—%ij([aT,[ar, pl] + He.), (B19)
dp L+ G o~ L
(E)WM J1 7 2 2( rP+PG <ar+a > )Wr
1-G;t .
+ Vi G——=2= ) (alp+ pa, — (@ + af)p) W (B20)

The skew-Gaussian equations related to ( o )G are rela- tions, which is equivalent to the Fokker Planck equation
tively simple. Following the same method as was used
to derive the skew-Gaussian equations for the DOPO
part, we obtain c-number stochastic differential equa-
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of the positive- P quasi-distribution function. ( % ) g (B26)
dou, ) ; o
( dt )G = —Jartert %njgc,r+lw/j1mj§]{7r, (B21) o
") =3k B27
( dt >G JH ( )

Next, we derive the skew-Gaussian equations for

daf (22)yar. We obtain the time-development, equation of
r _ .+ ot
( dt )G——]OAT +éer+ nJéCT i/ Jim er pr = (d,) = Trpa, from Eq.(B20), as
(B22)
Here, £r,» and §§7T are independent real random num- (dﬂr) _ \/_h—GW V! (B28)
bers, and £c, are complex random numbers satisfying dt s
<§ar (t)ﬁc,r’ (t/)> = 25TT’5(t_t/) and <§C,r (t)§C,r’ (t/)> =0. 2 1 .
We obtain the following equations for u,. = (a,.), m, = Here, V! = (6X7) — 2G; This represents the mean
(6a2), ny = (ba;fday), v = (6a3), and K, = (5ot da?). amplitude shift by the indirect homodyne measurement.
Eq.([@) is obtained by combining Eqs.(BIl), (B23), and
du (B2]). Assuming W,.(£)W,. (¢') ~ 0, 0(t —t'), the prod-
( dtr ) o —Jtr +€r, (B23) ucts of the mean amplitudes follow
(d“’%) = 2T WV iy + 1 GV, (B29)
dt WM 1%y Ve Hr 1G53 Ve
dm, . 1,
( m ) = —2jm, + 22(G7' - G)), (B24)
dt /a 47 dp? i
(), = SVARGW Vi + 301Gy, V2. (B30)
dn j On the other hand, the mean of the squared amplitude
( dtr)G = —2jn, + Zl(Gj +G;7'-2),  (B25) (a?) = Trpa follows
|
d{a7) : i 3 + .2 2 -1
(Z52),,,, = VIGWallad) + {of a2) 20 (02) +pur(1 = G71)

=V lejWT(Q.UTVr/ + <O‘73:> + <O‘;r0‘72«> + 4#3 - 4/LT<O‘£> - 2UT<O‘:FQT>)- (B31)

Here, we have used (1 — G; ") = 2V// — 2(a?) — 2(a;f o) + 4p2. The equation of the mean photon number (o o) =
Trpala, is

d<a7‘ aT> - 1
( dt )WM = VG Wi 7 = 2u(osfon) + (1= G7))
= \/leer(2NTV¥ +2(at o) +4pd — 2p,(02) — dp (o ). (B32)

From these equations, the Gaussian variances (§a2) = (a?) — (a,)? and (§o;Fday) = (of ) — ()2, are affected by
the homodyne measurement as follows,

2 .

(00DY |~ R (o) + o o) + 4ul — A (0) — 2 (o) — GV, (B33)
+

(H0000)Y G, (20 a) +4ud — 2p0) — dps (o)) — GV, (B34)

By decomposing the mean of the amplitude products using a, = p, + d, and a;f = p,. + da;f, the variances are
affected by the indirect homodyne measurement as

(dmr

) = GV PG (i + ), (B35)

dn, ) - ;
(T2, = —hGV2 + RGWi(2n,) (B36)
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Egs.(I0) and (II)) are obtained by using Egs.(B2), (B24)), and (B33) and Eqgs.(B3), (B25), and (B36), respectively.
Next, we derive the equations of the third-order fluctuation products. The third-order moment (a3) follows
dfa?) ~ i 4 + 3 3y, 3, 9 1
(557),,,, = VIGWellal) + (a7 ) = 2, () + S(a2) (1 = G)
= VIGW )V + {a7) + (afaf) +6p7(a?) — 2u0(af) - 3(a])? = 3(af) (et ar)).  (B3T)

The skew of the amplitude is (5a) = () — 3(a?)(a,) + 2{,.)3, which is obtained from Eq.(B30), Eq.(B31), and

T

d{a?) (o,
(@?%)WM Vil GWe (@) + 202V + (o) + po(aif o) + dpt — 4pd(af) — 2p2 (ot o))
+ lej‘/r (2:u‘7“‘/r/ + <ar> + <ar ar> + 4:“’7" - 4/LT<ar> - 2:u7“<05j_a7“>)5 (B38)

as

d(day) - i 4 + .3 + a2
(552),,,, = VAGWillad) + (af al) =5 (ad) = 3 (aal)
— 1241 + 1847 (07) + 647 (0 o) — 3(07)? = 3{a7) s an))
— 331G,V ((03) + (o a) + 4yl — 4, (a2) = 21, (0 ). (B39)

By decomposing the moments on the R.H.S. using a, = p, + da,- and «;f = p, + da;f, the equation of the skew
variable v, = (6a) due to the homodyne measurement is

dyr _ o~ st
(dt )WM = 351GV (ky + ). (B40)

We obtain Eq.(I2) from Eqgs.(B4) (B26), and (B40).
The cross skew of a,. and o;f is (ot §a2) = (o a?) —2(a;f o) () — (@2) (e, ) +2(a.)3. We use Eq.(B30), Eq.(B33),

afa? .
(B20d) o G ((af o) + (0F%02) — 2o ad) + L (2laFan) + @)1 -G;) (B4
= VAGW(2(0} an)V] + {02V + (ot o) + (af%a?) + daf ar) + 243(d)
_2NT<OJO‘72«> (a > — 3o ><a+04T>—2<04 O‘T>2)7
and
(Horonlan)y R (e 0V, + 22V, + 2 afod) + 4t - 202(03) — aydlefon)

+ 1GV2u V2o af) + 4 = 2p,(af) — dp (st an)), (B42)
to obtain the equation of motion for the third-order moment &, = (§a;6a?2):
d(daitda? .
(Ho0e000)y  RG (afad) + (0t 02) — prlod) — T (o

dt )
=124 4 1047 (a?) + 14p (ot ar) — (07)? = 3(a) (o) o) — 2(osf ar)?)
— 1WGVI((ed) + 5(ostal) + 1248 — 8, (o) — 10u,(o5f ). (B43)

By decomposing the moments on the R.H.S. using a, = Appendix C: Analytical details on the signs of the
Wr + 0 and of = p,. + do;t, we obtain skew variables
dk
( dtT>WM = —51G; V) (5K, + 7). (B44) Here, we discuss the signs of the skew variables in

mean-field coupled DOPOs (Eq.(d)), where the coher-
We obtain Eq.([I3)) by combining Eqgs.(Bf), (B21), and  ent injection &, depends on the mean amplitude .., as
(B44). Equations (B4Q) and (B44) represent the effects &, = jGrpr = (1 — peny + j) . We start with the skew-
of the measurement-induced state-reduction on the skew  Gaussian equations of a DOPO (Egs.(BIiB3)), where
variables. the skew variables v, = (6a3) and k, = (Sa;fa?) fol-



low Eq.(B4) and Eq.(B3), respectively. In Eqs.(B4) and
(B3)), we assume that —3g%y, and —g¢°k, appearing in
the first term on the R.H.S. is negligible. By introducing
the coupling loss j terms (as —3jv, and —3jk,) and ne-

14 j+29%u? —p+ g*u?
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glecting the products between one of variances and one of
skew variables (M., MyKp, Ny, Npkyr) in Egs.(B4) and
(B3)), the steady-state skew variables satisfy

T |~ o my + m? + 2men, (C1)
—p+g%u?  3—2p+35+8¢%u2| |kr| 9 pr Ny + 2m?2 +4anT—|—3n
The steady-state self-skewness (6X3) = L\/%“T, and the cross-skewness (6X,.0P2) = ”YTT;“T are obtained as
A~ \/§g2u ~
X3y = — L 0R2 (360X ) + 1), 2
(6X2) = g i 0XE ) (3(: 0K ) (©2)
A~ ~ \/§g2u A~ A~ ~ A~ A~
65X, 0P%) = — - 2:6P2 ) — (:6X2:) + :5P2:(2:5X2: + :5P2:)] C3
(6X0P) = g e [0 6P — 6XE ) + (P2 (20 6X2 ) + (0P 9 (©3)

When (5X2) is greater than =, the sign-adjusted self-
N(6X3) has the opposite sign from the
normally ordered variance (: (5X 2.

We checked these analytical results when p, = 1
(Gr = 1), where the coherent injection ¢, = ju, com-
pensates for the coupling loss —ju,. The steady-state

amplitude is y, = ¥2=1 and the variances are (: 55(3 )=
1 . S5P2 -

sz (007 )= el

tr = {a,) can be calculated with the analytical exact so-

skewness sgn((X

66]. The mean amplitude

Z 2k (= c)’c +r" 21 (=K 1}-‘1—62:6 2)oFy (=K ,x+e;2x;2)
k=0

lution of a single DOPO|[67, |68] and the self-consistent
equation|69],

E —2k 2R, By (—k,a4-e;22;2) 0 Fy (—k—1,0+€;2;2)
k=0 k!

Hr = E 2k 2k By (—k,x+e;22;2)2 F1 (—k,z+e;27;2) !
k=0 E!
(C4)
. The generalized

L
WhereCZ@xz# and e =
g’ g%

pg?
moment is obtained from the steady-state u, and

(@lmay) =

T T

E 2k c2k oy (— kareQx 2)2F1( k,x+e;2x;2) ’
k=0

where k' = k 4+ m and k” = k + n. Figure 12(a) com-
pares the results from Eqs.(C2) and (C3) with those
from the self-consistent equations Egs.(C4)) and (CH), for

2=10.02,j =3, and &, = ju,. Starting from p, = 1,
we iterated Eq.(C4) 103 times. Using the final value of
pr, and €. = ju,, we obtained the skew variables from
Eq.(CH). The mean canonical coordinate (X,) = v/2u,
and skew variables obtained from Eq.(CH) are shown as
circles in Figure 12(a). The sign of (X,.) is always positive
and at p = 2 it approaches (X,) ~ 10. The self-skewness
<5Xf’> has the opposite sign from the mean amplitude,
whereas the cross-skewness <5XT6PT2> has the same sign
as the mean amplitude, as we saw in Figure 3(a). The
peak absolute values are reached near p — 1 ~ 0.4 and
0.7, for the self- and cross-skewness, respectively.

In an amplitude-controlled CIM with e, =
jeér > . Jrpfirr, even when the internal state expe-
riences a large loss because of a large two-photon

A

absorption g¢2, the squared mean amplitude p2 is
stabilized to a positive value 77 (defined in Eq.(I7)
or Eq.([)) by a coherent injection. In the large g2
limit, the large g?u2 terms determine the fluctuation
characteristics. By taking the large g¢?p? limit in
Eqs.(I0) and (), we obtain (: 6X2 :) —
(: 6P2:) — 5 153).
(6X3) and cross-skewness (0X,0P2) are respectively
the same as and opposite from the mean amplitude
iy, following Eqgs.(C2) and (C3)). Such a regime in an
amplitude controlled CIM is assumed to have a large
injection gain Gr > 1, or negative pyp,.. When p > pup,

in a system with pyp,. # 1, the steady-state amplitude
vpP— pthr

é, and
Here, the signs of the self-skewness

is bifurcated to Mr = +¥=—" and the variances are

2 _ 2 thr
( 6XT ) = 2(2p+173pm~+j)’ < 5P ) = 2(2p+f:pth,7‘+j).
Figure 12(b) shows the skew variables and the mean
amplitude for py,,, = —0.5,¢9% = 0.02, and j = 3. The
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FIG. 12. Steady-state self-skewness (§X?) and cross-skewness
(6X,6P?) in the mean-field coupled CIM above the thresh-
old (p > pr). (a) The parametric-gain- (p-) dependent
self-skewness (6X2), cross-skewness (§X,0P2) (the left axis),
and mean amplitude (X,) (the right axis), under the mean
field coupling &, = jur(ptnr = 1). Analytical results ob-
tained by the skew-Gaussian model Eq.(C2), Eq.(C3]), and

(X,) = ,/% are shown as lines. The results from the

self-consistent equations (Egs.(C4)) and (CH)) are shown as
circles. (b) The same p-dependent characteristics with a large
coherent injection &, = (1.5 + j)ur where the linear loss and
gain are in balance at p¢n, = —0.5.

self-skewness (6X3) has the same sign as the mean

6pN N/ T
T = 2\/(N, + 1)(N. + 1)P§v2+1,N;+1

+f¢M+MM+wM+MM+mWHMH—
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amplitude, whereas the cross-skewness (0X,.0P2) has
the opposite sign from the mean amplitude, as we saw in
Figure 3(b) and Figure 4(d). The peak absolute values
are reached near p — psp, ~ 0.8 and 0.6, for the self- and
cross-skewness, respectively.

Appendix D: Discrete-component models

1. Discrete-component model of quantum master
equation

We present the discrete-component model (Figure
1(a)) using the density-matrix p, which we call discrete-
component quantum master equation (QME). Here, the
density matrix p is a direct product of the density matri-
ces representing pulses, p = @N_; 5" where p(") is the
density-matrix of the r-th pulse. The time-development
of the signal pulse is described using the photon-number

2NN PN ny [Ne) (N Here, the
initial state of the first round’ trip has only one non-zero

component, p((JB) = 1. The density-matrix element pg\z) N7

obeys the master equation of the x(? DOPO (Eq.(H))
|47):

state expansion p(") =

— (N + Ny )pS\Q N/

2
g r
TN (N; = 1)+ NN = D]l

+ (VN pN—2N/+\/N/ Ny pN N/2

P r
—§WM+MM+%MMM+¢M+MM+MMM@

We denote the state after the /time—development for a
period At at the DOPO, as p(™". To describe the effect

of BS1, we introduce the two-mode density-matrix pAEL)B

for the r-th internal pulse represented by ﬁ(r)/ and the
input probe field |5 ),

(1) A(r)’

Pap =P Y W)B T><7/}B vl (D2)

The input probe field of BS1 is prepared in a squeezed
state and expressed by Trotterization with Npq divisions,

. 1N
Vo) = e30HDI0) = [1+ 6 - 8] ),
where S = —In/G;. In the two-mode description, BS1
mixes the internal signal state a, with the input probe
state b, and yields the transmitted state and reflected

state. In the numerical simulation, the effect of the mode
mixing at BS1 is calculated by iterating the equation be-

(D1)
[
low N1 times:
T ~(7r 9 7 7t A (7T 9 ~(7r ATT
P1h = Pt (@l —bla,) o h+ < P b (b a, —alb, ).
Nt1 Nt1
(D3)

The characteristics of the reflected mode are obtained
from ﬁg) = TrAﬁXJ)B, which is the density-matrix after
tracing out the transmitted mode. The measured values
obtained by the homodyne detector are approximated to
follow a skew-Gaussian distribution. We calculate the
moments of the reflected field (X% ) = Trﬁg)Xg)r(n =
. bt
1,2,3)[37), where X , = b’"\J/F;T, and obtain the variance
and self-skewness of the canonical coordinate as Vér =
<X12%,T> - <XR,T>27 and GR;T = <Xl3%,r> - 3<X12%,r><XR,T> +
2(Xg,)3. There have been attempts in quantum optics
that have used the square root of a Gaussian random
number to describe third-order fluctuations|32]. Here, we
generate the measured value X g, with a normal random




variable V., as follows:

5 Sr.r Srr
Xp,=(Xp,)— =2l 4 | VX 4 2B AN, (D4)
5 3 GVI%(:T R,T 3 /VRX

By using the measured value Xp ., the transmitted state
after the homodyne measurement is written as |37,

o (X AU L X B,
p() :< B |PAB| B > (D5)

<XB r| |XB T>

We calculate [)(T)” by using the photon-number state ex-

B,r

pansion, and (N|Xp,) = HN(XB_,T)#%. Here,
Hyn(X) represents Hermite polynomials, Hy(X) =

(=1)NeX*? d‘fX—NNe_X2 In the FPGA feedback circuit,

the inferred internal amplitude i, = Xp.,/v2R; is
used to calculate the feedback injection signal, ¢, =

\J/AieT ZT, JTT /i, and to calculate the dynamics of the

auxiliary variable e, (Eq.(B])). Using the intensity modu-
lator and phase modulator, the coherent amplitude of the
feedback signal is set to (.. We again prepare a two-mode

density-matrix pAX)Z,

p5y =0 @ 1C)G

for the internal mode @, and the feedback signal Z,.. The
mode mixing at BS2 is calculated by discretizing 65 in
Eq.([@) with N9 divisions, that is, iterating the following
equation Nr o times,

(D6)

s = i a2l
T2
(D7)
The state after the round trip is obtained by tracing out
the transmitted feedback signal, p(") = TerA At the
end of the round trip, the auxiliary variable e, is incre-
mented in accordance with Eq.(3).
Although we assume that the measured values follow
a skew-Gaussian distribution, the QME simulation us-
ing the density-matrix is accurate in its description of
the nonlinear saturation for large g2 and measurement-
induced state-reduction.

2. Discrete-component skew-Gaussian model

The assumption of a skew-Gaussian distribution was
introduced into QME to reduce the numerical cost of
calculating the distribution (X| ﬁg)|X ) for a sufficiently
high resolution of X, which is used to determine the
measured value Xp, in a more rigorous way. How-
ever, even without that the computational cost of the
discrete-component QME is much higher than that of
discrete-component Gaussian models[22; [39], because of
the photon-number state expansion and Trotterization of
the beam splitter couplings.

Dty Pap(Elar=alz).
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Here, we develop a discrete-component skew-Gaussian
model of the CIM as a skew-Gaussian approximation of
the QME. We introduce the self-skewness &, = (6X3)
and the cross-skewness €, := (6X,0P2), in addition to
the mean amplitude (X,), and variances VX = (§X2),

= (6P2) that are used in the Gaussian model[22].
Figure 6 shows the variables we used in the discrete-
component skew-Gaussian model. The first round trip
starts from the vacuum state, (X,) = 0, V;¥ = 1,
VTP = %, S, =0, and €, = 0. The time-development
at the DOPO obeys the equations (BIHBE), which are
derived in Appendix B.1. Here, we convert variables
(X)), VX, VP &,,¢,.) into (ur, my,ny, Ve, k) following

X P X P

/Lr:<§%>,mr:7‘/r QVT ,nr:VT +;/T 1777“:63?/3*@?7
and k. = 23;9 The state after the DOPO p(T) repre-

sented by ((X,.), VX' VP & ¢), is obtained by the
inverse transform of variables (X,)" = v/2u,, VTX/ =

1y P _ 1 o _ rt3ke ’r
ne +my + 5,V =0, —mp + 3, 6 = 'Vf el
L;”“. Here, (i, My, N, Ve, k) are values after the

time-development (Eqgs.(BIHBE)) for a period At.

After the DOPO, the signal pulses are partially ex-
tracted at BS1 with a power reflection rate Ry = ji At,
where the internal signals are mixed with the squeezed
vacuum probe whose variances are VBX,r = %j, V; ;=

%. The transmitted mode has

(Xr.) = V1= Rui(X,), (D8)

Vi, =1 -R)VY +RiVE,(a=X,P), (DY)
&r, = (V1- R, (D10)

Cry = (V1- R’ (D11)

The moments of the canonical coordinate in the reflected
mode follow

(Xr.) = VRU(X,), (D12)
Vi, = (1 - R)VE, + RiV,X, (D13)
Sr,r = (VR1)*6.. (D14)

Using Eq.(D4), we obtain the measured value X ., and
the inferred internal amplitude fi, = Xp ,/v/2R; is cal-
culated in an FPGA. The transmitted signals are modi-
fied by the measurement-induced state-reduction|44, |70,
71],

(X,)" = (X7.,) + (D15)



" VX2
VY = v~ VT§ + V21 G,AIN, S, (D16)
R,r

Here, N, is the same Gaussian random variable as was
used to calculate Xp .. V3% . is the quantum correlation
of the canonical coordinates between transmitted and re-
flected modes,

ViR, = (0X1,6Xr,) = VR (1= R)(V; = V).
(D17)
The last term in Eq.(DI6) is a correction due to the
self-skewness (Appendix B.2). The transmitted canon-
ical momenta have the following correction due to the
cross-skewness,

VP = VL + /211G AN, €.

The skew variables are affected by the homodyne mea-
surement:

(D18)

S
" __ - . /! X _ -

& = &1, — 6j1G;ALS, (m 2Gj)’ (D19)

¢ = Cr, — 2j1G; At (VX' - i) (D20)
T s J T T 2GJ

The above descriptions of the measurement-induced
state-reduction assume that the reflection rate R;(=
j1At), self-skewness &,., and cross-skewness €, are small
but non-negligible compared with the mean amplitude
and variance, but that the products of these small values
are negligible.

The feedback signal is prepared in a coherent state

with variances of V7, = 3(a = X,P). The feedback

mean amplitude is expressed as <X Z.r) = V2, where (.
is calculated in an FPGA digital circuit. The feedback
signal is injected into the cavity via BS2. The state after
BS2 is described using a power reflection rate Ry = jo At:

(Xr) = V1= Ro(X,)" + VRa(X7,), (D21)
Ve =(1- RV + RoVg, (a= X, P), (D22)
&, = (V1-Ra)’8Y, (D23)

¢ = (V1-Ry)’e]. (D24)

The auxiliary variable e, for the chaotic amplitude con-
trol is incremented in accordance with Eq. ().

3. Comparison of time-developments

We compared time-developments of discrete-
component models for an N = 6 CIM. The parameters
were At = 3.2 x 107%,p = 2,¢° = 5,G; = 1.1,j =

24

10,R=9,8= 1,79 = 1, and e,(t = 0) = 0.4, and the

instance was

0 —05 0 —06 02 —0.1
05 0 —04 04 02 —02

. 0 —04 0 1 08 —06

S =106 04 1 0 —06 —04| D2
02 02 08 —06 0 05

-0.1 -0.2 -0.6 —0.4 0.5 0

The ground state (1,],l,),7T,1) has energy E = —3.5,
and the first excitation state (1,],],J,],T) has energy
E = —29. The maximum photon number used in the
QME was 35 for the a, and l;T modes and 45 for the
% mode. The sub-divisions of the time period At in
Eq.(DI) were 64. The number of Trotterizations N,
Nrq and N7y were 108, 256 and 64 respectively. Figure
13(a-c) show the time-dependent mean canonical coordi-

nate (X,) obtained using the discrete-component skew-
Gaussian, QME, and Gaussian models, respectively, for
the same sequence of random numbers N, representing
measurements. At ¢t ~ 7, the trajectories of amplitudes
(X,)" obtained by QME model differed from the trajecto-
ries obtained by the other two, although they converged
again at ¢ ~ 8. On the other hand, the trajectories of
the Gaussian model diverged from those of the skew-
Gaussian and QME models at ¢ ~ 8.5. Finally at ¢ = 10,
the signs sgn((X,)’) had one of the ground-state configu-
rations, (1,1, ,4,T,1), for the skew-Gaussian and QME
models, and they had one of the first excitation state
configurations, ({,7,1,71,1,{), for the Gaussian model.
Figures 13(d) and (e) show the self-skewness and cross-
skewness for the » = 1 mode, obtained by the skew-
Gaussian and QME models. The self-skewness & and
the cross-skewness €] primarily had the same sign as and
opposite sign from the mean amplitude <X1>’, respec-
tively. Figure 13(f) shows the Wigner function of r = 1
mode obtained by the discrete-component QME model at
t = 10 (after the BS2), which shows a slightly X-squeezed
state with (X;) ~ 1.04, V;X ~ 0.465, V;f ~ 0.537,
&1 ~ 0.0066, and €; ~ —0.0080.

Appendix E: Optimization and
site-number-dependent characteristics of
small-photon-number CIM

Figure 14 shows information about the parameter op-
timization of small-photon-number CIM. It presents the
cumulative success probability P.(t) (the probability of
finding the ground state at least once until time t)
and minimum number of matrix-vector-multiplications
needed to reach a solution min MVMTS for N =
100, awp = 0.8 Wishart planted instances. P, and
min; MVMTS(¢) are defined in the same way as in Sec-
tion VI. The three parameters j, g? and 3 are varied in
figures, and the other parameters are fixed to At = 3.2 x
1073,p=0,G; =2,R=9,79 = 1.5, and e,(t = 0) = 2.
The number of simulation runs was 10°. Figure 14(a)
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FIG. 13. Comparison of discrete-component models. (a)(b)(c) Time-development of mean canonical coordinate (X,.)’ obtained
by the skew-Gaussian, QME, and Gaussian models respectively. (d) Time-dependent self-skewness & for skew-Gaussian and
QME models. (e) Time-dependent cross-skewness € for skew-Gaussian and QME models. (f) Wigner function W (X1, P1) at

t = 10 obtained by the QME model.

plots the P.(t = 10) and min;<10 MVMTS(¢) versus j
when g2 = 15 and 8 = 0.3. The success probability P’
peaks at j ~ 100. Figure 14(b) is a plot versus g®> when
j = 100 and 8 = 0.3, and Figure 14(c) is one versus
B when g2 = 15 and j = 100. The success probability
P!(t = 10) peaks at g2 ~ 13 and 3 ~ 0.25, respectively.
Figure 15 shows details on the N dependence of
small-photon-number CIM in Figure 10 for j = 100,
g> = 1.5V/N and f = 3000/N2. In particular, the
plotted results are for the discrete-component skew-
Gaussian model.  Figures 15(a) and (b) show the
time-dependent cumulative success probability P.(¢) and

matrix-vector-multiplications to solution MVMTS(t) =
¢+ _In(0.01)
A T(I-_PI(0)"
fitting, e@VN and etPN  for the minimum number
of matrix-vector-multiplications needed to reach a so-
lution ming<;0 MVMTS(¢). The numerically obtained
min;<10 MVMTS(t) was closer to the eatbVN fitting
[11, 172] than the et fitting. The values of R? for
the fittings were 0.999, and 0.994, respectively.

Figure 15(c) shows the two types of

Appendix F: Large-photon-number CIM

Here, we give the detailed information on the large-
photon-number CIM model in Figures 10 and 11,
which was compared with the small-photon-number
CIM. The large-photon-number CIM was simulated using
a discrete-component skew-Gaussian model (Appendix
D.2), and spin was defined in the same way o, = sgn(fi,)

as in the small-photon-number CIM. However, it had a
different equation of the auxiliary variable e, from Eq.(3)
[20, 23],

der
dt

= _ﬁ(92/ﬁ —T)er.

(F1)
Moreover, we did not use Eq.([[9) to redefine the target
value. Figures 16(a-c) show the time-development of an
N = 6 large-photon-number CIM for the instance shown
in Eq.(D25). The parameters are At = 3.2 x 1073,p =
—40,¢> = 1073,G; = 1,j = 100,R = 9,8 = 4,7 = 3,
and e .(t = 0) = 2. In Figures 16(a) and (b), the
mean amplitudes (X,.) and auxiliary variables e, contin-
ued oscillating after the transient period up to ¢t ~ 0.6.
The signs of the mean amplitude sgn((X,.)’) had one of
the ground-state configurations, (J,1,1,1,J,), at t = 2.
Figure 16(c) plots the variances V;X g %4 ", self-skewness

!, and cross-skewness €. The canonical coordinate X,
was squeezed (VX' < 0.5) due to the coherent injection,
and the self-skewness &) had the same sign (negative
sign) as the mean amplitude (X;)’. The absolute values
of skew variables are much smaller than those of small-
photon-number CIMs because of small ¢2.

Figures 16(d-f) show information about the parame-
ter optimization of large-photon-number CIM. These plot
the cumulative success probability P, and the minimum
number of matrix-vector-multiplications needed to reach
a solution min MVMTS(t), for N = 100, awp = 0.8
Wishart planted instances. The P, and min; MVMTS(¢)
are defined in the same way as were done for small-
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FIG. 15. Details of success probability P; and min; MVMTS(¢) of small-photon-number CIM, obtained by the skew-Gaussian
model. (a) Time-dependent cumulative success probability P.(t) for various site numbers N. (b) Time-dependent matrix-
vector-multiplications to solution MVMTS(¢t) for various site numbers N. (c) Site-number-dependent ming<1o MVMTS(¢) and

its exp(a 4+ bv/N) and exp(a + bN) fittings.

photon-number CIM in Section VI. The three parameters
j, g%, and B are varied in figures, and the other parame-
ters were fixed to At =3.2x 1073, p=—-40,G; =1,R =
9,7 = 3, and e, (t = 0) = 2. The number of simula-
tion runs was 10%. Figure 16(d) plots the j-dependent
P!(t = 10) and min;<10 MVMTS(¢) for g = 1073, and
B = 0.08; P.(t = 10) peaks around j ~ 95. Fig-
ure 16(e) shows the g2 dependence for j; = 100, and

B = 0.08, where P! is almost constant when g¢? is suf-

ficiently smaller than 1. Figure 16(f) shows the 8 depen-
dence for g2 = 1073, and j = 100. P! has a peak around
B ~ 0.08. In the blue dashed line in Figure 10 represent-
ing the large-photon-number CIM, 3 = 800/N? is the
only parameter that depended on N. The other param-
eters used to plot Figure 10 were At = 3.2 x 1073,p =
—40,¢*> = 1073,G; = 1,j = 100,R = 9,7 = 3, and
e-(t = 0) = 2. The parameters in Figure 11 were the
same where [ was fixed to 0.08.
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FIG. 16. Typical time-development and optimization of large-photon-number CIM. (a-c) Time development for an N = 6
instance (Eq.(D28)). (a) Mean canonical coordinate (X,)’. (b) Auxiliary variables e,. (c) Variances VX v (left axis),
and skew variables G;., €, (right axis). (d-f) Instance-averaged success probability P. at ¢ = 10 (left axis), and minimum
number of matrix-vector-multiplications needed to reach a solution min;<;0 MVMTS(¢) (right axis), for N = 100, awp = 0.8
W%shart pglanted instances. (d) j dependence (g = 1073, 8 = 0.08). (e) g* dependence (j = 100, 8 = 0.08). (f) 8 dependence
(g2 = 1073, j = 100).



