
ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

03
20

4v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 5
 M

ar
 2

02
4

Non-Gaussian two mode squeezed thermal states in continuous variable quantum

teleportation

Chandan Kumar∗

Optics and Quantum Information Group, The Institute of Mathematical Sciences,

CIT Campus, Taramani, Chennai 600113, India. and

Homi Bhabha National Institute, Training School Complex, Anushakti Nagar, Mumbai 400085, India.

While photon catalyzed two mode squeezed vacuum state has been considered in context of quan-
tum teleportation, similar studies have not been yet conducted for photon catalyzed two-mode
squeezed thermal (TMST) state. This can be attributed to challenges involved in the evaluation
of teleportation fidelity for photon catalyzed TMST state. In this article, we consider a practical
scheme for the implementation of non-Gaussian operation, viz., photon subtraction, photon addi-
tion, and photon catalysis, on TMST state. The generated states are employed as resources in
continuous-variable quantum teleportation. The results show that the three non-Gaussian opera-
tions can enhance the teleportation fidelity. Considering the success probability of the non-Gaussian
operations, we identify single-photon catalysis and single photon subtraction to be optimal for tele-
porting input coherent states, at low and intermediate squeezing levels.

I. INTRODUCTION

Squeezed states are an important nonclassical resource
for continuous variable (CV) quantum information pro-
cessing (QIP) [1, 2]. Generally pure squeezed states are
preferable for quantum tasks; however, experimental im-
perfection and losses degrade the pure state to a mixed
state [3]. These mixed states form an important fam-
ily of mixed Gaussian states known as squeezed thermal
states. Several studies characterizing single and mul-
timode squeezed thermal states have been performed.
For instance, photon statistics [4–6] and squeezing [7]
have been investigated in such states. Reference [3] ex-
perimentally demonstrated teleportation of single-mode
squeezed thermal state. Entanglement [8] and tomogra-
phy [9] of two-mode squeezed thermal (TMST) state has
also been undertaken. These states have found practical
applications in diverse domains such as quantum telepor-
tation [10], phase estimation [11–13], and quantum heat
engine [14].
Non-Gaussian operations, namely, photon subtrac-

tion (PS), photon addition (PA) and photon catalysis
(PC) have been considered on different states to ame-
liorate performance in various protocols such as quan-
tum metrology [15–21] and quantum teleportation [22–
28]. There exist other types of non-Gaussian operations
such as coherent superposition operation of photon sub-
traction and addition [29] and number-conserving gener-
alized superposition of products operation [30–32]; how-
ever, in this article, the term non-Gaussian operations
shall refer to PA, PS, and PC operations only.
In the context of quantum teleportation, ideal photon-

subtracted TMST (PSTMST) [33, 34] and ideal photon-
added TMST (PATMST) [34, 35] states have been con-
sidered as resource states. However, the usefulness of
photon catalyzed TMST (PCTMST) states in quantum
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teleportation have not been examined. This is largely
because of the complicated calculations involved in the
evaluation of teleportation fidelity for PCTMST state.

Further, the ideal PS and PA operations are imple-
mented via annihilation operator and creation opera-
tor, which is non unitary and thus cannot be imple-
mented experimentally. In this article, we consider a
practical scheme for the implementation of probabilis-
tic non-Gaussian operations on TMST state [Fig. 1].
While PS and PA operations generate PSTMST and
PATMST states, respectively, PC operation produces
photon-catalyzed TMST (PCTMST) states. These three
different family of states will be collectively referred as
non-Gaussian TMST states. These states are used as re-
source states in teleporting input coherent and squeezed
vacuum states. The analysis shows that while PS and PC
operations can enhance the fidelity of teleporting input
coherent state, PA operation does not. For the telepor-
tation of input (highly) squeezed vacuum state, all three
non-Gaussian operations can enhance fidelity.

The investigation also reveals that the fidelity via PS
operation is optimized in the unit transmissivity limit,
where the PSTMST state is basically reduced to the ideal
PSTMST state. In unit transmissivity limit, the success
probability of PS operation approaches zero, which is un-
suitable from a practical point of view. Therefore, we
trade-off between the enhancement in fidelity and suc-
cess probability to find out the optimal non-Gaussian
operation. To this end, we consider the product of fi-
delity enhancement and success probability. The result
shows that single PC operation and single PS operation
on TMST is the optimal operation at low and interme-
diate squeezing for the teleportation of input coherent
states.

We stress that our practical scheme for the implemen-
tation of non-Gaussian operations can be implemented
via currently available technology. The generation of
multiphoton Fock state required in the considered prac-
tical scheme is feasible [36–40]. Further, photon number
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resolving detectors can also be implemented with exist-
ing technologies [41–43]. On a theoretical note, the de-
rived Wigner characteristic function of the non-Gaussian
TMST state is quite general including several parameters
such as input multiphoton state, beam splitters transmis-
sivity, and detected number of photons. This renders the
calculation of Wigner characteristic function and fidelity
a challenging task.
We arrange the rest of the paper as follow. In sec. II,

we derive the Wigner characteristic function of the non-
Gaussian TMST state. In Sec. III, we explore the ad-
vantages of non-Gaussian operations on TMST state in
the teleportation of input coherent and squeezed vacuum
states. In Sec. III C, We consider the success probability
and identify optimal non-Gaussian operation. In Sec. V,
we draw two-dimensional plots of success probability and
fidelity enhancement to gain more insights. Sec. VI con-
tains a summary of our results and mentions future di-
rections. Appendix A contains a short description of CV
system and phase space formalism.

II. DERIVATION OF THE WIGNER
CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION OF
NON-GAUSSIAN TMST STATES

FIG. 1. Schematic for the generation of non-Gaussian two
mode squeezed thermal state. Multiphoton states are mixed
via beam splitters to each of the mode. Photon number re-
solving detectors are employed on both the modes for imple-
menting non-Gaussian operations.

We discuss the implementation of non-Gaussian oper-
ations on the TMST state. The schematic is shown in
Fig. 1. We start with a TMST state with modes labeled
by A1 and A2. A TMST state can be produced by oper-
ating two mode squeezing transformation on two uncor-
related thermal modes. The covariance matrix of two un-
correlated thermal modes is given by Vth = (nth+1/2)14,
where nth is the average number of photons in a single
mode thermal state. Therefore, the covariance matrix of
the TMST state can be written as

VA1A2
= SA1A2

(r)VthSA1A2
(r)T , (1)

where SA1A2
(r) is the two mode squeezing transforma-

tion given by Eq. (A5) of the Appendix A. The covariance
matrix of the TMSV state can be obtained by setting

nth = 0 in Eq. (1). Since TMST state is a Gaussian state
with zero mean and covariance matrix given by Eq. (1),
the Wigner characteristic function of the TMST state can
be readily evaluated using Eq. (A12):

χ(Λ) = exp
[
− κ(τ21 + σ2

1 + τ22 + σ2
2) cosh(2r)/2

+ κ(τ1τ2 − σ1σ2) sinh(2r)
]
,

(2)

where κ = (nth + 1/2). Further, modes F1 and F2 are
initialized to Fock states |m1〉 and |m2〉. The four mode
state can be represented via Wigner characteristic func-
tion formalism as

χF1A1A2F2
(Λ) = χA1A2

(Λ)χ|m1〉(Λ3)χ|m2〉(Λ4). (3)

Now, mode A1 (A2) is mixed with mode F1 (F2), using a
beam splitter of transmissivity T1 (T2) respectively. Con-
sequently, the four modes get entangled. The four-mode
entangled state is represented by

χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ) = χF1A1A2F2

(B(T1, T2)
−1Λ). (4)

where B(T1, T2) = BA1F1
(T1)⊕BA2F2

(T2) denotes the
collective action of the two beam splitters with Bij(T )
being the beam splitter operation given in Eq. (A4) of the
Appendix A. We employ photon number resolving detec-
tors on the auxiliary modes F

′

1 and F
′

2. When the detec-
tor in the output mode detects |n1〉 and |n2〉 photons, it
heralds successful implementation of non-Gaussian oper-
ation on both the modes. The state after the measure-
ment is given by

χ̃NG
A′

1
A′

2

=
1

(2π)2

∫
d2Λ3d

2Λ4 χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Four mode entangled state

× χ|n1〉(Λ3)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |n1〉〈n1|

χ|n2〉(Λ4)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |n2〉〈n2|

,
(5)

which is unnormalized. If mi < ni, PS operation is per-
formed on mode Ai. Similarly, if mi > ni or mi = ni,
PA or PC operation is performed on mode Ai. Perform-
ing PS, PA and PC operations on the TMST state leads
to the generation of PSTMST, PATMST, and PCTMST
states, respectively. We can perform non-Gaussian oper-
ations either on both modes or on a single mode of the
TMST state. The former shall be referred to as sym-
metric (Sym) non-Gaussian operations, while the latter
shall be referred to as asymmetric (Asym) non-Gaussian
operations. Further, we set m1 = m2 = 0 for PS opera-
tion and n1 = n2 = 0 for PA operation. On integrating
Eq. (5), we obtain

χ̃NG
A′

1
A′

2

= F̂1 exp
(
Λ

TM1Λ+ u
TM2Λ+ u

TM3u
)
,

(6)
where the column vectors Λ and u are defined as
(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2)

T and (u1, v1, u2, v2, u
′
1, v

′
1, u

′
2, v

′
2)

T respec-
tively, and the matrices M1, M2 and M3 are provided in
Eqs. (B1), (B3) and (B5) of the Appendix B. Further,



3

the differential operator F̂1 is given by

F̂1 =
2−(m1+m2+n1+n2)

m1!m2!n1!n2!

∂m1

∂ um1

1

∂m1

∂ vm1

1

∂m2

∂ um2

2

∂m2

∂ vm2

2

× ∂n1

∂ u′n1

1

∂n1

∂ v′n1

1

∂n2

∂ u′n2

2

∂n2

∂ v′n2

2

{•}u1=v1=u2=v2=0
u′

1
=v′

1
=u′

2
=v′

2
=0

.

(7)

Normalization of Eq. (6) yields the success probability
of non-Gaussian operations and can be calculated as

PNG = χ̃NG
A′

1
A′

2

∣∣∣∣
τ1=σ1=τ2=σ2=0

= F̂1 exp
(
u
TM3u

)
. (8)

Therefore, the normalized Wigner characteristic function
χNG
A′

1
A′

2

of the non-Gaussian TMST states turns out to be

χNG
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2) =
(
PNG

)−1
χ̃NG
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2).

(9)
We can obtain the Wigner characteristic function of sev-
eral special states from Eq. (9). The Wigner characteris-
tic function of the ideal PSTMST stateNsâ

n1

1 ân2

2 |TMST〉
is obtained in the unit transmissivity limit T1 → 1 and
T2 → 1 with m1 = m2 = 0. Here Na is the normaliza-
tion factor. Similarly, the Wigner characteristic function

of the ideal PATMST state Naâ
†
1

m1

â†2
m2 |TMST〉 is ob-

tained in the unit transmissivity limit T1 → 1 and T2 → 1
with n1 = n2 = 0. Here Ns is the normalization factor.
Further, the Wigner characteristic function of the non-
Gaussian TMSV state can be obtained by setting κ = 1/2
(equivalently nth = 0) in Eq. (9).

III. ADVANTAGES OF NON-GAUSSIAN
OPERATIONS ON TMST STATE IN CV

QUANTUM TELEPORTATION

We now analyze the teleportation of input coherent
and squeezed vacuum states using non-Gaussian TMST
resource states. We first briefly describe the BK pro-
tocol [44] that can be used to teleport an unknown in-
put quantum state between two parties, from Alice to
Bob. The implementation of this protocol prerequisites a
shared pair of entangled states between the two parties.
In order to teleport an unknown single-mode quantum
state, Alice uses a balanced beam splitter to combine
the input quantum state with her mode of the resource
state and subsequently subjects the two output modes to
homodyne measurements. The results of these measure-
ments are then communicated by Alice to Bob through
a classical channel. As per the results obtained in the
measurements, Bob appropriately displaces the mode in
his possession in order to retrieve the initial input state.
The success of this protocol can be characterized using
fidelity F , given by,

F = Tr[ρinρout] (10)

where ρin and ρout denote the density operator of the
input state and the output state, respectively. In

the Wigner characteristic function formalism, where the
Wigner characteristic functions of the input and output
states are respectively given by χin(Λ2) and χout(Λ2), the
fidelity can be computed through the following integral:

F =
1

2π

∫
d2Λ2χin(Λ2)χout(−Λ2), (11)

where the output state χout(Λ2) ≡ χout(τ2, σ2), can be
expressed as a product function of the Wigner charac-
teristic function of the input state and the entangled re-
source state:

χout(τ2, σ2) = χin(τ2, σ2)χA′

1
A′

2
(τ2,−σ2, τ2, σ2), (12)

It is a known result that the fidelity of teleporting a
coherent state cannot exceed the value of 1/2 when only
classical resources are utilized [45, 46]. Therefore, a fi-
delity value above 1/2 indicates the usage of quantum
resources.

A. Teleporting an input coherent state using
non-Gaussian TMST resource states

Having described the BK protocol for CV quantum
teleportation, we now consider the teleportation of in-
put coherent state. To evaluate the fidelity, we use
the Wigner characteristic function of the non-Gaussian
TMST resource states (9) and coherent state (A12). The
expression of fidelity can be evaluated using Eq. (11). We
proceed to analyze the fidelity of teleporting input coher-
ent state using non-Gaussian TMST resource states with
respect to squeezing and thermal parameters.
While annalyzing the fidelity as a function of the

squeezing parameter, we consider a fixed low value of
thermal parameter κ = 0.51 to make the fidelity curves
for different non-Gaussian TMST states distinguishable.
Different fidelity curves coincide for higher κ values and
therefore are difficult to distinguish1.
We perform numerical optimization to maximize the

fidelity by adjusting the transmissivity of the beam split-
ters. The results of this optimization are presented in
Fig. 2. We observe that Sym PS operations enhance
the teleportation fidelity of the TMST state. However,
Asym PS operations are detrimental to quantum tele-
portation. We also see that neither Asym nor Sym PA
operation enhances the teleportation fidelity. The anal-
ysis of Sym PC operation reveals that it can enhance
the fidelity till a certain squeezing threshold rth. Beyond
this threshold squeezing, the fidelity is optimized at unit
transmissivity. Since the PCTMST state becomes the
TMST state in unit transmissivity limit, the fidelity be-
yond rth for the PCTMST state is equal to that of the

1 We explore the fidelity dependence on κ in Sec. IV.
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FIG. 2. Optimized fidelity for teleporting input coherent state
as a function of the squeezing parameter r for (a) PSTMST
states, (b) PATMST states, and (c) PCTMST states with
κ = 0.51. We have adjusted the transmissivities of the beam
splitters to maximize the fidelity.

TMST state. While performing PC operation on one
mode is undesirable, we also see that Asym 1,2-PC op-
eration (m1 = n1 = 1 and m2 = n2 = 2) is beneficial.

We observe a major difference between the fidelity re-
sults for PC operation on TMST and TMSV [27] states.
While the optimized fidelity for Sym 1-PCTMSV state
exhibits a jump as the squeezing transitions from zero
to non-zero values, no such characteristic is observed for
Sym 1-PCTMST state.

To get a precise idea of the magnitude of enhance-
ment and the optimal squeezing and transmissivity, we
can consider a new figure of merit termed fidelity en-

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

FIG. 3. Optimized fidelity enhancement, ∆FNG, as a function
of the squeezing parameter r with κ = 0.51. We have adjusted
the transmissivities of the beam splitters to maximize ∆FNG.

hancement defined as follows:

∆FNG = FNG − FTMST. (13)

We optimize ∆FNG with respect to transmissivity and
present the results in Fig. 3. We see that the enhance-
ment rendered by Sym PS operations surpasses the Sym
PC operations. Further, the 2-Sym PS operation demon-
strates superior performance when compared to the 1-
Sym PS operation. On the other hand, both the 1-Sym
and 2-Sym PC operations exhibit nearly identical perfor-
mance.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0
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0.6

0.8
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FIG. 4. The optimal beam splitter transmissivities, that max-
imize FNG (Fig. 2) or ∆FNG (Fig. 3).

The optimal transmissivity values for Figs. 2 and 3 are
identical and are depicted in Fig. 4. The results reveal
that the optimal transmissivity for PS operation is unity,
and therefore the corresponding fidelity results are iden-
tical to those of the ideal PSTMST states. Similarly,
the fidelity for the PATMST state is optimized in unit
transmissivity limit ( not shown in Fig. 4) and hence the
results are identical to those of the ideal PATMST state.
For the PC operation, the optimal transmissivity lies be-
low 1/2 until a certain threshold squeezing value, denoted
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as rth, beyond which the optimal transmissivity becomes
unity. It is worth mentioning that previous works, such as
Refs. [33–35] have already investigated quantum telepor-
tation employing ideal PSTMST and PATMST resource
states.

B. Teleporting an input squeezed vacuum state
using non-Gaussian TMST resource states

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
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0.4
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1.0
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0.4

0.6

0.8
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0.2
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0.4

FIG. 5. Optimized fidelity as a function of the squeezing
parameter r for (a) PSTMST states, (b) PATMST states, and
(c) PCTMST states for κ = 0.51. The state to be teleported is
input squeezed vacuum state with ǫ = 1.7. We have adjusted
the transmissivities of the beam splitters to maximize the
fidelity.

We now consider the teleportation of an input squeezed

vacuum state with squeezing ǫ, whose Wigner charac-
teristic function is provided in Eq. (A14). The expres-
sion of fidelity can be evaluated using the expression of
fidelity (11). For our analysis, we choose the squeez-
ing of the input vacuum state to be ǫ = 1.7, which is
the maximum squeezing achieved experimentally up un-
til now [47]. We maximize the fidelity by adjusting the
transmissivity of the beam splitters and present the re-
sults in Fig. 5. The fidelity curves corresponding to PS
and PC operations display similar behavior to that was
observed for the teleportation of an input coherent state
(Fig. 2). However, we observe that Sym PA operations
on the TMST state can also enhance the fidelity. This re-
sult is contrary to the earlier observation of teleportation
of an input coherent state.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

FIG. 6. Optimized fidelity enhancement ∆FNG, as a func-
tion of the squeezing parameter r with κ = 0.51. The state
to be teleported is input squeezed vacuum state with ǫ = 1.7.
We have adjusted the transmissivities to maximize ∆FNG.

To identify the optimal values of squeezing and trans-
missivity that yield maximum advantage, we employ fi-
delity enhancement as a figure of merit. The results are
shown in Fig. 6. We observe that PS operations offer the
greatest advantage, followed by PA operations. However,
at low squeezing, PC operations provide the highest ad-
vantage.
We plot the transmissivity maximizing the fidelity (or

fidelity enhancement) in Fig. 7. The trend observed in
the optimal transmissivity closely aligns with that of co-
herent state teleportation (Fig. 6). The optimal trans-
missivity for the PS and PA operation turns out to
be unity, resulting in what we term as ideal PSTMST
and ideal PATMAST states. These states have been
employed as resource states for teleportation of input
squeezed vacuum state in Ref. [34].

C. Success probability and optimal non-Gaussian
operation

As stated in Sec. II, the considered non-Gaussian op-
erations exhibit a probabilistic nature, with their proba-
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FIG. 7. The optimal beam splitter transmissivities, that
maximize FNG (Fig. 5) or ∆FNG (Fig. 6).

bility being determined by Eq. (8). In our previous anal-
ysis, our primary focus was to maximize the fidelity by
adjusting the transmissivity without considering success
probability. To emphasize the significance of considering
success probability, let us examine the case of 1-PSTMST
state. It was observed that the fidelity is maximized in
the unit transmissivity limit. However, in this particu-
lar limit, the success probability approaches zero. This
scenario is highly undesirable from a practical point of
view.

To obtain optimal conditions, we trade off between
the enhancement in fidelity ∆FNG and success prob-
ability by adjusting the transmissivity. To perform a
thorough quantitative analysis, we examine the prod-
uct RNG = ∆FNG × PNG. We aim to find its max-
imum value and the corresponding values of squeezing
and transmissivity. We have shown the results in Table I
for the teleportation of input coherent states. On com-
paring with Fig. 3, the magnitude of ∆FNG has reduced
from 9.3 × 10−2 to 3.3 × 10−2 for the 1-PSTMST state.
However, the success probability, which tends to zero in
the unit transmissivity limit, is now of the order 10−2

– a practically reasonable value. It is worth mentioning
that an experimental demonstration of single PS opera-
tion with an even lower probability (of the order 10−5)
has been conducted [48].

For a visual perspective, we plot the product RNG as
a function of transmissivity for different non-Gaussian
TMSV and non-Gaussian TMST states at optimal
squeezing in Fig 8. We observe that while the PC op-
eration is optimal at low squeezing, the PS operation is
optimal at intermediate squeezing. We can verify the
numerical values of different quantities in Fig. 8 with nu-
merical values given in Table I.

In the next section, we delve into an exploration of how
the fidelity varies with the thermal parameter.

TABLE I. The maximum value of the product R
NG =

∆FNG
× PNG and magnitude of the other quantities at opti-

mal squeezing and transmissivity.

States 1-PSTMST 1-PSTMSV 1-PCTMST 1-PCTMSV

R
NG
max 8.2 ×10−4 9.5 ×10−4 2.2 ×10−3 2.9 ×10−3

ropt 0.64 0.64 0.24 0.26

Topt 0.78 0.77 0.18 0.18

FNG 0.81 0.82 0.66 0.70

∆FNG 3.3 ×10−2 3.7 ×10−2 5.5 ×10−2 7.1 ×10−2

PNG 2.5 ×10−2 2.6 ×10−2 4.0 ×10−2 4.1 ×10−2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

FIG. 8. Product R
NG = PNG

× ∆FNG as a function of
the transmissivity T for different non-Gaussian TMST and
non-Gaussian TMSV states for teleportation of input coher-
ent states. We have taken κ = 0.51 for non-Gaussian TMST
states and the optimal squeezing value is considered (Table I).
Further, we have considered symmetric non-Gaussian opera-
tions.

IV. VARIATION OF FIDELITY WITH
THERMAL PARAMETER κ

In the earlier analysis, we have set the thermal param-
eter κ = 0.51. In this section, we study the variation
of the fidelity with κ. We plot the optimized fidelity for
teleporting input coherent states as a function of κ for
PSTMST and PCTMST states in Fig. 9. We observe that
both Sym 1-PS and Sym 2-PS operations can enhance
the fidelity in the initial range of the thermal parameter.
Moreover, we also notice that Sym 2-PS operation can
enhance the fidelity for κ ' 0.95. The corresponding op-
timal transmissivity for 2-PS operation turns out to be
zero. In this region, the numerical value of the fidelity is
equal to 1/2.
In the case of PC operation, the fidelity for PCTMST

states surpasses that of the TMST state in the initial
thermal parameter range. This is followed by a nar-
row thermal parameter region where the fidelity of the
PCTMST states matches that of the TMST state. In
this narrow region, the optimal transmissivity is unity,



7

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

0.4

0.5

0.6

FIG. 9. Optimized fidelity for teleporting input coher-
ent state as a function of the thermal parameter κ for (a)
PSTMST states, and (b) PCTMST states. The optimal
squeezing r has been set in accordance with Fig. 3. We have
adjusted the transmissivities of the beam splitters to maxi-
mize the fidelity. We note that we have considered symmetric
non-Gaussian operations.

where the PCTMST states are basically the TMST state.
As the thermal parameter increases, the PCTMST states
consistently outperform the TMST state in terms of fi-
delity. However, within this particular region, the fidelity
falls below the threshold of 1/2, thereby demonstrating
that quantum resources are not useful.

Nevertheless, within this particular domain, it is worth
noting that the fidelity falls below the threshold of 1/2,
thereby exemplifying the limited utility of quantum re-
sources in this context.

Now let us focus on the scenario where we teleport in-
put squeezed vacuum states and conduct a similar analy-
sis. The results of this analysis are shown in Fig. 10. The
fidelity trends for both PS and PC operations are more
or less similar to those observed in the case of input co-
herent state teleportation. However, the PS operation
can enhance the fidelity for a larger range of thermal pa-
rameter range as compared to the case of input coherent
state teleportation. Additionally, we note that PA opera-
tion can enhance the fidelity within the considered range
of the thermal parameter. As depicted in Fig. 11(b), the
optimal transmissivity associated with PS and PC opera-
tions in the context of teleporting input squeezed vacuum

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

0.3

0.4

0��

0.6

0.6 0.7 0.8 0�� 1.0

0.3

0.4

0��

0.6

0.6 0.7 0.8 0�� 1.0

0.10

0���

0��0

0���

FIG. 10. Optimized fidelity for teleporting input squeezed
vacuum state as a function of the thermal parameter κ for
(a) PSTMST states, (b) PATMST states, and (c) PCTMST
states. The optimal squeezing r has been set in accordance
with Fig. 6. We have set the squeezing of the input squeezed
vacuum state ǫ = 1.7. We have adjusted the transmissivities
of the beam splitters to maximize the fidelity. The value of
squeezing is provided in parentheses. We note that we have
considered symmetric non-Gaussian operations.

states follows a similar pattern to that observed in the
teleportation of input coherent states (Fig. 11(a)). Fur-
thermore, the optimal transmissivity for PA operations
is unity.
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FIG. 11. Optimal transmissivity as a function of the thermal
parameter κ for (a) teleportation of input coherent states, and
(b) teleportation of input squeezed vacuum states.

V. TWO DIMENSIONAL PLOT OF SUCCESS
PROBABILITY AND FIDELITY

ENHANCEMENT

We now analyze the advantageous non-Gaussian
resource states namely 1-PSTMST and 1-PCTMST
states for teleporting input coherent state using two-
dimensional plots. This approach provides us insightful
observations about the magnitude of success probability
and fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for different squeezing
and transmissivity values.

To see the effects of thermal parameter, we first carry
out the analysis for NGMTSV states (special case of non-
Gaussian TMST states obtained for κ = 1/2) and present
the results in Fig. 12.

In the first column, we depict the success probability
of different non-Gaussian operations. We note that the
maximum success probability attainable for PS opera-
tion is less than PC operation. In the second column,
the fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for teleporting input co-
herent state is shown. Gray shaded region corresponds to
∆FNG > 0 with F > 1/2. For squeezing and transmis-
sivity in the gray shaded parameter region, it is advan-
tageous to perform non-Gaussian operations. A detailed
quantitative analysis for non-Gaussian TMSV states can
be found in Ref. [27].

FIG. 12. First column: Success probability of different non-
Gaussian operations on the TMSV state. Second column:
Fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for the teleportation of input
coherent states using different non-Gaussian TMSV resource
states. Gray shaded region corresponds to ∆FNG > 0 with
F > 1/2.

We shall now embark upon the examination of the suc-
cess probaility and fidelity enhancement rendered by the
non-Gaussian TMST states. We present the results in
Figs. 13 and 14 for κ = 3/4 and 1, respectively. We
note that the magnitude of success probability of non-
Gaussian operations on TMST states is reduced as com-
pared to non-Gaussian operations on TMSV states.

We now discuss the fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for
the teleportation of input coherent state. In addition to
the gray shaded region, we see the appearance of black
shaded region corresponds to ∆FNG > 0 but F < 1/2.
We see that a vertical straight line along the transmissiv-
ity ordinate divides the black shaded region to the other
parameter region.

Here, we offer an explanation for the emergence of
straight lines and F < 1/2 in the case of the PSTMST
state (Figs. 13(b) and 14(b)). The classical nature of
the TMST state persists until the condition e−2rκ < 1/2
is satisfied. Specifically, for κ = 3/4 and 1, the TMST
state is a classical state when r is less than 0.20 and 0.35,
respectively. Since a PS operation is incapable of trans-
forming a classical state into nonclassical state [49], the
teleportation fidelity via classical resource state remains
lower than 1/2.
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FIG. 13. First column: Success probability of different non-
Gaussian operations on the TMST state. Second column:
Fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for the teleportation of input
coherent states using different non-Gaussian TMST resource
states. Gray (black) shaded region corresponds to ∆FNG > 0
with F > 1/2 (F < 1/2). We have taken κ = 0.75.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we explored the significance of PS, PA,
and PC operations on the TMST state in the context of
quantum teleportation. Our findings demonstrate that
these non-Gaussian operations can improve the perfor-
mance of quantum teleportation. Additionally, our prac-
tical scheme allows us to factor in the success probability.
When accounting for success probability, we observe that
single PC and single PS operations prove to be optimal
at low and intermediate squeezing levels for the quantum
teleportation of input coherent states.
Our analysis addresses questions about whether the

PC operation can enhance teleportation fidelity and how
it compares with PS and PA operations. This analy-
sis also helped answer the problem posed in posed in
Ref. [34] regarding the utility of the PCTMST state in
quantum teleportation.
While TMSV states are more advantageous for quan-

tum tasks, such states may not exist as pure states de-
grade to mixed states due to experimental imperfections
and inevitable losses. The transformed mixed state is
similar to the TMST state, rendering the analysis of
TMST states important [3, 50–54].
The Wigner characteristic function for the non-

Gaussian TMST states derived in this work is not avail-
able in the existing literature to the best of our knowl-
edge. The introduction of this particular expression
will serve as a valuable addition to the literature and

FIG. 14. First column: Success probability of different non-
Gaussian operations on the TMST state. Second column:
Fidelity enhancement ∆FNG for the teleportation of input
coherent states using different non-Gaussian TMST resource
states. Gray (black) shaded region corresponds to ∆FNG > 0
with F > 1/2 (F < 1/2). We have taken κ = 1.

prove indispensable in the exploration of CV QIP pro-
tocols dealing with non-Gaussian TMST states. It will
also be useful in the characterization of non-Gaussian
TMST via quantifying nonlocality [55], steering [56], en-
tanglement [57], non-Gaussianity [58, 59] and nonclassi-
cality [60].

Appendix A: Phase space approach to CV systems

Our system of concern is a multi-mode system consist-
ing of n non-interacting bosonic modes. The combined
Hilbert space of such a system is given by the tensor prod-
uct of the Hilbert spaces corresponding to the individual
modes, H⊗n = ⊗n

i=1Hi Here, Hi denotes the Hilbert
space of the ith mode. We represent the quadrature op-
erators corresponding to the ith mode of our system by
q̂i and p̂i . Then the set of quadrature operators of our
n-mode system can be written as [1, 2, 61–63]

ξ̂ = (ξ̂i) = (q̂1, p̂1, . . . , q̂n, p̂n)
T , i = 1, 2, . . . , 2n.

(A1)
The commutation relation between these quadrature op-
erators can be expressed as (in natural units)

[ξ̂i, ξ̂j ] = iΩij , (i, j = 1, 2, ..., 2n), (A2)

where

Ω =

n⊕

k=1

(
0 1

−1 0

)
(A3)
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is the symplectic form on n modes.
Further, we define the photon annihilation operator

for the ith mode as, âi = 1√
2
(q̂i + ip̂i). In this article,

two Gaussian operations namely, beam splitter operation
Bij(T ) and two mode squeezing operation Sij(r) is of
special interest. The action of these Gaussian operations
on the quadrature operators can be described through
the following transformation matrices:

Bij(T ) :

[
ξ̂i
ξ̂j

]
7→
[ √

T 12

√
1− T 12

−
√
1− T 12

√
T 12

][
ξ̂i
ξ̂j

]
,

(A4)

Sij(r) :

[
ξ̂i
ξ̂j

]
7→
[
cosh r 12 sinh rZ

sinh rZ cosh r 12

][
ξ̂i
ξ̂j

]
, (A5)

where ξ̂ = (q̂i, p̂i)
T , 12 is the 2×2 identity matrix and Z =

diag(1, −1). The TMST state is generated by applying
the two mode squeezing operator on two uncorrelated
thermal modes.
Now we introduce the Wigner characteristic function

for representing a given density operator in the phase
space formalism. The Wigner characteristic function of
an n-mode CV system with density operator ρ̂ is given
by

χ(Λ) = Tr[ρ̂ exp(−iΛTΩξ̂)], (A6)

where ξ = (q̂1, p̂1, . . . q̂n, p̂n)
T , Λ = (Λ1,Λ2, . . .Λn)

T with
Λi = (τi, σi)

T ∈ R2.
It is worth noting that both the density operator for-

malism and the phase space approach using Wigner char-
acteristic function are equivalent descriptions of CV sys-
tems. However in this article, we have exclusively used
the latter for the sake of mathematical convenience.
For a single mode Fock state |n〉, the corresponding

Wigner characteristic function can be obtained through
Eq. (A6) and turns out to be:

χ|n〉(τ, σ) = exp

[
−τ2

4
− σ2

4

]
Ln

(
τ2

2
+

σ2

2

)
. (A7)

In the above equation, Ln(x) is the Laguerre polynomial
which belongs to the set of the classical orthogonal poly-
nomials. The Laguerre polynomial in the above equa-
tion can be substituted with its corresponding generating
function:

χ|n〉(τ, σ) = exp

[
−τ2

4
− σ2

4

]
F̂ e2st+s(τ+iσ)−t(τ−iσ),

(A8)
with

F̂ =
1

2nn!

∂n

∂ sn
∂n

∂ tn
{•}s=t=0. (A9)

The first order quadrature moments associated with our
n-mode CV system described by the density operator ρ̂
can be defined as

d = 〈ξ̂〉 = Tr[ρ̂ξ̂]. (A10)

The second order quadrature moments can be repre-
sented in the form of the following matrix:

V = (Vij) =
1

2
〈{∆ξ̂i,∆ξ̂j}〉, (A11)

where ∆ξ̂i = ξ̂i−〈ξ̂i〉, and { , } denotes anti-commutator.
The above matrix, termed as covariance matrix, is a sym-
metric square matrix of order 2n with all of its entries
real.
The states for which the quasi-probability distributions

take on a Gaussian form are termed as Gaussian states.
As a result, the characteristic functions corresponding
to these distributions also turn out to be Gaussian as
they are related to their corresponding distributions via
a Fourier transform. These states are relatively simpler
for analysis as their first and second order moments are
sufficient to describe them. As stated earlier, in this ar-
ticle, we have utilized the Wigner characteristic function
approach as it eases the mathematical complexity. We
can write the Wigner characteristic function for a Gaus-
sian state as follows [2, 64]:

χ(Λ) = exp[−1

2
ΛT (ΩV ΩT )Λ − i(Ωd)TΛ]. (A12)

Here d and V have their usual meanings as in Eqs. (A10)
and (A11). The above equation can be used to obtain the
Wigner characteristic function of a single mode coherent
state:

χcoh(Λ) = exp

[
−1

4
(τ2 + σ2)− i(τdp − σdx)

]
, (A13)

where dx and dp are related to the displacement vector
as d = (dx, dp)

T . Similarly, we can obtain the Wigner
characteristic function of a single mode squeezed vacuum
state with squeezing r from Eq. (A12):

χsqv(Λ) = exp

[
−1

4
(τ2e2r + σ2e−2r)

]
. (A14)

Consider our system of interest being subjected to a
symplectic transformation S. The state of our system
represented by the density operator ρ̂ will then change
to ρ → U(S) ρ̂U(S)†, where U(S) is the infinite dimen-
sional unitary operator corresponding to the symplectic
transformation S. Under the symplectic transformation
S, the first and second moments transform as d → Sd
and V → SV ST , respectively. The Wigner character-
isic function changes from χ(Λ) to χ(S−1Λ).

Appendix B: Matrices

M1 =
−1

4a0




a1 0 a2 0

0 a1 0 −a2
a2 0 a3 0

0 −a2 0 a3


 , (B1)
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where

a0 =4κ2r21r
2
2 + γ

(
1− t21t

2
2

)
+ Γ1Γ2

a1 =4Γ1κ
2r22 + γ

(
1 + t21t

2
2

)
+ Γ2r

2
1

a2 =− 16αβκt1t2

a3 =4Γ2κ
2r21 + γ

(
1 + t21t

2
2

)
+ Γ1r

2
2

(B2)

Here Γi = (1+Ti), ti =
√
Ti, and ri =

√
1− Ti (i = 1, 2).

Further α = sinh r, β = cosh r, and γ = 4κ(α2 + β2).

M2 =
1

a0




b1 ib1 b2 −ib2
b3 ib1 −b2 −ib2
b4 −ib4 b5 ib5
−b4 −ib4 b6 ib5
b7 ib7 b8 −ib8
−b7 ib7 −b8 −ib8
b9 −ib9 b10 ib10
−b9 −ib9 −b10 ib10




, (B3)

where

b1 =r1
(
γ + Γ2 + 4κ2r22

)

b2 =− 8αβκr1t1t2

b3 =− r1
(
γ + Γ2 + 4κ2r22

)

b4 =− 8αβκr2t1t2

b5 =r2
(
γ + Γ1 + 4κ2r21

)

b6 =− r2
(
γ + Γ1 + 4κ2r21

)

b7 =r1t1
(
Γ2 + 4κ2r22 − γt22

)

b8 =8αβκr1t2

b9 =8αβκr2t1

b10 =r2t2
(
Γ1 + 4κ2r21 − γt21

)

(B4)

M3 =
1

a0




0 c1 c2 0 0 c3 c4 0

c1 0 0 c2 c3 0 0 c4
c2 0 0 c5 c6 0 0 c7
0 c2 c5 0 0 c6 c7 0

0 c3 c6 0 0 c8 c9 0

c3 0 0 c6 c8 0 0 c9
c4 0 0 c7 c9 0 0 c10
0 c4 c7 0 0 c9 c10 0




(B5)

where

c1 =r21
(
γ + Γ2 + 4κ2r22

)

c2 =8αβκr1r2t1t2

c3 =t1
(
2Γ2 + γr22

)

c4 =− 8αβκr1r2t1

c5 =r22
(
γ + Γ1 + 4κ2r21

)

c6 =− 8αβκr1r2t2

c7 =t2
(
2Γ1 + γr21

)

c8 =r21
(
−Γ2 + 4κ2r22 + γt22

)

c9 =8αβκr1r2

c10 =r22
(
−Γ1 + 4κ2r21 + γt21

)

(B6)
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