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We introduce the Piquasso quantum
programming framework, a full-stack
open-source software platform for the
simulation and programming of photonic
quantum computers. Piquasso can be
programmed via a high-level Python pro-
gramming interface enabling users to per-
form efficient quantum computing with
discrete and continuous variables. Via op-
tional high-performance C++ backends,
Piquasso provides state-of-the-art perfor-
mance in the simulation of photonic quan-
tum computers. The Piquasso framework
is supported by an intuitive web-based
graphical user interface where the users
can design quantum circuits, run compu-
tations, and visualize the results.

1 Introduction
In the last decade, there has been great
progress in creating quantum computer proto-
types. Among the many proposals, the relevance
of photonic quantum computers increased due to
recent demonstrations of possible photonic quan-
tum advantage schemes [1–3] and the develop-
Zoltán Kolarovszki: kolarovszki.zoltan@wigner.hun-ren.hu
Zoltán Zimborás: zimboras.zoltan@wigner.hun-ren.hu

ment of feasible fault-tolerant quantum compu-
tation methods [4–6].

In parallel with the progress on quantum hard-
ware prototypes, the need for quantum computer
simulators, and generally quantum software, has
been steadily increasing. There are manifold rea-
sons why classical simulators are needed: Current
quantum devices are still noisy, so it is instructive
to compare experimental results with the ideal
noiseless outcomes obtained from the simulator.
Moreover, one can study with noiseless simulators
the performance of new heuristic algorithms, e.g.,
quantum neural networks or variational quantum
eigensolvers. In addition to this, by implementing
flexible noise models in the simulator, one could
test the noise tolerance of quantum algorithms
and evaluate the usefulness of different error mit-
igation or even error correction schemes.

Consequently, in recent years plenty of quan-
tum computing simulation platforms have been
developed [7]. However, most of these focus on
qubit-based quantum computing. Much less de-
velopment has been done for photonic quantum
computation. Strawberry Fields [8], developed
by Xanadu, is an open-source quantum program-
ming platform built using Python [9], which con-
tains a simulator and can also serve as an in-
terface for existing hardware, e.g., the Borealis
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chip [10]. We should also mention here Perce-
val [11], Bosonic Qiskit [12] and GraphiQ [13].
Perceval developed by Quandela is also a frame-
work for simulating optical elements, however, it
does not aim to treat continuous-variable mod-
els of photonic quantum computation. Bosonic
Qiskit is also capable of simulating optical ele-
ments, however, it is primarily aimed at model-
ing hybrid quantum computation containing both
bosonic and qubit-based objects; and is less em-
phasized for photonic systems, it naturally lacks
some gates specific for photonic quantum com-
putation such as the Kerr and Cross-Kerr gates.
Finally, GraphiQ is a library dedicated to the sim-
ulation of photonic graph states, also selecting a
different application domain.

Considering the narrow selection of photonic
quantum computer simulators, we developed a
new photonic quantum computer simulator soft-
ware called Piquasso (PhotonIc QUAntum com-
puter Simulator SOftware). Creating a new
framework is beneficial for several reasons, for
example: (i) Rethinking existing classical simu-
lations might help in the development of more
efficient classical algorithms (see our torontonian
implementation [14] that was also taken over by
Strawberry Fields). (ii) New design choices can
be implemented that enable practical features dif-
ferent from the existing ones. In our case, these
are, e.g., the repeatability of the simulations via
seeding, the increase in the simulable number of
modes by the choice of Fock space truncation,
and the possibility of replacing or extending de-
fault calculations via plugins (e.g., see Sec. 4).
(iii) It can be useful to have multiple simulators
testing photonic hardware. (iii) One can enable
different numerical computing frameworks, e.g.,
TensorFlow [15] or JAX [16].

The article is structured as follows: Sec. 2
shortly summarizes the goals and main features of
Piquasso, while Sec. 3 describes the hierarchy of
the Piquasso platform and gives several code ex-
amples. Sec. 4 briefly introduces Piquasso Boost,
a C/C++ plugin for Piquasso that aims to in-
crease computational performance. The web user
interface of Piquasso is presented in Sec. 5. Fi-
nally, Appendix A summarizes the primary con-
cepts and basic calculations in photonic quantum
computing.

2 Goals

Our main aim with Piquasso is to enhance re-
search on quantum optical computation by pro-
viding an accessible platform for the simulation of
photonic quantum computers. On the one hand,
we intend to provide a user-friendly and easy-to-
extend system. On the other hand, we also focus
on boosting the efficiency of the computations ex-
ecuted during the simulation. With the develop-
ment of Piquasso, we seek to fulfill the following
criteria:

• Speed: In the Piquasso Boost extension, cal-
culations of several classically computation-
ally hard quantities are rewritten in C/C++
in order to enable more efficient calculations.

• Extendability: Piquasso comes with a pub-
lic interface to enable users to customize
instructions and calculations or even to
create new simulators and quantum state
datatypes.

• Repeatability: For non-deterministic com-
putations, one can extract the seed of the
random number generation, save it, and re-
peat the same simulation later.

• Intuitive user interface: In the user interface,
one can specify high-level instructions like an
interferometer, a general Gaussian gate, or
even a graph embedding.

• Quantum Machine Learning support: Ten-
sorFlow is an end-to-end machine learning
platform [15], which supports automatic dif-
ferentiation. The simulation of pure Fock
states can be performed using TensorFlow
as a calculation backend. This way, one can
compute the gradient of certain simulations
and use it for machine learning purposes.
Moreover, Piquasso also supports the JAX
machine learning framework for performing
backend calculations.
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3 Piquasso Platform
Piquasso is an open source software1, designed to
provide a simple, accessible interface, which en-
ables users to extend the built-in simulators or
define new ones. It is written using Python [9],
a language already familiar with scientific com-
putations. Using pip, it can simply be installed
from PyPI using

pip install piquasso

As a dependency, the NumPy scientific comput-
ing package is installed [17], which is also a help-
ful companion for writing programs for scientific
computing purposes. It is important to note, that
using Piquasso only assumes basic knowledge of
Python, as illustrated by the Code snippet 1.

3.1 Hierarchy
The schematic dependence between Piquasso ob-
jects is illustrated in Fig. 1. Piquasso is struc-
tured in a way that a single Program instance only
contains Preparation, Gate, Measurement and Channel

instances. Strictly speaking, no other information
is needed in the program definition. To specify
the instruction, the following syntaxes could be
followed:

1 # Single instruction on RHS
2 pq.Q([ MODES ]) | [INSTR ]([ PARAMS ])
3

4 # Single instruction on LHS
5 [INSTR ]([ PARAMS ]) | pq.Q([ MODES ])
6

7 # Multiple instructions on RHS
8 pq.Q([ MODES ]) | [ INSTR_1 ]([ PARAMETERS ])

| ... | [ INSTR_N ]([ PARAMS ])

where

• [MODES] is a sequence of non-negative integers
representing the modes on which the instruc-
tion should act. As a syntactic sugar, it is
permitted to write all to specify all modes if
applicable, or to leave it out entirely;

• [INSTR], [INSTR_1], ..., [INSTR_M] are in-
struction classes, by which preparations,
gates, channels, or measurements can be de-
fined;

1The source code made available at https://github.
com/Budapest-Quantum-Computing-Group/piquasso,
and the documentation is published at https:
//docs.piquasso.com/. This document refers to
version 4.0.0.

• [PARAMS] are the parameters specific for each
instruction.

The Simulator instance contains the Config in-
stance and the State instance. Config contains
the necessary data to perform simulation (e.g.,
Planck constant, Fock space cutoff), and the
State instance holds the representation of the
quantum state described in Sec. A.3.

After the simulation is executed, the result ob-
ject contains all the samples under result.samples

and the resulting quantum state under result.

state.

3.2 Built-in simulators

Piquasso allows the simulation of special sce-
narios, such as computation using solely Gaus-
sian states or pure Fock states, since this yields
benefits in execution time and memory usage.
For example, considering the case when only
pure Gaussian states and gates are used in the
photonic circuit, one might consider using the
GaussianSimulator, which is more efficient than the
PureFockSimulator for several use cases.

3.2.1 Fock simulators

Piquasso supports a separate simulator dedicated
to working with quantum states in the Fock rep-
resentation. In this simulator, the states are rep-
resented in the occupation number basis (see Ap-
pendix A). When no mixed states are required
during the simulation, it is sufficient to use the
PureFockSimulator class instead of the more gen-
eral FockSimulator. An example usage of the
PureFockSimulator class is shown in Code snip-
pet 2.

Naturally, Fock simulators have a high memory
usage due to storing the state vector or density
matrix. The Fock space (see, Eq. (A.9) in Ap-
pendix A) has to be truncated with a cutoff par-
ticle number c determined by the user, i.e., the
simulator calculates in the space defined by

Fc
B(Cd) =

c−1⊕
λ=0

(
Cd
)∨λ

. (1)

The cutoff c sets a limit on the total particle num-
ber in the system, which is more memory efficient
than the limit on the particle number on each
mode, as will be discussed in detail in Sec. 3.3.1.
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1 import numpy as np
2 import piquasso as pq
3

4 # Beginning of program definition
5 with pq. Program () as program :
6 # Initializing vacuum state
7 pq.Q(all) | pq. Vacuum ()
8

9 # Quantum Gates
10 pq.Q(0) | pq. Displacement (r=1.0)
11 pq.Q(1) | pq. Displacement (r=1.0)
12 pq.Q(0) | pq. Squeezing (r=0.1 , phi=np.pi / 3)
13 pq.Q(0, 1) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 3, phi = np.pi / 4)
14

15 # Measurement
16 pq.Q(0, 1) | pq. ParticleNumberMeasurement ()
17

18 # Choosing a simulator
19 simulator = pq. GaussianSimulator (d=2)
20

21 # Execution
22 result = simulator . execute (program , shots =100)

Code snippet 1: Basic Piquasso code example. On line 5, the program definition starts with a with statement that
will result in a Program instance. In this block, all the instructions should be specified. The pq.Q class is used to
specify the modes on which the instructions on the other side of the | or __or__ operator are supposed to act.
After the program definition, a GaussianSimulator instance is created with two modes, and the result is acquired by
executing program with simulator. The execution parameter shots=100 is specified in order to acquire 100 samples
from the measurement. The imports are omitted in further code snippets.

3.2.2 Pure Fock simulator with TensorFlow sup-
port

A substantial part of Quantum Machine Learning
algorithms are developed for photonic architec-
tures. Consequently, we gave special attention to
enabling the differentiation of photonic circuits.

Piquasso uses the automatic differentiation ca-
pabilities of TensorFlow [15]. When simulating
a photonic circuit, the Jacobian of the resulting
state vector after applying the layers consisting
of optical gates can automatically be differenti-
ated. However, in TensorFlow Eager mode, cus-
tom gradients can be implemented to increase
performance instead of using the automatic dif-
ferentiation of built-in TensorFlow functions. No-
tably, the Jacobians of gate matrices correspond-
ing to linear optical gates can be calculated [18].
Moreover, one can also differentiate the opera-
tion of applying a gate to a state vector, which is
implemented in Piquasso.

In Piquasso, automatic differentiation is imple-
mented through TensorflowCalculator, where the
simulation is restricted to pure Fock states. An
example usage can be seen in Code snippet 5 im-
plementing a CVQNN layer for a single mode.

For multiple modes, the circuit definition is sim-
ilar but less concise.

3.2.3 Gaussian simulator

The Gaussian simulator represents Gaussian
quantum states in the phase space formalism,
i.e., the states are stored via their mean vec-
tors and their covariance matrices according to
Eq. (A.33) in Appendix A. An example usage of
the GaussianSimulator class is shown in Code snip-
pet 3.

The state inside the Gaussian simulator is
evolved by

µ 7→ Sµ,

σ 7→ SσST , (2)

where S is the symplectic representation corre-
sponding to the unitary evolution and relates to
S(c) from Eq. (A.24) in Appendix A.

The supported gates are the ones with only up
to quadratic terms in their Hamiltonians. Note
that some measurements do not alter the state
after measurement since the resulting state is not
a Gaussian state.
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Config State

Simulator

Preparation Gate Measurement Channel

Program

Simulator.execute

Result

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of executing a Piquasso program. The Config and (optional) initial State object should
be specified to the Simulator. The dotted line between Config and State indicates that State also depends on the
Config for calculations after execution, but it is generally injected into State by the Simulator. The Instruction
instances should be specified for the single Program instance. Then the Program instance should be specified to
Simulator.execute to perform the calculations and yield a Result instance.

1 with pq. Program () as program :
2 pq.Q(all) | pq. StateVector ((1, 1, 1)) / np.sqrt (2)
3 pq.Q(all) | pq. StateVector ((0, 1, 1)) / np.sqrt (2)
4

5 pq.Q(1 ,2) | pq. CrossKerr (xi=np.pi / 4)
6

7 pq.Q(all) | pq. ParticleNumberMeasurement ()
8

9 config = pq. Config ( cutoff =4)
10 simulator = pq. PureFockSimulator (d=3, config = config )
11 result = simulator . execute (program , shots =1000)
12 print( result . samples ) # [(0, 1, 1), (0, 1, 1), ...

Code snippet 2: Example usage of PureFockSimulator, where the initial state is specified as 1√
2 (|111⟩ + |011⟩).

For simulations where the states are represented in the Fock space, a Fock space cutoff needs to be specified in a
pq.Config instance, which is then passed to PureFockSimulator as a constructor parameter. The FockSimulator can
be parametrized similarly.

The Gaussian simulator is generally faster and
more precise than performing the same simula-
tion with the Fock simulator from Sec. 3.2.1. It
also has a lower memory usage, since the mean
vector and covariance matrix in Eq. (A.33) from
Appendix A requires considerably less memory
than a density matrix over the Fock space.

3.2.4 Boson Sampling simulator

Boson Sampling (BS) is a well-known linear op-
tical quantum computing protocol introduced by
Aaronson and Arkhipov [19], which consists of
sampling from the probability distribution of
identical bosons scattered by a linear interfer-

ometer. Although in principle it applies to any
bosonic system, its photonic version is the most
natural one. While not universal, BS is strongly
believed to be a classically computationally hard
task. Traditionally its hardness has been shown
in the collision-free regime d ≫ n2 [19], but re-
cently proof techniques have been extended to
cover also a more feasible scenario in which d
scales linearly with n [20].

In the standard BS scenario, depicted in Fig. 3,
the input state is usually given by the occupation-
number description

∣∣∣S⃗〉 = |s1, s2, . . . sd⟩ with

n =
∑d

i=1 si number of photons. Typically the
si’s are chosen to be 1’s and 0’s. The photons
are then scattered in a generic passive linear op-

5



1 simulator = pq. GaussianSimulator (d=5)
2

3 with pq. Program () as program :
4 pq.Q(all) | pq. Vacuum ()
5

6 for i in range (5):
7 pq.Q(i) | pq. Squeezing (r=0.1) | pq. Displacement (r=1.0)
8

9 pq.Q(0 ,1) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 3)
10 pq.Q(2 ,3) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 4)
11 pq.Q(3 ,4) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 5)
12

13 pq.Q(all) | pq. ParticleNumberMeasurement ()
14

15 result = simulator . execute (program , shots =1000)
16 print( result . samples )
17 # [(0, 1, 1, 2, 2), (1, 3, 0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 0, 0, 3) ,...

Code snippet 3: Example usage of GaussianSimulator. This simulator enables fast simulation of Gaussian states,
which are states that can be constructed via linear optical gates from the vacuum (or from single-mode thermal states
in the mixed case). In this example, these linear gates are the squeezing, the displacement, and the beamsplitter
gates. The program definition is concluded with a photon detection on all modes. Finally, the program is be executed
via the simulator with 100 shots.

1 with pq. Program () as program :
2 pq.Q(all) | pq. StateVector ((1, 2, 0, 2, 1))
3

4 pq.Q(1 ,2) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 3)
5 pq.Q(2 ,3) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 4)
6 pq.Q(0 ,1) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 5)
7 pq.Q(3 ,4) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 6)
8

9 pq.Q(all) | pq. ParticleNumberMeasurement ()
10

11 simulator = pq. SamplingSimulator (d=5)
12 result = simulator . execute (program , shots =1000)
13 print( result . samples ) # [(0, 1, 2, 1, 2), (2, 0, 3, 0, 1), ...

Code snippet 4: Example usage of SamplingSimulator, which is specifically tailored for the Boson Sampling algorithm.
Compared to PureFockSimulator, this simulator is restricted in a way that only StateVector can be used as
preparation, only ParticleNumberMeasurement as measurement, and only passive linear elements as gates.
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Figure 2: Comparison of execution time and photon loss
for Piquasso (version 4.0.0) and Strawberry Fields (ver-
sion 0.23.0) Fock simulation. The benchmark was ex-
ecuted on 8 modes for 4 CVQNN layers, with variable
global or local cutoff values. The range of global cut-
off in Piquasso simulations was [3, 15] and the range of
local cutoff in Strawberry Fields simulations was [3, 8].
For lower execution times, the photon loss and execution
time values are averaged over 100 runs, while only 1 cal-
culation is executed when the calculation time surpasses
60s. The interferometers in the CVQNN layers were
generated by uniform random angles in the Clements
decomposition, the squeezing and displacement param-
eters were chosen as 0.1, and the Kerr gate parameters
were chosen from the uniform distribution on [0, 1]. The
benchmark was executed on a Intel Xeon E5-2650 pro-
cessor platform.

tical interferometer described by a d × d unitary
U . As a passive linear circuit preserves the par-
ticle number, the state vector is an element of
the

(n+d−1
d−1

)
dimensional n-particle subspace dur-

ing the entire evolution. Finally, a particle num-
ber measurement is performed on each mode,
and the probability of the measurement outcome∣∣∣T⃗〉 = (t1, t2, . . . , td) is given by the permanent
introduced in Eq. (A.43) from Appendix A.

An example usage of the SamplingSimulator class
is shown in Code snippet 4. The available gates
are passive linear gates, and the only available
measurement for this simulator is photon detec-
tion.

The effect of Gaussian losses on Boson Sam-
pling can also be simulated in Piquasso. The sim-
plest type is the pure-loss channel (with loss η)
on a mode, which can be modeled as an inter-

action of the mode with an environmental mode
through a beamsplitter with transmittivity and
reflectivity parameters t = √

η and r =
√

1 − η,
see Fig. 4.

Given that the number of particles in the out-
put states is generally smaller than in the in-
puts, one can no longer use a unitary (particle
number preserving) matrix to model the interfer-
ometer. Instead, one has to use a matrix A for
which AA† ≤ I, where I denotes the identity (of
proper size). Using SVD, A can be rewritten as
A = V diag(µ)W , where V and W are unitaries,
and µ = (√η1,

√
η2, ...,

√
ηm) is the vector of sin-

gular values. The values ηi ∈ [0, 1] can be inter-
preted as transmissions on the i-th mode [21–23].

In Piquasso, we implement state-of-the-art al-
gorithms for simulating ideal and lossy Boson
Sampling. The fastest known algorithm for sim-
ulating Boson Sampling is version B of the algo-
rithm proposed by Clifford & Clifford in 2020 [24].
Via Piquasso Boost, it is possible to use an en-
hanced algorithm, described in Ref. [25].

3.3 Benchmarks
During the development of Piquasso, several
questions arose regarding its performance. To an-
swer these present and future questions, the algo-
rithms are regularly examined and profiled using
certain benchmarks and scripts. In this section,
we present some of the current benchmarks in de-
tail.

3.3.1 Losses due to cutoff in Fock simulator

As already discussed in Sec. 3.2.1, when using
PureFockSimulator and FockSimulator, the trunca-
tion of the bosonic Fock space in Eq. (1) may
introduce particle losses during the simulation.
Storing a state vector using the truncated bosonic
Fock space requires

dimC
(
Fc

B(Cd)
)

=
(
d+ c− 1
c− 1

)
(3)

complex numbers to be stored. This truncation
amounts to a “global” cutoff, discarding any con-
tribution to the state vector corresponding to a
higher total particle number than the cutoff c.
Note, that storing the state vector with a “local”
cutoff instead would restrict the particle num-
ber for each mode individually. As a result, a
pure state would practically be implemented as

7



1 cutoff = 7 # Fock space truncation
2 target_state = tf. constant ([...])
3

4 # The neural network weights
5 weights = tf. Variable (
6 [...] # List of weights
7 )
8

9 # Program definition with single CV neural
10 # network layer
11 with pq. Program () as program :
12 pq.Q() | pq. Vacuum ()
13 pq.Q() | pq. Phaseshifter ( weights [0])
14 pq.Q() | pq. Squeezing ( weights [1])
15 pq.Q() | pq. Phaseshifter ( weights [2])
16 pq.Q() | pq. Displacement ( weights [3])
17 pq.Q() | pq.Kerr( weights [4])
18

19 # Enabling automatic differentiation via ‘TensorflowCalculator ‘
20 simulator = pq. PureFockSimulator (
21 d=1,
22 config =pq. Config ( cutoff = cutoff ),
23 calculator =pq. TensorflowCalculator ()
24 )
25

26 with tf. GradientTape () as tape:
27 # Simulating ‘program ‘ using ‘simulator ‘
28 state = simulator . execute ( program ).state
29 state_vector = state. _state_vector
30

31 # Calculating the cost function ‘J‘
32 J = tf. reduce_sum (tf.abs( target_state_vector - state_vector ))
33

34 # Automatically differentiating the cost
35 # function by the CV neural network weights
36 gradients = tape. gradient (J, weights )

Code snippet 5: The definition of a single CVQNN layer using Piquasso on a single mode. By running the program
using the simulator inside a GradientTape context, one can extract a quantity from the circuit defined in program
which can be automatically differentiated.

1 with pq. Program () as program :
2 pq.Q(all) | pq. StateVector ((1, 2, 0, 2, 1))
3

4 pq.Q(1 ,2) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 3)
5 pq.Q(2 ,3) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 4)
6 pq.Q(0 ,1) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 5)
7 pq.Q(3 ,4) | pq. Beamsplitter (theta=np.pi / 6)
8

9 pq.Q(all) | pq.Loss( transmissivity =0.95)
10

11 pq.Q(all) | pq. ParticleNumberMeasurement ()
12

13 simulator = pq. SamplingSimulator (d=5)
14 result = simulator . execute (program , shots =1000)
15 print( result . samples ) # [(0, 1, 2, 1, 2), (2, 0, 3, 0, 1), ...

Code snippet 6: Example usage of SamplingSimulator using losses with 95% transmissivity modeled by the Loss
channel.
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Figure 3: Boson Sampling experiment setup. The in-
put state is an n-particle occupation number basis state,
with typically only one or zero particles on each mode.
The particles are then scattered through a (particle num-
ber preserving) interferometer U , which can be decom-
posed into two-mode beamsplitters. The output state is
then measured by number-resolving detectors.

Figure 4: Losses modeled by a beamsplitter. Assume
that a photon in a given mode has a survival probability
η ∈ [0, 1]. Such losses can theoretically be replaced by
a beamsplitter transporting photons to an inaccessible
mode, with an transition amplitude √

1 − η.

a tensor, which would require storing cd complex
numbers, significantly higher than the value us-
ing global cutoff. Hence, for equal values of lo-
cal cutoff and global cutoff, the state vector in
the truncated Fock space scenario generally has
fewer vector elements, possibly leading to a de-
crease in precision. On the bright side, one could
argue that the contributions that are left out by
using a global cutoff instead of a local one have
small coefficients in most cases. Moreover, af-
ter the truncation using the global cutoff (for
example on squeezed coherent states), the ap-
plication of passive elements (e.g., Beamsplitter,
Cross-Kerr) will not lead to further particle loss
during the simulation, while this is generally not
true for the local cutoff. To illuminate this differ-
ence, the loss of probabilities has been calculated
in two scenarios and illustrated in Fig. 2, where
Piquasso implements a global cutoff, as opposed
to the local cutoff implementation of Strawberry
Fields. The benchmark was executed for 8 modes

and 4 continuous-variable quantum neural net-
work (CVQNN) layers, as described in [26]. This
benchmark shows that for any photon loss, the
Piquasso Fock simulator implementing the global
cutoff has a lower execution time than Strawberry
Fields with a local cutoff.

3.3.2 Benchmarking Tensorflow support

For machine learning purposes, a fast calculation
of the gradient corresponding to a photonic cir-
cuit has the utmost importance. To illustrate the
ability of Piquasso to perform such tasks swiftly,
benchmarks we have performed assessing the cal-
culation time of the gradient of a certain cost
function. More specifically, the benchmarks in-
troduced in this section are based on one learning
step in a state learning algorithm, i.e., training a
quantum circuit to fit a certain target state [27].
The parameters of the quantum gates consisting
of a single layer in the photonic circuit repre-
sent weights in the photonic neural network, and
hence the gradient is calculated by these parame-
ters. For simplicity, the circuit in the benchmarks
consists of a single neural network layer.

Considering a target state |ψtarget⟩, we can de-
fine a cost function based on the distance of the
output state and the desired target state induced
by the 2-norm as

J(|ψ⟩) = |||ψ⟩ − |ψtarget⟩||2 , (4)

where |ψ⟩ is the resulting state after executing the
circuit, depending on the weights of the neural
network.

The calculation times of the cost function gra-
dients are shown for Piquasso and Strawberry
Fields in Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b, respectively. The
benchmarks are executed for cutoffs 5, 6 and 7 for
both Piquasso and Strawberry Fields, with an in-
creasing number of modes. Due to the nature of
the local cutoff (see Section 3.3.1) implemented
in Strawberry Fields, its benchmark could not
be executed for larger systems, which can be at-
tributed to its excessive memory usage. In the Pi-
quasso benchmark, the execution times increase
exponentially for a given cutoff by increasing the
number of modes, and the exponent appears to
be linear. In the Strawberry Fields benchmark,
the calculation times hit the exponential wall (in
the logarithmic scale) with increasing number of
modes. In conclusion, the approaches using the
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local and global cutoff have a significant scaling
difference in terms of the calculation time.

For repetitive tasks, it can be beneficial to
compile Piquasso code using TensorflowCalculator

into a callable TensorFlow graph, using tf.

function. This feature, after the initial trace-
compilation is executed, provides a significant
speedup in PureFockSimulator by executing the op-
timized TensorFlow graph. A basic example is
given by Code snippet 7. The graph execution via
Piquasso is compared to Strawberry Fields with
a benchmark on Figure 6, which shows a signifi-
cant speedup of the compiled Piquasso code over
Strawberry Fields.

3.4 Extending Piquasso

Piquasso is customizable by subclassing the ab-
stract classes in the API as shown in Code
snippet 8. As an example, if the user
only wants to customize a computation-heavy
function, the new function could be spec-
ified by overriding the NumpyCalculator class,
which could be defined in a Simulator class as
seen in Code snippet 9. Currently supported
built-in calculators are NumpyCalculator (default),
TensorflowCalculator and JaxCalculator.

One notable example of custom implementa-
tion is the Piquasso Boost plugin, see Sec. 4. Pi-
quasso Boost defines custom simulators, which
use lower-level C/C++ code for calculations. Pi-
quasso Boost can be used along Piquasso with
ease as demonstrated by Code snippet 10.

4 Piquasso Boost C/C++ package

In order to increase computational performance
while keeping the benefits coming from the flex-
ibility and the popularity of a high-level Python
API, the Piquasso simulation package comes with
low-level C++ engines that can be optionally
incorporated into the Piquasso framework via
lightweight Python C++ extensions interface 2.

2The source code is made available at https:
//github.com/Budapest-Quantum-Computing-Group/
piquassoboost.

4.1 Technical considerations behind Piquasso
Boost

The Piquasso Boost package unifies all of the
C/C++ computing engines working behind the
Piquasso API into a uniform package by a general
development framework equipped with an auto-
matic and thread-safe garbage collector, which is
also compatible with the Python garbage collec-
tor providing a possibility to share data arrays
between the Python and the C/C++ sides at the
same time. This way the overhead of the Python-
C/C++ interface becomes significantly reduced
which enables us to make use of C/C++ speedup
even at relatively short operations.

The parallelism in the Piquasso Boost pack-
age is governed by the Threading Building Block
(TBB) library [28] providing an efficient task-
oriented parallel programming model to achieve
an optimal workload balance among the acces-
sible execution units of the underlying hardware
avoiding any over-subscription of the resources.
Consequently, the parallelized components of the
Piquasso Boost library can be combined without
the cost of performance drop-down.

Piquasso Boost utilizes state-of-the-art algo-
rithms to ensure the most favorable scaling of
the number of floating point operations with the
problem size. To further reduce the computa-
tional time, the structure of the code was de-
signed to keep the number of memory operations
as low as possible, as well. This is achieved
by reusing data already loaded into the cache
lines of the CPU units whenever it is possible.
The register level parallelism via portable SIMD
instruction is provided by the incorporation of
low-level BLAS and self-written AVX/AVX2 and
AVX512F kernels. These kernels provide signifi-
cant speedup in calculations involving double pre-
cision floating point representation, while in the
case of extended precision calculations (for ex-
ample, in some parts of the hafnian calculators)
such vectorization possibility is not supported by
the hardware. Also, the interplay of MPI and
TBB parallel libraries implemented in the Pi-
quasso Boost library provides high scalability in
HPC environments allowing the spawn of heavy
computational tasks across several cluster nodes.
However, it should be noted that the compilation
of the package with MPI support is optional.
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(a) Cost function gradient calculation times in Piquasso (ver-
sion 4.0.0) increasing number of modes and with cutoff values
c = 5, 6, 7. The cost function is defined by Eq. (4).

(b) Cost function gradient calculation times in Strawberry
Fields (version 0.23.0) with increasing number of modes and
with cutoff values c = 5, 6, 7. The cost function is defined
by Eq. (4). Data points were not collected for cutoff 6 and 7
when the number of modes is 9, due to the lack of memory.

Figure 5: Comparison of gradient calculation times of Piquasso using a global cutoff with the calculation times of
Strawberry Fields using a local cutoff. The computation times are averaged over 100 iterations. Our benchmarks
were performed using Intel Core i7-10700K @ 3.8 GHz and 32GB of RAM.

4.2 High performance computing engines

The Piquasso Boost library aims to provide a col-
lection of optimized engines to speed-up the eval-
uation of specific computational tasks. While the
scope of the C++-supported features is continu-
ously broadened, here we refer to the performance
benchmark on three high-complexity matrix func-
tions implemented in Piquasso Boost, such as
the permanent (A.44), the hafnian (A.42) and

the torontonian (A.47) (see Appendix A). These
functions play a central role in the simulation of
the different types of Boson Sampling. As dis-
cussed in Sec. 3.2.4, the permanent is the key
mathematical function determining the perfor-
mance of the Boson Sampling simulations. To in-
crease the maximal number of photons accounted
for in a simulation of an optical interferome-
ter Piquasso Boost implements the following for-
mula [25]:

per(B) = 1
2n−1

∑
∆

( d∏
k=1

(−1)∆k

(
tk
∆k

)) d∏
j=1

( d∑
k=1

(tk − 2∆k) ak,j

)sj

, (5)

where ∆ denotes the set of n-ary Gray codes.
This equation introduces a novel scalable ap-
proach to evaluate the permanent function based
on the BB/FG formula [29]. Utilizing the math-
ematical properties of reflected Gray code order-
ing [30], one may concurrently evaluate partitions
of the outer sum. Consequently, it facilitates par-
allel computation of the permanent.

We extended this approach to accommodate
scenarios where the input matrix exhibits column
or row multiplicities, representing multiple parti-
cles occupying a single photonic mode. This ex-

pansion is achieved by utilising a generalized n-
ary Gray code ordering for the outer sum in the
BB/FG permanent formula. The digits in this
code range from zero to the occupation number
of individual optical modes. This generalization
extends the applicability of the BB/FG formula,
reducing computational complexity, as exempli-
fied in recent work by [25] on high-performance
BS simulation.

The primary advantage of the BB/FG for-
mula, as opposed to the Ryser variant [31], lies
in the precision of the calculated permanent
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1 @tf. function
2 def calculate_cost (psi_target , w, cutoff ):
3 d = pq.cvqnn. get_number_of_modes (w.shape [1])
4

5 simulator = pq. PureFockSimulator (
6 d, pq. Config ( cutoff =cutoff , normalize =False),
7 calculator =pq. TensorflowCalculator ( decorate_with =tf. function ),
8 )
9

10 with tf. GradientTape () as tape:
11 cvqnn_layers = pq.cvqnn. create_layers (w)
12

13 program = pq. Program ( instructions =[pq. Vacuum ()] + cvqnn_layers . instructions )
14

15 simulator . execute ( program )
16

17 psi = simulator . execute ( program ).state. state_vector
18

19 cost = tf.math. reduce_sum (tf.math.abs(psi - psi_target ))
20

21 return cost , tape. gradient (cost , w)
22

23 # Size of the state vector in the truncated Fock space
24 state_vector_size = scipy. special .comb(d + cutoff - 1, cutoff - 1, exact=True)
25

26 psi_target = np. random .rand( state_vector_size ) + 1j * np. random .rand(
state_vector_size )

27

28 # Normalization
29 psi_target /= np.sum(np.abs( psi_target ))
30

31 cost , cost_grad = calculate_cost (psi_target , w, cutoff )

Code snippet 7: Basic example of using Piquasso PureFockSimulator with Tensorflow tf.function. The example uses
the pq.cvqnn module, which implements CVQNN layers. The calculate_loss function calculates the loss described
by Eq. (4) using a randomly generated target state vector. Note, that TensorflowCalculator is supplied with the
constructor argument decorate_with=tf.function in order to decrease the compilation time of the tracing step.
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Figure 6: Comparison of the calculation times
between the Piquasso PureFockSimulator using
TensorflowCalculator (version 4.0.0) with graph
compilation and the Strawberry Fields Fock backend
(version 0.23.0). During the calculation, the setup
described by Code snippet 7 was benchmarked with
4 CVQNN layers and cutoff 10 for both frameworks.
When the calculation times were under 1 second, the
results were averaged over 100 runs, otherwise over
10 runs. We were forced to stop the calculation with
Strawberry Fields due to excessive memory usage. The
benchmarks were executed on a AMD EPYC 7742P
Processor platform using 32 × 64GB of RAM.

value, extensively investigated in [25]. The nu-
merical experiments, conducted with the MPFR
multi-precision library [32], revealed that Ryser’s
formula significantly lags behind the BB/FG
method in terms of accuracy. This performance
gap is evident in both double and extended pre-
cision calculations.

The concept of the Gaussian Boson Sampling
(GBS), i.e., the photon detection measurement of
a general Gaussian state, was first introduced in
Refs. [33, 34]. Similarly to the conventional Bo-
son Sampling (BS), the classical resources needed
to take a sample from a complex probability dis-
tribution of Gaussian photonic states tend to
scale exponentially with the number of the in-
volved photons making the problem classically in-
tractable.

The complexity of taking a sample from a
Gaussian state is characterized by the evaluation
of a matrix function, called the hafnian (for de-
tails, see Refs. [33,35,36]). The hafnian of a ma-
trix can be considered as a generalization of the

permanent: instead of bipartite graphs, the haf-
nian enumerates the number of perfect match-
ings of a general graph. It was first introduced in
Ref. [37] in a study of bosonic quantum field the-
ory. For more details regarding Gaussian Boson
Sampling see Appendix A.4.2.

Currently, the state-of-the-art calculation of
the hafnian is the power trace algorithm with
time complexity O(n32n/2) as described in
Ref. [38]. The article also generalized the concept
of hafnian for graphs including loops (i.e., gener-
alized adjacency matrices containing nonzero di-
agonal elements) which enables the simulation of
GBS with displaced Gaussian states as well [38].
The so-called loop hafnian differs from the haf-
nian by the inclusion of corrections related to the
nonzero diagonal matrix elements.

The implementation of the hafnian can be
given in a Ryser-type (inclusion-exclusion) or a
Glynn-type strategy, as in the implementation of
the permanent function given in Refs. [29, 31].
In Fig. 7 we compare the performance of the
individual hafnian implementations. The fig-
ure shows the execution time of hafnian calcu-
lations obtained by the TheWalrus package and
the C++-empowered implementations of the Pi-
quasso Boost package. In the comparison, imple-
mentations that use the power trace algorithm are
considered. Since the hafnians were calculated
from randomly generated matrices in our com-
parison, there are no repeating columns/rows in
the matrices. According to our performance mea-
surements, the Piquasso Boost package calculates
the hafnian of matrices with size 20 ≤ n ≤ 60
on average 4 times faster than TheWalrus pack-
age with double floating-point precision using the
Glynn variant approach. (The performance com-
parison discussed in the following paragraphs is
derived by averaging the performance data over
the same matrix size 20 ≤ n ≤ 60). At larger in-
put matrices more accurate results might be ac-
quired by the long double implementation of the
Piquasso Boost package. The increased precision
comes with a penalty on the performance reduc-
ing the speed of hafnian evaluation by 6 times
compared to the double precision.

Regarding the Ryser-type evaluation of the haf-
nian, we experienced a notably bigger difference
between the Piquasso Boost and the TheWalrus
packages, enabling 18 times faster hafnian evalua-
tion using the Piquasso Boost package. For some
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1 class CustomSimulator (pq. Simulator ):
2 _state_class : Type[State] = CustomState
3

4 _config_class : Type[ Config ] = CustomConfig
5

6 _calculator_class : Type[ BaseCalculator ] = CustomCalculator
7

8 _instruction_map : Dict[Type[ Instruction ], Callable ] = {
9 CustomPreparation : calculate_custom_preparation ,

10 CustomGate : calculate_custom_gate ,
11 CustomMeasurement : calculate_custom_measurement ,
12 }

Code snippet 8: Defining a custom simulator class with customized functions for simulation. The _state_class
attribute serves to specify a custom state class that overrides State, and it is strictly required to specify one.

In addition, one can optionally specify a Config class with the _config_class class attribute. Some calculations
(like hafnian calculation) can be replaced by overriding, e.g., NumpyCalculator and setting the _calculator_class

attribute. Finally, one can specify calculation functions for custom instructions to be executed with the
_instruction_map attribute.

1 def custom_loop_hafnian_function (matrix , reduce_on ):
2 # Custom loop hafnian implementation goes here
3

4 # Creating a Calculator with the newly created function for computing loop_hafnians
5 class CustomCalculator ( NumpyCalculator ):
6 def loop_hafnian (self , matrix , reduce_on ):
7 return custom_loop_loop_hafnian_function (matrix , reduce_on )
8

9 # Creating the custom simulator instance
10 simulator = GaussianSimulator (d=5, calculator = CustomCalculator ())

Code snippet 9: Specifying the custom loop hafnian function that is injected into Piquasso. During simulations, the
newly created CustomCalculator.loop_hafnian function will be executed instead of the builtin loop hafnian function.

1 # Regular Piquasso program
2 with pq. Program () as program :
3 # Apply squeezing gates to all modes
4 pq.Q(0) | pq. Squeezing (r=0.1)
5 ...
6 pq.Q(d -1) | pq. Squeezing (r=0.1)
7

8 # Apply a random interferometer
9 pq.Q(all) | pq. Interferometer (...)

10

11 # Measure on all modes
12 pq.Q(all) | pq. ThresholdMeasurement ()
13

14 # PiquassoBoost simulator
15 boosted_simulator = pqb. BoostedGaussianSimulator (d=...)
16 result = boosted_simulator . execute ( program )

Code snippet 10: Simple usage example of the Piquasso Boost plugin.
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Figure 7: Benchmark comparison of hafnian calculation
timescales of random symmetric complex matrices using
the algorithms implemented in The Walrus (0.20.0) and
in the Piquasso Boost package. The data points forming
straight lines in the logarithmically scaled figures indi-
cate the exponential scaling of the computational time
with the matrix size, which is a characteristic of each im-
plementation. The performance of the Piquasso Boost
implementations is considerably improved compared to
The Walrus package (see the main text for more de-
tails) if double precision is used. The CPU benchmark
was done on an AMD EPYC 7542 32-Core Processor
platform. The Piquasso Boost library was compiled by
the GNU 7.5.0 compiler. The computational time was
determined by the average computing time of 10 and
4 independent cycles for matrices of size N = 2 . . . 50
and N = 52 . . . 60, respectively. The calculations were
performed without repetition in the number of columns
or rows.

reason, the Ryser-type implementation in the
TheWalrus is even slower than the Glynn vari-
ant of the same package, which is surprising since
the Ryser-type algorithm elaborates smaller size
matrices on average than the Glynn algorithm.
(This inconsistency was experienced in version
0.20.0 of the TheWalrus package, which might
be fixed in future versions.) Comparing the per-
formance of the implementations in the Piquasso
Boost package, the Ryser algorithm calculates the
hafnian 3.3 times faster than the Glynn imple-
mentation, holding up to the expectations. Just
like before, the long double precision implementa-
tion of the Piquasso Boost package can evaluate
the hafnian function again 6 times slower than

Figure 8: Accuracy comparison of the Ryser and Glynn-
type hafnian algorithms. The Ryser-type inclusion/ex-
clusion evaluation strategy shows much less numerical
accuracy than the Glynn-type iterations. To establish a
fair benchmark, we compared the results to the results
of the infinite precision calculator, which has been imple-
mented using GNU Multiple Precision (GMP) arithmetic
library’s [32] Multiple Precision Floating-Point Reliabil-
ity (MPFR) extension.

the double precision implementation, though per-
forming much better in accuracy. In Fig. 8
we compare the accuracy of the Ryser-type and
Glynn-type implementations. It turns out, that
the Glynn-type implementation is more precise
than the Ryser formula. In the Ryser formula-
tion, the inner addends are computed from sub-
matrices of the input matrix, which can poten-
tially lead to a wide range of magnitudes of the
addends. In contrast, the Glynn variant derives
its addends from matrices of consistent size which
might be the reason behind the significantly bet-
ter numerical properties of the approach. The
same conclusion holds on for the case of loop
hafnian and permanent. The performance com-
parison of loop hafnian calculations showed quite
similar results, thus we don’t discuss these results
here.

5 Web User Interface

Piquasso offers an intuitive web-based interface
that allows users to create photonic circuits seam-
lessly using an interactive drag-and-drop circuit
composer, while also enabling them to collabo-
rate with others and share their results effort-
lessly. Authentication is supported through social
media accounts and unlocks additional features,
including project saving and publication, as well
as a streamlined collaboration with other users.
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Figure 9: An overview of the Piquasso web interface. The user should (a) choose a supported backend scheme before
creating a circuit, and then (b) use the interactive drag-and-drop composer to create the circuit from the relevant
components of the chosen scheme. The depicted example is a Gaussian Boson Sampling circuit, the simulation
results are visualized in Fig. 10.

5.1 Starting a new project

When creating a new project, the user must begin
by selecting one of the available backend schemes,
which were described in Sec. 3.2. Once a back-
end scheme has been selected, the Piquasso com-
poser is launched. This tool provides an inter-
active drag-and-drop interface that enables the
creation of photonic circuits with ease. The tool-
bar section of the interface displays the opera-
tions that are available for the selected scheme.
These operations are grouped according to their
respective types, such as 1-mode, 2-mode, multi-
mode gates, measurements, and so on. To create
a new circuit, the user simply needs to drag-and-
drop the blocks that represent photonic opera-
tions onto the corresponding modes within the
composer. The key components of the drag-and-
drop interface are presented in Fig. 9.

Once the photonic circuit is finalized in the
composer, the user can submit it through the con-
trol panel; the submitted job will be sent to the
backend server for execution. The control panel
offers several functionalities, such as starting or
stopping a simulation and undoing or redoing pre-
vious actions. As soon as the submitted job is
executed, the results are visualized on the dash-
board, as shown in Fig. 10, and can be conve-
niently exported and downloaded in a variety of
file formats, including PNG and CSV.

The project management menu provides users
with an overview of their existing projects and
of projects shared with them. Users can easily
access previous projects and view detailed infor-
mation about them including previously obtained
results from past executions of the circuit. Fur-

thermore, users can modify project settings such
as the project name and collaborators directly
from this menu.

5.2 Collaboration

One of our primary focus has been on enabling
users to collaborate and share simulation data.
To this end, we have implemented several features
such as real-time data sharing, version control,
and commenting functionality.

The most prominent feature is the capability to
add other Piquasso members directly to a project,
enabling project members to collaborate in real-
time on the same circuit and review the outcomes
of submitted jobs. Depending on their role in the
project, members can be granted different lev-
els of access permissions, such as read-only ac-
cess or full control over the circuit design. Write
access allows users to freely modify the circuit,
while read-only access allows users to view and
execute the circuit yet forbidding any modifica-
tions. Project leaders have complete control over
managing these permissions, as well as the abil-
ity to modify, rename, or share the project with
others.

Another powerful example of collaboration and
data sharing is the publishing feature. Users can
publish their circuits and quantum algorithms to
the Piquasso community for others to see, run,
and build upon. This feature opens up oppor-
tunities for users to share their work with the
wider scientific community. Furthermore, these
published circuits can be shared via a generated
URL online, e.g., in publications or on social me-
dia platforms.
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Figure 10: The simulated circuit results are visualized including the obtained measurement samples, the theoretical
probability distribution, the Wigner function, and the corresponding Python code.

6 Conclusion
We developed a photonic quantum computer sim-
ulator, named Piquasso, whose creation is driven
by the increasing need for research in photonic
quantum computing. The framework provides
several specialized simulators tailored for specific
computing schemes, along with a convenient and
extendable Python interface, which have been ex-
plored in the current article. One such extension
is the C/C++ plugin called Piquasso Boost which
incorporates a high performance engine into the
Python framework, considerably aiding computa-
tional performance, which is justified by several
benchmarks. Other extensions enable automatic
differentiation of photonic circuits using popular
machine learning frameworks such as TensorFlow
and JAX. Finally, an ergonomic drag-and-drop
web interface is made available at piquasso.com,
which makes simulation data sharing and collab-
oration simple and accessible, empowering users
to work together to push the boundaries of quan-

tum computing and technological innovation.
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A Basics and notations

A.1 Bosonic Fock space

The Hilbert space of a d-mode bosonic system of n particles is given by

(
Cd
)∨n

= Cd ∨ Cd ∨ · · · ∨ Cd︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

, (A.6)

where ∨ denotes the symmetrized tensor product. We also formally define the zero-particle Hilbert
space (Cd)∨0 := C, which corresponds to the vacuum. Given an orthonormal basis {ei}d

i=1 on Cd, we
can directly construct an orthonormal basis on

(
Cd
)∨n

as

{(
1

n1!...nd!

) 1
2 ei1∨ . . .∨ein : i1 ≤ . . . ≤ in

}
, (A.7)

where nk denotes the repetition of the index k in the index sequence i1, . . . , in and n1 + · · · + nd = n.
One could also denote the basis vectors more succinctly as

|n1, . . . , nd⟩ :=
(

1
n1!...nd!

) 1
2 ei1∨ . . .∨ein . (A.8)

Allowing for an arbitrary number of particles, the Hilbert space of a d-mode bosonic system is the
bosonic Fock space given by the direct sum of all fixed particle Hilbert spaces

FB(Cd) = C ⊕ Cd ⊕ Cd ∨ Cd ⊕ Cd ∨ Cd ∨ Cd ⊕ . . . =
∞⊕

λ=0

(
Cd
)∨λ

. (A.9)

An orthonormal basis of FB(Cd) is given by the vectors |n1, . . . , nd⟩ with no restriction on the total
particle number n = n1 +n2 · · · +nd, this is called the occupation number basis of the Fock space. The
annihilation and creation operators (jointly called ladder operators) are defined as

aj |n1, ..., nj , ..., nd⟩ = √
nj |n1, ..., nj−1, ..., nd⟩,

a†
j |n1, ..., nj , ..., nd⟩ =

√
nj+1 |n1, ..., nj+1, ..., nd⟩.

These operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations

[aj , ak] = [a†
j , a

†
k] = 0, [aj , a

†
k] = δjk1. (A.10)

A.2 Typical gates in photonic systems

Piquasso supports numerous photonic quantum gates, which we will review in this section. Piquasso
can also export any Program instance to Blackbird Quantum Assembly Language script [39]. To make
the transition easier, we used the same parametrization of the gates as in Blackbird. Some of the most
important ones are presented in this section.

Except for Sec. A.2.6, the gates presented here are one- and two-mode gates, with their indices
labeling on which modes they act non-trivially. The phase shift, the beamsplitter, the squeezing, and
the displacement gates are Gaussian gates. More precisely, they map ladder operators to a linear
combination of ladder operators (and also the identity in the case of the displacement gate), which
we will also provide. The Kerr and cross-Kerr gates are non-linear gates, however, they preserve the
particle number similarly to the phaseshift and beamsplitter gates.
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A.2.1 Phaseshift gate

The phaseshift (or rotation) gate models the actual phase shifter optical element, which rotates the
phase of a traveling electromagnetic wave. As a quantum gate, it acts on a state by rotating it in the
canonical phase space. Additionally, the phaseshift gate is the only single-mode passive linear gate.
The unitary operator corresponding to the phaseshift gate is

Rj(ϕ) = exp
(
iϕa†

jaj

)
, (A.11)

where ϕ ∈ [0, 2π). The phaseshift gate is a passive linear optical element that transforms the ladder
operators in the Heisenberg picture as follows:

R†
j(ϕ)

[
aj

a†
j

]
Rj(ϕ) =

[
eiϕ 0
0 e−iϕ

] [
aj

a†
j

]
. (A.12)

A.2.2 Beamsplitter gate

A beamsplitter is an optical device that splits light into two parts and is an essential part of many
optical experiments. The unitary operator corresponding to the beamsplitter gate is

Bjk(θ, ϕ) = exp
(
θeiϕa†

jak − θe−iϕa†
kaj

)
, (A.13)

where θ, ϕ ∈ [0, 2π). The beamsplitter gate transforms the ladder operators as

B†
jk(θ, ϕ)


aj

ak

a†
j

a†
k

Bjk(θ, ϕ) =


t −r∗

r t
t −r
r∗ t



aj

ak

a†
j

a†
k

 , (A.14)

where t = cos(θ) and r = eiϕ sin(θ).

A.2.3 Squeezing gate

Considering a coherent state as the initial state, the squeezing gate produces a state that is “squeezed”
in the phase space along a certain direction. The squeezing gate is the prototypical example of an
active linear gate. The unitary operator corresponding to the squeezing gate is

Sj(z) = exp
(1

2
(
z∗a2

j − za†2
j

))
, (A.15)

where z ∈ C. The squeezing gate transforms the ladder operators as

S†
j (z)

[
aj

a†
j

]
Sj(z) =

[
cosh r −eiϕ sinh r

−e−iϕ sinh r cosh r

] [
aj

a†
j

]
. (A.16)

A.2.4 Displacement gate

A displacement gate “displaces” the quantum state in the phase space. Starting from vacuum as an
initial state, the resulting states after applying a displacement gate are called coherent states. The
unitary operator corresponding to the displacement gate is

Dj(α) = exp
(
αa†

j − α∗aj

)
, (A.17)

where α ∈ C. The displacement gate transforms the ladder operators as

D†
j(α)

[
aj

a†
j

]
Dj(α) =

[
aj + α1

a†
j + α∗

1

]
. (A.18)
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A.2.5 Kerr gate

The Kerr gate is the most trivial example of a passive non-linear gate. The definition of the Kerr gate
is

Kj(ξ) = exp
(
iξn̂2

j

)
, (A.19)

where ξ ∈ C and n̂j := a†
jaj . The Kerr gate transforms the ladder operators as

K†
j (ξ)ajKj(ξ) = aj exp (iξ (1 + 2n̂j)) ,

K†
j (ξ)a†

jKj(ξ) = a†
j exp (−iξ (1 + 2n̂j)) . (A.20)

A.2.6 General Gaussian gates

Gaussian unitaries can be characterized by Hamiltonian operators which contain only quadratic and
linear terms. Concretely, one can write the Hamiltonian as

H =
d∑

j,k=1
Ajka

†
jak +Bjka

†
ja

†
k +

d∑
j=1

βjaj + h.c.

= ξ†Hξ + αξ, (A.21)

with

H =
[
A B
B∗ A∗

]
, (A.22)

ξ =
[
a1, . . . , ad, a

†
1, . . . , a

†
d

]T
, (A.23)

where A = A†, B = BT , α = [β, β∗], and β ∈ Cd. When β = 0d and B = 0d×d, the Hamiltonian
H corresponds to passive Gaussian gates, e.g., beamsplitters and phaseshifters. These are Gaussian
gates that preserve the particle number. Generally, the quadratic part of the Hamiltonian can be split
into passive and active parts, while the linear terms correspond to displacements. In particular, for
A = B = 0d×d and general β ∈ Cd the Hamiltonian H describes pure displacement gates.

Under a Gaussian transformation, Gaussian states are mapped to Gaussian states. The symplectic
representation of unitary evolution can be described by

U †ξU = S(c)ξ + α, (A.24)

where α ∈ C2d, U = exp
(
−i
(
ξ†Hξ + αξ

))
and S(c) ∈ Sp(2d) is a symplectic matrix. Then S(c) can

be calculated by

S(c) = e−iKH , where K =
[
1

−1

]
. (A.25)

A.3 States and their evolution
In the simulation of photonic quantum computation, states can be represented in multiple ways. In this
subsection, we will provide a short overview of the most important representations. We also describe
the action of the most important gates in the different representations.

A.3.1 Generic states in the occupation number representation

A pure bosonic state is an element of the multimode bosonic Fock space defined in Eq. (A.9). Generally,
it can be expanded in the canonical basis of this vector space, i.e., in the occupation number basis as

|ψ⟩ =
∑

n∈Nd

cn|n⟩, (A.26)
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where ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ =
∑

n∈Nd |cn|2 = 1. Similarly, a general mixed state can be written as a density operator

ρ =
∑

n,m∈Nd

cn,m|n⟩⟨m|, (A.27)

where Tr [ρ] = 1 and ρ is positive semidefinite.
Given a quantum gate from Sec. A.2, the transformation of the ladder operators in the Heisenberg

picture relates to the evolution of the quantum states in the Fock representation by Eq. (A.24). As an
example, by applying a rotation gate from Sec. A.2.1 to an occupation number state, one gets

Rj(ϕ)|n1 . . . nj . . . nd⟩ = einjϕ|n1 . . . nj . . . nd⟩. (A.28)

Similarly, for a beamsplitter gate, one can write

Bjk(θ, ϕ)|n,m⟩ =
n∑

k=0

m∑
l=0

ck,l
n,m(r, t)|n−k+l,m+k−l⟩, (A.29)

where ck,l
n,m(r, t) =

(n
k

)(m
l

)
tn+m−k−l(−r∗)lrk.

When an active gate is applied to a fixed particle-number state, the resulting state will have terms
in different particle-number sectors. As an illustration, the squeezing gate is applied to the vacuum as

Sj(z)|01 . . . 0j . . . 0d⟩ = 1√
cosh r

∞∑
kj=0

(
−eiϕ tanh r

)kj

√
(2kj)!

2kjkj !
|01 . . . 2kj . . . 0d⟩, (A.30)

where r = |z| and ϕ = arg(z).
Finally, the action of the non-linear Kerr and cross-Kerr gates applied to an occupation number

basis state is given as

Kj(ϕ)|n1 . . . nj . . . nd⟩ = exp
(
iξn2

j

)
|n1 . . . nj . . . nd⟩. (A.31)

Kjk(ϕ)|n1 . . . nj . . . nk . . . nd⟩ = exp (iξnjnk) |n1 . . . nj . . . nk . . . nd⟩. (A.32)

Similar results can be obtained when applying the above considerations for density operators.

A.3.2 Gaussian states

Gaussian states are a subset of all the possible bosonic states in the sense that these states could only
be produced by evolving the vacuum state solely with (up to) quadratic Hamiltonians. These states
can be characterized by their mean vector and covariance matrix (µ, σ) defined by

µ = Tr [ρR] ,
σ = Tr [ρ{R− µ,R− µ}] , (A.33)

where {A,B} = AB +BA is the anticommutator and R is a vector of operators

R = (x1, . . . , xd, p1, . . . , pd)T . (A.34)

The evolution of the quantum state in terms of the mean vector and the covariance matrix can be
given in terms of the evolution of the ladder operators in the Heisenberg picture as

µ 7→ Sµ,

σ 7→ SσST , (A.35)

where S is the symplectic matrix corresponding to the quantum gate in the canonical coordinate
representation according to Eq. (A.34).
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A.4 Typical measurements

A.4.1 Homodyne and heterodyne measurements

Homodyne and heterodyne measurements correspond to the usual detection schemes from optical
setups. These measurements have the common property of preserving the Gaussian character of the
state after measurement. Homodyne measurement corresponds to the measurement of the operator

x̂ϕ = cos(ϕ)x̂+ sin(ϕ)p̂ (A.36)

with outcome probability density given by

p(xϕ) = ⟨xϕ|ρ|xϕ⟩, (A.37)

where xϕ correspond to the eigenvalues of x̂ϕ. On the other hand, using heterodyne measurement, the
probability density is given by

p(xϕ) = 1
π

Tr [ρ|α⟩⟨α|] . (A.38)

In optical setups, the heterodyne measurement is performed by mixing the state ρ with a vacuum state
|0⟩, then subtracting the detected intensities of the two outputs. The mixing is performed with a 50:50
beamsplitter.

A.4.2 Particle number measurement

Particle number measurement or photon detection is a non-Gaussian projective measurement that
is performed via number-resolving detectors. The probability of detecting particle numbers n =
(n1, n2, . . . , nd) is given by

p(n) = Tr [ρ|n⟩⟨n|] . (A.39)

The samples are non-negative integer values corresponding to the detected photon number.
When the state is a Gaussian state, the probability of an output t = (t1, . . . , td) during particle

number measurement is given by

p(t) = 1√
detQ

haf (At)
t1! . . . td! , (A.40)

where At is the block reduction of the matrix A by the vector t and

A =
[

1

1

] (
1 −Q−1

)
,

Q = Σ + 1
21, (A.41)

Σ = WσW †,

W = 1√
2

[
1 i1
1 −i1

]

following Hamilton et. al. [33].
Furthermore, the hafnian of a matrix is defined by

haf(A) =
∑

M∈PMP(n)

∏
(i,j)∈M

Ai,j , (A.42)

where PMP(n) is the set of perfect matching permutations of n even elements, such that σ(2i− 1) <
σ(2i) and σ(2i−1) < σ(2i+1), where σ : [n] → [n] is some permutation. Particle number measurement
using Gaussian states is also called Gaussian Boson Sampling (GBS).
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When the state is an occupation number state with s = (s1, . . . , sd) initial particles, the probability
of resulting in t = (t1, . . . , td) particles after unitary circuit is

p(s, t) = per (Us,t)
t1! . . . td!s1! . . . sd! , (A.43)

where Us,t represents the set of unitary gates U corresponding to the circuit, and the permanent per
of a matrix is defined via

per(A) =
∑

σ∈Sn

n∏
i=1

Aσ(i),i. (A.44)

For a single occupation number state, the permanent calculation is performed for
(d+n−1

n

)
possible

outputs.

A.4.3 Threshold measurement

Threshold measurement or threshold detection is very similar to particle number measurement, but
it only results in samples containing 0 or 1, where 0 corresponds to no photon being detected, and 1
corresponds to the detection of at least one photon.

Note that threshold measurement is only supported in the Gaussian simulator. When the state is
a Gaussian state, the probability of an output t = (t1, . . . , td) ∈ {0, 1}d during threshold detection is
given by

p(t) = 1√
detQ

tor (Ot)
t1! . . . td! , (A.45)

where
O = 1 −Q−1, (A.46)

Q is given by Eq. (A.41) and the torontonian tor is

tor(A) =
∑

z∈Pn

(−1)n/2−|z|√
| det(1 −Az)|

, (A.47)

where Pn is the power set of 1, 2, . . . , n/2.
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